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1	Introduction
In the last meeting, OPm190034 has proposed a rotation mechanism based on the main regions’ rotation. This document introduces some rotation mechanisms and analyses the pros and cons.   
2	Considerations
This document agrees that the rotation mechanism is a sensitive element that needs clarification in order to make better progress on Funding, Service Level and Decision Making of MHSG. There are some considerations of the alternatives for the rotation mechanisms for TSG/TSG WG meetings.
Alternative 1: Rotation by OPs
It proposes that the 3GPP meeting hosting rotates by OPs, seven or six meetings (considering 2 OPs in Japan) are a rotation round for the TSG/TSG WG meetings, every OP has the right to host the 3GPP meeting. However, considering the volume and fund-raising problem of some OPs, some OPs may not be able to host meetings every round. Hence, the OP has the right to skip or transfer their meeting host opportunity in a rotation round, this e.g. makes it easier for the two OPs in Japan.
Alternative 2: Rotation by the OPs which send most delegates
This alternative considers that the three OPs which send the most delegates to the TSG/TSG WG meetings to host each at least one meeting a year. Additional, the OP could host more meetings if the OP volunteers. For the remaining meetings, it could rotate among other OPs and the exploratory venue (such as Australia, Russia, South Africa, etc.). Of course, the OP has the right to skip or transfer their meeting host opportunity in a rotation round. 
TSG WG meetings could follow similar proportions. i.e. if the TSG WG has 6 meetings per year, then every two years as a round, 3 OPs which send the most delegates will hold 3 meetings each round, and the rest will be allocated by other OPs or the exploratory venue. If the TSG WG has more than 6 meetings per year, then every year as a round, 3 OPs which send the most delegates will hold 2 meetings each round, and the rest will be allocated by other OPs or the exploratory venue.
Alternative 3: Rotation by main Regions
The proposal for this alternative is the mechanism of OPm190034 with some consideration from the Asia region. The rotation principle is that each year the 4 TSGs rotate across the 3 main regions (EU, NA, Asia) and the remaining one TSG meeting should also be hosted in Asia. Because Asia has more OPs than the rest of the regions, also half of the participants come from Asia and also different and bigger 5G markets in the region. Unless the Asian OPs are unwilling to host the meetings, consider other exploratory venues (such as Australia, Russia, South Africa, etc.). TSG WG meetings could follow similar proportions as the mechanism of alternative 2.

Alternative 1 is a transparent and fair solution for each OP. however, there are some global benefits issue for hosting in regions where most delegates originate from. The delegates have to travel to 6 other possible destination until they have a local meeting it will incur significant cost to their companies and the environment. On the other hand, there are around 2/5 of delegates come from Europe it would yield significant cost (for the respective companies).
Alternative 2 is a quite fair solution for the purpose of reducing the financial and administrative burdens on individual members. And also it could satisfy most companies’ and delegates’ opinions.
Alternative 3 considers that Asia has the most OP in 3GPP and the bigger 5G volume and market. So there are 2 opportunities for Asia to host meetings. However, Europe also has a large number of participants and IMs, it may be an issue for some companies in Europe to travel to Asian countries more times.

3	Conclusion
From the statistics in SP-190664_RP-191627_CP-192007 MCC report, it is easy to see that two-fifths of the participants are in EMEA and Asia region.
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On the other hand, the IMs of ETSI and Asian OPs account for 64% and 28%, respectively.
[image: ]
Hence, Asia region should host more meetings due to both the number of delegates and number of IMs. So that will help reduce the financial and administrative burdens for most individual members
As the analyzation above, it proposes alternative 2 to be used as the basis for the meeting host rotation mechanism.
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C1 880 391 181 308

C3 682 306 156 220

C4 728 312 170 246

C6 192 118 40 34
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