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The 3GPP CT WG6 meeting will start at 9:00 CEST on Tuesday and will be closed on Friday at 17:00 CEST latest. There will be daily GoTo meetings from14:00 CEST to 16:00 CEST.
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CT6 AGENDA 

Legend: 


No flag 
= reserved and uploaded in time

Brown
= postponed from previous meeting
Document list is available at:

https://portal.etsi.org/
1 Opening of the Meeting
2 Roll call of delegates
3 Agenda and organisational issues 

3.1 Agreement of the agenda and the scheduling

	AGE
	C6-220201
	CT6 Chair
	CT WG6#111-e agenda
	Noted
	
	

	AGE
	C6-220211
	CT6 Chair
	CT WG6#111-e agenda with document allocation
	Noted
	
	

	Process
	C6-220214
	CT6 chair
	Process for CT6#111-e meeting
	Noted
	
	

	AGE
	C6-220215
	CT6 Chair
	CT WG6#111-e agenda with document allocation after day 1
	
	
	

	AGE
	C6-220216
	CT6 Chair
	CT WG6#111-e agenda with document allocation after day 2
	
	
	

	AGE
	C6-220217
	CT6 Chair
	CT WG6#111-e agenda with document allocation after day 3
	
	
	

	AGE
	C6-220218
	CT6 Chair
	CT WG6#111-e agenda with document allocation end of meeting
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


3.2 IPR 

C6-220202 - noted
	Call for IPRs
I draw your attention to your obligations under the 3GPP Partner Organizations’ IPR policies. Every Individual Member organization is obliged to declare to the Partner Organization or Organizations of which it is a member any IPR owned by the Individual Member or any other organization which is or is likely to become essential to the work of 3GPP.

Delegates are asked to take note that they are thereby invited:

· to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.
· to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing declaration forms

Statement of anti-trust compliance 
I also draw your attention to the fact that 3GPP activities are subject to all applicable antitrust and competition laws and that compliance with said laws is therefore required of any participant of this TSG/WG meeting including the Chairman and Vice Chairman. In case of question I recommend that you contact your legal counsel.

The leadership shall conduct the present meeting with impartiality and in the interests of 3GPP.

Furthermore, I would like to remind you that timely submission of work items in advance of TSG/WG meetings is important to allow for full and fair consideration of such matters.


Report of the previous CT6 meeting
	Action
	C6-220203
	MCC
	Draft meeting report from CT6 #110-e
	Revised
	C6-220204
	No comments

	Action
	C6-220204
	MCC
	Approved meeting report from CT6 #110-e
	Approved
	
	


3.3 Organizational matters

.
4 Issues for early consideration

To be requested to the chairman in advance to the meeting
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


5 Reports, Action items and status
	WID
	C6-220231
	Huawei, HiSilicon /Christian
	Revised WID on CT aspects of the architectural enhancements for 5G multicast-broadcast services
	Endorsed
	
	


5.1 Report from TSG plenary meetings

	Report
	C6-220213
	CT6 chairman
	Report from last CT plenary
	Noted
	
	


5.2 Reports from CT6 ad hoc meetings

5.3 Reports from CT6 splinter groups and/or joint sessions with other groups
5.4 Review of action list
	Action Item
	Status

	
	


Action(s) from Plenary:
	
	-


	Action
	C6-220205
	MCC
	Action list after CT6#110-e / before CT6 #111-e
	
	
	

	Action
	C6-220206
	MCC
	Action list after CT6 #111-e
	
	
	


5.5 Status of CT6 specifications, rapporteurs & WIs

	Status
	C6-220207
	MCC
	Current status of WIs, specifications, rapporteurs before CT6#111-e
	Revised
	C6-220108
	

	Status
	C6-220208
	MCC
	Current status of WIs, specifications, rapporteurs after CT6#111-e
	Agreed
	
	


6 Liaison Statements
6.1 Incoming liaison statements / inputs from 3GPP groups

	LS in
	C6-220232
	CT WG1
	LS from CT WG1: Reply LS on mandatory SSC modes supported by UE
	Noted
	
	1
Overall description
CT1 thanks SA2 for the LS on mandatory SSC modes supported by UE.

CT1 has discussed SSC mode related requirements in current specification under CT1 control, and concluded the following:

· support of at least one SSC mode is mandated;

· mandatory support for any specific SSC mode is not explicitly stated in CT1 stage 3 specification;

· functional requirements indicate that SSC mode 1 is the only SSC mode that is mandated to be supported by all UEs.

CT1 further notes the recent LS from SA2 (S2-2201274 / C1-221751) with attached CRs that update stage 2 such that SSC mode 1 is mandatory to support for UEs supporting PDU connectivity, whereas SSC modes 2 and 3 are optional. These requirements are not captured in current CT1 specification, but CT1 intends to address these with corresponding updates in a future meeting.

2
Actions

To SA2 

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly requests SA2 to take the above information into account.


	LS in
	C6-220233
	TSG CT
	LS from TSG CT: LS on parameters preconfigured in the UE to receive MBS service
	Noted
	
	1. Overall Description:
CT has an approved WID on 5MBS to define necessary CT WGs stage 3 details of the feature based on approved stage 2 requirements. UE preconfiguration for receiving MBS service is one of them. CT notes that the related requirement is in TS 23.247 subclause 7.3.1 stating that the UE can be preconfigured with needed configuration to receive MBS service and if this configuration exists, the UE does not need to interact with the network, quote:

To receive the data of broadcast communication service, the UE is either preconfigured with needed configuration (e.g. USD as defined in TS 26.346 [13]) for the UE to receive MBS service, or provisioned with the configuration of broadcast session on application level (service announcement; the configuration may for instance be performed using SIP signalling, or methods described in TS 26.346 [13]). If the needed configuration is pre-configured, the UE does not need to interact with network.
CT would like to ask SA2 the following questions to define the necessary stage 3 details:

Question 1: Which parameters can be preconfigured in the UE to receive MBS service?

Question 2: How are these parameters used by the UE?
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT kindly asks SA2 to answer the above questions.

	LS in
	C6-220234
	SA WG3
	LS from SA WG3: Reply LS on Reply LS on MINT functionality for Disaster Roaming
	Noted
	
	1
Overall description
SA3 thanks SA2 for the reply LS(S3‑220499/S2-2201514) on MINT functionality for Disaster Roaming. 

SA3 would like to inform SA2 that based on SA2 decision, SA3 agreed the attached CR for TS 33.501, which updates the initiation procedures of the primary authentication and corresponding services provided by AUSF and UDM.

2
Actions

To SA2

ACTION: 
3GPP TSG SA WG3 kindly asks SA WG2 to take the above information into account.



	LS in
	C6-220235
	SA WG5
	LS from SA WG5: LS on MINT functionality for Disaster Roaming
	Noted
	
	7 Overall description
SA5 thanks SA2 for their LS.

There is currently no work item for MINT in SA5. Charging for roaming using home routed is already specified by SA5 and for roaming using local breakout there is an ongoing SA5 work item.
The charging data records produced by the VPLMN is mainly used for interconnect charging and the records produced in HPLMN is mainly used for subscriber charging. In the case of Disaster Roaming service there would probably be special treatment of both the subscriber and interconnect records, therefore it is beneficial if these could be easily sorted based on a specific indication from VPLMN.
2
Actions

To SA2 

ACTION:
SA5 asks SA2 to kindly take the information above into consideration.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


7.1 Incoming liaison statements / inputs from other groups

	LS in
	C6-220236
	EUWENA
	LS from EUWENA: LS on presentation of EUWENA and involvement in 3GPP on Non Public Network
	Noted
	
	Introduction from EUWENA about their intent.
Also propose to actively contribute to several 3GPP groups, including CT6

	LS in
	C6-220237
	ETSI TC SET
	LS to 3GPP CT WG6 on alignment of TERMINAL PROFILE bytes and tag assignment
	Noted
	
	1. Overall description:
ETSI TC SET thanks 3GPP CT WG6 for their liaison statements on the alignment of TERMINAL PROFILE bytes, introduction of Satellite NG-RAN and alignment of tag naming.

Considering that 3GPP CT WG6 has allocated a terminal profile byte not assigned to 3GPP in year 2020, SET agreed to reserve the thirty-ninth byte of the TERMINAL PROFILE to 3GPP to avoid backward compatibility issues. ETSI SET accepted CR 315r1 against ETSI TS 102 223 Rel-17 (see SET(22)000039r1).

ETSI SET aligned the naming and usage of tags in ETSI TS 101 220 Rel-17 in CR 152 (see SET(22)000034).

The request related to Satellite NG-RAN is covered in both CRs.

To avoid inconsistencies between ETSI and 3GPP specifications, ETSI TC SET kindly asks 3GPP CT WG6 to exchange information about assignment of tags and identifiers in a timely manner.

ETSI TC SET is looking forward to the continued fruitful cooperation with 3GPP CT WG6.
2. Actions:

None



	LS in
	C6-220238
	ETSI TC SET
	Answer to: LS to provide an update on agreed Test Methods for non-removable UICCs within 3GPP CT WG6, asking ETSI SET to proceed in standardizing the required Toolkit Test Events for test configuration. 
	Noted
	
	1. Overall description:
ETSI TC SET would like to thank 3GPP CT WG6 for the LS on the update of Test Methods for devices with non-removable UICCs.

ETSI TC SET would also like to inform 3GPP CT WG6 that it has reviewed the LS in document C6-220198, as well as the attachment C6-220197. ETSI SET groups will start work to address the actions listed in C6‑220198 when the respective new work items are available and accepted and contributions from the interested companies provided. 

ETSI TC SET is looking forward to a continued fruitful collaboration with 3GPP CT WG6.

2. Actions:

None

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


7.2 Outgoing liaison statements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8 CT6 contributions on Work Items / Study Items

8.1 Rel-6 and earlier

8.2 Rel-7

8.2.1 TEI 7

8.2.2 Contributions to other Rel-7 work items

8.3 Rel-8

8.3.1 TEI 8

8.3.2 Testing the interworking of LTE Terminals with the USIM (SAES-USIM_LTE-Test) (COMPLETED CT#50)
8.3.3 Testing the interworking of ISIM Terminals with the IP Multimedia Subsystem (ISIM_IMS_Test) (COMPLETED CT#52)
8.3.4 Contributions to other Rel-8 work items

8.4 Rel-9

8.4.1 TEI 9

8.4.2 Contributions to other Rel-9 work items

8.5 Rel-10

8.5.1 TEI 10

8.5.2 Study on UICC access to IMS (CT#50) COMPLETED CT#51

8.5.3 Communication Control for IMS by USIM (CC_IMS_USIM) (CT#51) COMPLETED CT#51

8.5.4 USAT using AT-commands (USAT_AT) (CT#51) COMPLETED CT#51

8.5.5 SCWS Launch functionality (SCWS_L) (CT#51) COMPLETED CT#51

8.5.6 UICC access to IMS Specification (IMS-UICC-S) (CT#51) COMPLETED CT#51

8.5.7 CT6 part of Stage 3 for Network Improvements for Machine-Type Communication (NIMTC) COMPLETED CT#52

8.5.8 Testing Terminal support of Rel-10 features of USIM, ISIM and USAT (USIM_R10_Test) (CT#58 (dec 2012))
8.5.9 Contributions to other Rel-10 work items

8.6 Rel-11

8.6.1 TEI 11

8.6.2 Definition of the UICC Application for Hosting Party Module (HPM_UICC) (COMPLETED CT#55)

8.6.3 Stage 3 for System Improvements to Machine-Type Communications (SIMTC-CS, SIMTC-RAN_OC, SIMTC-Reach, SIMTC-Sig, SIMTC-CN_Pow) (COMPLETED CT#59)

8.6.4 Testing for the IP Multimedia Services Identity Module (ISIM) application support in ME (ISIM_R11_Test) (CT#63)

8.6.5 Contributions to other Rel-11 work items

8.7 Rel-12

8.7.1 TEI 12

8.7.2 CT6 part of CT aspects of Proximity-based Services (ProSe-CT)

8.7.3 IMS impacts on UICC Application Aspects (IMS_UApAs) (CT#63)

8.8 Rel-13

8.8.1 TEI13

8.8.2 Review of Dedicated 3GPP UICC features (Red_Uce)

8.8.3 CT6 aspects for MCPTT protocol aspects (MCPTT-CT)

8.8.4 CT aspects for IOPS (IOPS-CT)

8.8.5 CT6 aspects for the enhancements to Proximity-based Services (eProSe-Ext-CT)

8.8.6 CT6 part of stage 3 for Application specific Congestion Control for Data Communication (ACDC-CT)

8.8.7 CT6 aspects of extended DRX cycle for Power Consumption optimization (eDRX-CT)

8.8.8 CT6 aspects of Support of Emergency Services over WLAN phase 1 (SEW1-CT)

8.8.9 CT6 aspects of CioT (CioT-CT)

8.9 Rel-14

8.9.1 TEI14 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.9.2 Study on UICC power optimization for MTC (FS_UICC_MTC_OPT) (COMPLETED DEC 16)
8.9.3 CT aspects of evolution to and interworking with eCall in IMS (EIEI-CT) (COMPLETED SEP 16)
8.9.4 Improved operator control using new UE configuration parameters (IOC_UE_conf) (COMPLETED MAR 17)
8.9.5 CT6 aspects of Support of Emergency services over WLAN – phase 2 (SEW2-CT) (COMPLETED DEC 16)
8.9.6 CT6 aspects of Protocol enhancements for MCPTT over LTE (MCPTTProtoc1) (COMPLETED JUN 17)
8.9.7 CT6 aspects of Enhancements of Dedicated Core Networks selection mechanism (eDECOR-CT) (COMPLETED DEC 16)
8.9.8 CT6 aspects of V2X services (V2X-CT) (COMPLETED MAR 17)
8.9.9 Enhancements for Mission Critical Push To Talk – CT aspects (MCImp-eMCPTT-CT) (COMPLETED JUN 17)
8.9.10 Mission Critical Data – CT aspects (MCImp-MCDATA-CT) (COMPLETED JUN 17)
8.9.11 Mission Critical Video – CT aspects (MCImp-MCVIDEO-CT) (COMPLETED JUN 17)
8.9.12 CT aspects of 3GPP PS data off function (PS_DATA_OFF-CT) (COMPLETED MAR 17)
8.9.13 CT aspects of system architecture enhancements for TV service (AE_enTV-CT) (COMPLETED MAR 17)
8.10 Rel-15

8.10.1 TEI15
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.10.2 Study on Technical Requirements for a new secure platform for 3GPP applications (FS_NG_SP) (COMPLETED SEP 17)

8.10.3 CT6 aspects of Signalling reduction to enable light connection for LTE (LTE_LIGHT_CON-CT) (COMPLETED MAR 17)

8.10.4 CT6 aspects of PS Data Off Phase 2 (PS_DATA_OFF2-CT) (COMPLETED JUN 18)

8.10.5 CT6 aspects of VoWLAN (VoWLAN-CT) (COMPLETED JUN 18)

8.10.6 CT6 aspects on 5G System – Phase 1 (5GS_Ph1-CT – Study phase) (COMPLETED DEC 17)
8.10.7 CT6 aspects on 5G System – Phase 1 (5GS_Ph1-CT – normative phase) (COMPLETED JUN 18)
8.10.8 Enhancement to MC-Video – CT6 aspects (eMCVideo-CT) (COMPLETED JUN 18)
8.10.9 UE Conformance Test Aspects - CT6 aspects of 5G System Phase 1 (5GS_Ph1_UEConTest) (TARGET JUN 19)
	CR
	C6-220241
	Qualcomm Technologies Ireland
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0485, cat A

Correction_for_ODAC_TCs_5.4.10_5.4.11_5.4.12
	
	
	Withdrawn

	CR
	C6-220243
	Qualcomm Technologies ICRreland
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0486, cat F

Correction for ODAC TCs 5.4.10 and 5.4.11 and 5.4.12
	Revised
	C6-220275
	MCC:

What is the CR category? It reads F on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for category A.
Thales:

Clause 5.4.10.4.1
5.4.10.4.1            Initial conditions
Is it normal that for new VPLMN cells the values between brackets are all duplicated (e.g. for first one ('01 01 01 01’, '01 01 01 01’) ) ?
Qualcomm:

Thanks for reviewing the CR.

Yes, that is correct, it is duplicated.

As mentioned in the cover letter, according to 23.501 clauses 5.15.2 and 5.15.6, if ME uses non-standard (having both SST and SD) in a roaming scenario (VPLMN) network shall provide the mapped S-NSSAIs in the Allowed S-NSSAI list. Hence all three TCs shall include mapped S-NSSAIs in the Allowed S-NSSAI list for the sequences applicable to VPLMN.

I have included mapped S-NSSAIs same as the HPLMN S-NSSAIs to avoid making more changes to the TCs.



	CR
	C6-220275
	Qualcomm Technologies ICRreland
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0486r1, cat F
Correction for ODAC TCs 5.4.10 and 5.4.11 and 5.4.12
	Agreed
	
	Revision of C6-220243
Is a cat A in Excel table


	CR
	C6-220244
	China Telecommunications
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0487, cat F

Correction to TC 5.5.2
	Revised
	C6-220290
	Last change is not really clear and needs further clarification. Comprion having an issue.

China Telecoms:

As to CR C6-220244, it is based on the issue raised by the test staff, who is confused when the test result of most UEs shows "244020" or "244030". They have discussed this issue with me, although we finally decide that the UE can pass the test, I still think the description of TC 5.5.2 can be improved. That is the reason that I submit this CR.

If you have any question or advice, please let me know.

Comprion:

From how the test case is structured I expect some handling and verification to be different. 

I suppose a MCC/MNC that needs to be shown shall be in accordance to TS 24.501, Table 9.11.3.8.1: 5GS tracking area identity information element

Reading the text there I don’t expect that displaying something like ‘244-020’ is an option at all (if there is no ‘00’ record identifier coding for names taken from a different source.

=> The record identifier for record 3 is coded ‘00’ so I expect something different from the MCC/MNC there, … 

So for me the provided procedure and the expected results do not match and the test shall be modified anyhow, … nothing I blame on your modifications.

I hope to get some feedback from our developers so that I can prepare a draft to get that fixed.

China Telecoms:

Thank you for your clarification.

So our common understanding is that the current Test Case is ambiguous and need to be fix.

Thanks for your effort to prepare a new draft. 

Will your CR be ready before the end of this meeting?

If yes, I hope that C6-220244 can be merged with yours.

If not, can we just agree on other changes of C6-220244 excluding the changes in clause 5.5.2.4.3 Acceptance criteria, which you will take care of later.

What is your opinion?

Apple:

Since in CR - the main point of concern is the ambiguity during testing - how a displayed PLMN name is formatted when displayed on UI.  ( In the absence of this specific data configured in USIM , Its ok for an UE manufacturer to make that formatting choice and the current spec doesn't mandate the UI requirement here )
Hence some UE’s may display currently registered MCC-MNC as in current test spec with a “-", while some other UE’s (as you raised in this CR) that display it with no “-“.

There can be some other UE’s that introduce a “.” as a separator between the MCC.MNC - to bring a distinction between the 3 digit MCC, and 3 digit MNC. Some might just introduce a space “ “ for that purpose. Hence “if" we need a CR to reduce this ambiguity and avoid future concerns - 

May I propose a generic statement as below , with a Note?

5.5.2.4.3              Acceptance criteria

1)  After step f, ME shall not display "ABCD" instead displays the registered MCC and MNC (for example - "244-020"), or anything else configured by ME as Operator 5G PLMN name.

2)  After step m, ME shall not display "PLMN 5G", "ABCD" or "CCCDDD" instead displays the registered MCC and MNC (for example "244-030”), or anything else configured by ME as Operator 5G PLMN name.

Note:- the displayed MCC and MNC may be formatted with or without a separator and is left to the UE manufacturer.
Thanks you very much for your comment.

That is exactly what I thought.  There should be a more general description of the PLMN NAME , so I try to replace the "244-020" with "MCC+MNC combination as "244-020" or "244020"".

Your statement is fine for me.

	CR
	C6-220290
	China Telecommunications
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0487, cat F

Correction to TC 5.5.2
	
	
	Revision of C6-220244.


	CR
	C6-220252
	THALES
	31.121, Rel-17, CR#0488, cat C

Test Cases to cover USIM with non-IMSI SUPI Type
	Revised
	C6-220285
	Comprion: Thales:

1. In clause 4.1: Is there any additional value to add a sentence about the USIM AID? In order to provide an open specification I suggest to not add a sentence that would exclude the toolkit, Java card, ... USIMs 
Yes, this is to clarify the requirement we pushed during to have dedicated USIM AID depending of IMSI or SUPI as NAI (NSI, CLI, GCI).
ETSI defined since a very long time the USIM AID PIX then clarifying reference to ETSI 101.220 on PIX to use should not be an issue on all already implemented tests.

2. In clause 4.9.1: Addition of service n°130, explicitly set to not available. => Why? I don't see the advantage of setting such a restriction. I think it is sufficient to keep the current 16 byte coding where there is no coding for service n°130 at all => not available. To avoid backward compatibility issues byte 17 shall be made available and set to available in the newly defined 5G-NR UICC - non-IMSI SUPI 
Ok to remove it on next revision for backward compatibility reason. 
3. the 4.x clauses do not have change marks - shouldn't that be new text?
Track changes were missed and all section to be in track change.
I will correct it on the next revision.

4. for the USIM AID in clause 4.x the same doubt as above exists.
This is to clarify the requirement we pushed initially on TS 31.102 (then was reported to ETSI 101.220 later) for specific USIM PIX AID for SUPI in NAI format.
5. Name changes on existing 5.3.x test cases: I don't see the value of changing the names, but some the generation of problems. The ‘old’ names are already in use at GCF/PTCRB. – so, they all need to be informed and will be forced to update their test case lists to differentiate between tests that are already in their lists and tests that might not even become relevant for them.

=> suggestion change solely the title of 5.3 to include SUPI type IMSI and ad a new clause 5.x for SUPI type NSI (5.y for GCI, 5.z for GLI)

OK if this has an impact to GCF/PTCRB I will revert to existing name on 5.3.
I will only update the 5.3 with SUPI Type IMSI clarification and include new test Case into an added 5.x clause dedicated to SUPI type NSI.

6. If you adjust the services and introduce new service lists for different EF_UST configurations, please take into consideration that I suggest to align the look of these lists with what we have in TS 31.102 (similar to what I suggest in CR C6-220229 for TS 31.124).

OK I will do it
7. Clause 5.3.x.5: I wonder If the given SUCI calculation is correct – I doubt as the expected coding contains a HNI with MCC/MNC 246/081.

Let me check from other specification and updated if needed on the next revision.
Qualcomm:

Agree with the comment, a new clause 5.x can be defined for SUPI type NSI. 

Service no 130 can be introduced in the new clause 5.x. May need a few of TCs for service 130 not set as well under the same clause.

OK, see my comment in previous answer to Arne.
Existing TCs should be intact.

BTW, do we need to redefine EF-SUCI_Cal_Info and EF-RI? Existing definitions should be fine.

Yes, because this is defined only in clause 4.9 which is USIM with IMSI and we need it for next Test Case (Profile A and Profile B to be specified later).
Qualcomm:

OK, will wait for the revision of the CR.
Hopefully, you will have 5.x defined for SUPI in NAI format TCs.

Regarding the format of the SUCI coding. If should be as below.

SUPI format:           1

Home Network Identifier:     246/081

Routing indicator:   17

Protection scheme id:             00

Home network public key Id:  0

Scheme output:             user17@example.com


	CR
	C6-220285
	THALES
	31.121, Rel-17, CR#0488, cat C

Test Cases to cover USIM with non-IMSI SUPI Type
	
	
	Revision of C6-220252 


	CR
	C6-220271
	Keysight Technologies UK Ltd
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0629r1, cat F

Update of USAT 27.22.14 SOR related testcase
	Comprion proposal to merge 271, 242 and 227
	
	Revision of C6-220169

Late doc

(see also C6-220242)

Qualcomm:

If we want not to verify the last step in the seqs 2.1, 2.3 and 3.x while the complete TC including the last step is verified in the seq 2.3, we have to modify the Test Purpose. 
C6-220242 was uploaded to include that change. Pls check the Test Purpose in that CR. Do you still need the highlighted text in seq 2.3?

17
ME ® NG-SS

The ME successfully registers to NG-RAN cell 2 within 6 minutes

As specified in 3GPP TS 23.122 [29] clause 4.4.6 

[SOR transparent container 2.3.1 with Acknowledgement.]

Keysight:

I’ve uploaded the doc as in the draft, so the reviewers have the whole picture regards the change. 

I can remove the duplicated change and refer to your CR in revision if the Timer change is agreed; or withdrawn in whole if not agreed. So it shall post no impact on your CR

Keysight:

On the seq 2.3 step 14, you have note as highlighted below, which was in your original CR C6-210330.
Before step 14, the ME is already registered on Cell1, may you help me understand what this note actually mean for the test step? Eg. Are we expecting the UE initialises another registration on cell 1 before go on to cell 2? If so, what type of registration we are expecting?

Keysight:

Thanks for your comment.
Yes, C6-220271 is mostly overlap with your C6-220242. And I totally agree with your C6-220242, which has more complete reference. I am fine to go with the wording in C6-220242. I can remove those duplicated changes (where exact wording may slightly differ), and refer to C6-220242 once it was agreed.

There is one extra change in C6-220271 though, ie the adding of HPPLMN timer.

I added such checking as per referred 23.122 [29] clause 4.4.6 with below clause, for completeness, and hopefully also remove any ambiguity in the required testcase implementation.

d)            attempt to obtain service on a higher priority PLMN as specified in subclause 4.4.3.3 by acting as if timer T that controls periodic attempts has expired.

Please let me know if you have any comment on the extra change.

Qualcomm:
I believe you are referring to step 17 and not step 14.
Actually it was a typo to include cell 1 in the note. It should be Cell 2.

Device may register to the new cell before the 6 mints timer expiry. I think this step was in legacy SoR TCs as well. Can you correct it in your CR? 
Qualcomm:

As I mentioned in the previous response, I was thinking Test Purpose change for Seq 2.3 is sufficient and no need to refer to it is again in the Test Step.

But if you feel it gives more clarity I’m fine with keeping the reference to 23.122 again.
Keysight:

Yes, it is now step 17 (step 14 was in original CR C6-210330)

In C6-220271, I have already removed the note, and stated the timer as below. I do not see the same note in other 27.22.14.x SOR sequences though. Which legacy SoR TCs you are referring to ?

I understand you commented on the reflector to remove the first line “As specified …”, which is fine for me.
Qualcomm:

Legacy SOR we under REFRESH TCs. Eg 27.22.4.7.3.4.2.
Keysight:

For 27.22.4.7.3.4.2 etc. I guess we’d better cover it in a different CR?

I can help draft it for this meeting, if later doc is allowed by  @KRUSE Heiko?
Chairman:

No problem

Qualcomm:

What changes do you plan to include in a new CR?

Were you able to check the v2 of the merged doc? I included the change we discussed below.

If any change is needed we can include it in the merged doc.


	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CR
	C6-220274
	Keysight Technologies UK Ltd
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0636, cat F

Correction of the Applicability Table B.1 and Annex Table E.1
	Merged with 273 into 277
	C6-220277
	Late doc

	CR
	C6-220277
	Keysight Technologies UK Ltd
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0636, cat F

Correction of the Applicability Table B.1 and Annex Table E.1
	Agreed
	
	Revision of C6-220274 late doc


8.11 Rel-16

8.11.1 TEI16

	CR
	C6-220219
	Apple GmbH
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0630, cat F

SSC mode corrections for BIP test cases
	Agreed
	
	

	CR
	C6-220223
	Comprion GmbH
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0484, cat D

Correction of incorrect references in tests 
	Revised
	C6-220224
	MCC:

Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?

	CR
	C6-220224
	Comprion GmbH
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0484r1, cat D

Correction of incorrect references in tests 
	Agreed
	
	Revision of C6-220223 

	CR
	C6-220225
	THALES
	31.102, Rel-16, CR#0950, cat D

EF5GSN3GPPNSC clause correction  
	Revised
	C6-220254
	Clause 4.4.11.5 update on 5GS non-3GPP access NAS security context wording.

Wrong work item code ??? eCPSOR_CON

	CR
	C6-220254
	THALES
	31.102, Rel-16, CR#0950r1, cat D

EF5GSN3GPPNSC clause correction  
	Agreed
	
	Revision of C6-220225 


	CR
	C6-220249
	THALES
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0955, cat A

EF5GSN3GPPNSC clause correction (Rel 17)
	Revised
	C6-220255
	Wrong work item code ??? eCPSOR_CON

	CR
	C6-220255
	THALES
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0955r1, cat A

EF5GSN3GPPNSC clause correction (Rel 17)
	Agreed
	
	Revision of C6-220249 

	CR
	C6-220227
	Comprion GmbH
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0631, cat C
Correction of TC 27.22.14.2
	Proposed merger of 227 and 242
Not considering 271 yet
	
	When adding a new sequence unneeded dependencies where created

Thales:

UST configuration
I do not understood the need to differentiate the UST configuration between sequence 2.1/2.2 and sequence 2.3.

Can you clarify please ?

OTA keys

The OTA keys defintion must be common to all test sequences, all are involved on SMS-PP format present in each sequence.

Comprion:

When restructuring the test in C6-220227 I intended to use common OTA keys. If I look at it ‘Simple Markup’ it looks as if is like that. The differentiation for sequence specific  conditions is done later in the text.

I split the UST settings as I see adding a specific requirement to a service that is not relevant in a test case as an unneeded limitation. In Seq 2.1/2.2 the only service in addition to the services available as default is service n°42. Thus you can run it even with test cards not having any coding or available byte 15 or 16.

Insisting on keeping these byte even if not needed will cause backward compatibility issues.

(similar to what I wrote in my remarks to CR C6-220252 – there the new introduction of a bit in byte 17 will also require implementations providing 16 bytes in EF_UST only to be made redundant, updated and revalidated)

Qualcomm:

Agree with the changes in the EF-FPLMN and EF-OPLMNwACT in C6-220227. 

However, I agree with the comment, no need to differentiate the UST configuration between sequence 2.1/2.2 and sequence 2.3. It should be common.

Also, I believe no need to add the 2nd cell to the seq 2.1/2.2 since the last step in those TCs can’t be verified without expanding the TCs similar to seq 2.3. 

C6-220242 has some changes proposed. After checking that pls let us know if we still need the above changes.
Comprion:

As I was trying to merge C6-220227 and C6-220242 I did not follow the discussions about aligning the QCT CR with C6-220271 from Keysight, …

I apologize for not preparing something like that before the call.

I uploaded a draft for discussion joining C6-220227 and C6-220242 to the drafts folder for the present meeting – Please find C6-220227+C6-220242.zip in the Drafts.

I tried to consider Herve’s and Ajantha’s remarks – nevertheless it contains grouped initial conditions as some are common (without header) and some are valid for named sequences only.

I kept the EF_USTs separate as services assigned within higher bits might not have been used in former implementations – thus adding them no for just having a common setup will set unneeded constraints and require new implementation and validation. 

I don’t agree to the Notes voiding the verification of some test steps as FPLMN related data is available when the step is executed and can be verified – thus I changed the note to partly, …

For some other sections I took over from Ajanthas CR I added Comments I like the group to take into account when reviewing the CR.
Keysight:

Thanks for sharing the draft. 

One comments on the change for last step (Steering of Roaming procedure) of 2.1, 2.2, 3.1, 3.2, where you updated the Comments with note “Note: This test step can only be partly verified as no higher priority PLMN is provided”

May you help clarify what exact steps/messages to be verified for such? so there wont be arbitrary in the test implementation

For C6-220271 from Keysight, I was planning to remove the duplicated changes and refer to C6-220242 directly. However with the merged  C6-220227 + C6-220242, it would not be possible to do so due to the rearrange of the paragraphs.

Is it possible for you to review  C6-220271 (you are on the other email with the discussion details / history ) as well, and see if it can be merged together as well?
Comprion:

I’ll probably not manage to merge the CRs today. But I blocked some time to do it tomorrow morning my time.
Unfortunately that will make it hard for Ajantha to review the doc before the meeting.

Nevertheless, we will probably be able to have something agreeable by Thursday.
Qualcomm:

Modified Arne’s merged document and uploaded C6-220227+220242 - v2.zip into the draft folder.

Pls review and comment. 



	CR
	C6-220228
	Comprion GmbH
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0632, cat F
Correction of TC 27.22.4.29.1 Seq 1.4
	Agreed
	
	The current procedure is missing steps needed for the correct handling of the proactive commands

	CR
	C6-220229
	Comprion GmbH
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0633, cat D

Alignment of EF_UST descriptions in 27.22.2x clauses
	Agreed
	
	The listing of services available in EF_UST shall be in accordance to the listing in TS 31.102 

	CR
	C6-220242
	Qualcomm Technologies Ireland
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0634, cat D

Editorial change for SOR TCs 27.22.14.2 and 27.22.14.3
	
	
	Qualcomm:
I have already uploaded the changes in the CR 220242. I did not include the HPPLMN timer update. I also updated the Conformance requirement to clarify 23.122 clause 4.4.6 requirement applicability.

I think your CR can keep only the HPPLMN timer update.

(see C6-220271)

Keysight:

I’ve just saw you CR. 

If you agree with the HPPLMN timer change, maybe we can merge it into your CR, and I can withdraw mine?

Qualcomm:

We can have 2 CRs with different changes. You can change your CR to include only the HPPLMN timer change.

	CR
	C6-220272
	Apple GmbH
	31.121, Rel-16, CR#0489, cat F

SSC Mode corrections for 16.x URSP test cases
	Agreed
	
	Late doc

	CR
	C6-220273
	Apple GmbH
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0635, cat F

Correction to Applicability table for 27.22.4.29 test case
	Merged with 274 into 277
	C6-220277
	Late doc

	CR
	C6-220276
	Comprion GmbH
	31.124, Rel-16, CR#0637, cat F

Correction of settings in Table E.1
	
	
	Late doc


8.11.2 CT aspects of System enhancements for Provision of Access to Restricted Local Operator Services by Unauthenticated UEs (PARLOS) (TARGET JUN 2020) (COMPLETED JUN 20)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.11.3 Cellular IoT support and evolution for the 5G System (5G_CIoT) (TARGET JUN 2020) (COMPLETED JUN 20)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.11.4 CT aspects of architecture enhancements for 3GPP support of advanced V2X services (eV2XARC) (TARGET JUN 2020) (COMPLETED JUN 20)
	CR
	C6-220247
	Huawei, HiSilicon /Christian
	31.102, Rel-16, CR#0954, cat F

Adding NR-PC5 unicast security policies for V2X services
	
	
	


8.11.5 CT aspects of wireless and wireline convergence for the 5G system architecture (5WWC) (TARGET JUN 2020) (COMPLETED JUN 20)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.11.6 Multi-device and multi-identity (MuD) (TARGET JUN 2020) (COMPLETED JUN 20)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.12 Rel-17
8.12.1 TEI17

	CR
	C6-220239
	Qualcomm Technologies Ireland
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0951, cat B

Addition of a USIM file for configuration of warning messages reception in SNPNs
	Revised
	C6-220278
	A new USIM file to be introduced to store the configuration for warning messages reception in SNPNs.
Thales:

Location of SNPN services
Do you see any further files to be introduced for SNPNs requiring to create a dedicated DFSNPN to contain all files ?

If yes, as for 5GS ProSe services were introduced into DF5GProSe under DF5GS, does it make sense to have DFSNPN also under DF5GS instead of to have it directly under ADFUSIM ?

 
Clause 4.3
If services is kept under ADFUSIM, this clause should be updated to contain the DFSNPN as other DFs under ADFUSIM.

 

New Clause 4.4.XX.2
EF word to remove (highlight in red below) in clause name.

File size and description (highlight in red below) to be future proof under the description of all other last introduced files in 31.102.

4.4.XX.2         EFPWS_SNPN (Public Warning System in SNPNs EF)
If service n°xxx is "available", this file shall be present. This EF contains the configuration parameters for PWS in SNPNs, as defined in TS 23.122 [31].

 
Identifier: '4F01'
Structure: transparent
Optional
SFI: ‘01’
 
File size: 1+Z bytes X bytes, (X ≥ 1)
Update activity: low 
Access Conditions:
             READ                                              ALW
             UPDATE                                        ADM
             ACTIVATE                                     ADM
             DEACTIVATE                                ADM
 
Bytes
Description
M/O
Length
1 to Z+1
PWS configuration in SNPN
M
1+Z bytes
 
Qualcomm:

Location of SNPN services
Do you see any further files to be introduced for SNPNs requiring to create a dedicated DFSNPN to contain all files ?

If yes, as for 5GS ProSe services were introduced into DF5GProSe under DF5GS, does it make sense to have DFSNPN also under DF5GS instead of to have it directly under ADFUSIM ?

[Diwesh Johar] As you know, SNPN is a use-case and is likely to be extended for 6G and beyond.
So thought of creating a separate DFSNPN under ADFUSIM instead of DF5GS.

 
Clause 4.3
If services is kept under ADFUSIM, this clause should be updated to contain the DFSNPN as other DFs under ADFUSIM.

[Diwesh Johar] Sure, once we discuss and conclude in meeting, will change it accordingly.

 [Diwesh Johar] EFPWS_SNPN structure is actually taken from legacy EFPWS to avoid [Diwesh Johar] any functional issues.


	CR
	C6-220278
	Qualcomm Technologies Ireland
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0951, cat B

Addition of a USIM file for configuration of warning messages reception in SNPNs
	
	
	Revision of C6-220239 

new USIM file to be introduced to store the configuration for warning messages reception in SNPNs.


	CR
	C6-220240
	IDEMIA
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0952, cat F

Support of enhanced 5G-AKA sequence number re-synchronization
	Revised
	C6-220270
	THALES:

implementation in an existing file (EFAD or other) will raise backward compatibility issue.

Indeed for current card already deployed on the field, but not supporting enhanced 5G-AKA sequence number re-synchronization, could be updated with EFAD ‘support of the enhanced 5G-AKA re-synchronization mechanism’ enabled but without the possibility to compute correctly the f5* function.

MNO network will assume the card, after update, will behave as requested, but it will not be the case.

Consequently the resynchronization (based on f5*) will failed linked to network / card computation misalignment.

Perhaps it might be preferable to introduce new dedicated file which will be only included in card configuration supporting this feature (under control of card manufacturer) then OTA update requested by network will failed (file missing) on card not supporting it.

IDEMIA:

the MNO should know for which ICCID or IMSI the feature is supported on the USIM. Basically he has to order this feature and then he knows from which delivered batch it is supported by the USIM. He has to keep track of this in any case, as existing cards already in the field will not be able to support this.

Therefore I do not see the issue of backwards compatibility. 

A dedicated EF can also be a possibility. Although I thought the EF_AD is the best place just to keep the administrative kind of data in one file. And it is just something internal for the USIM. Nothing the ME needs to read or be aware of.

If you still think a dedicated EF is a better solution, I can prepare a revised CR. Let me know.

	CR
	C6-220270
	IDEMIA
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0952, cat F

Support of enhanced 5G-AKA sequence number re-synchronization
	Revised
	C6-220286
	Revision of C6-220240 


	CR
	C6-220286
	IDEMIA
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0952, cat F

Support of enhanced 5G-AKA sequence number re-synchronization
	
	
	Revision of C6-220270 revision of C6-220240 


	CR
	C6-220248
	THALES
	31.111, Rel-17, CR#0770, cat D

Correction on TERMINAL PROFILE Thirty-sixth byte coding (bit8 and bit7)
	Agreed
	
	

	CR
	C6-220250
	Comprion GmbH
	31.122, Rel-17, CR#0073, cat D

Correction of the Applicability table
	Agreed
	
	

	CR
	C6-220257
	Comprion GmbH
	31.122, Rel-17, CR#0074, cat F

Simplification of TS 31.122
	Revised
	C6-220280
	

	CR
	C6-220280
	Comprion GmbH
	31.122, Rel-17, CR#0074, cat F

Simplification of TS 31.122
	
	
	Revision of C6-220257 

	CR
	C6-220258
	China Mobile
	31.101, Rel-17, CR#0099, cat B

Update the Speed enhancement of USIM
	Revised
	C6-220281
	Thales and Qualcomm proposing to extend the 2nd paragraph and add other applications for high speed transmission

MCC:

What is the current version? It reads 17.5.0 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for version 17.0.0.

What is the CR number? It reads 0952 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for CR number 0099.

China Mobile:

About the CR- 220258 which focused on the speed enhancement of USIM from (512,32) to (512,64), could you please explain further the comment you mentioned?

Thank you very much.

Qualcomm:

The suggested change could be something similar to below instead of removing the last sentence completely.
6A.3.2    Speed enhancement

The provisions of ETSI TS 102 221 [1] clause 6.3.2 apply.
In addition, cards and terminals supporting an application based on the present specification shall support the transmission factor (F,D)=(512,32).
It is recommended that terminals and cards supporting Multimedia Message storage or any other high speed functionality (see TS 31.102 [2]) support the transmission factor (F,D)=(512,64) in addition to those specified in the present document.



	CR
	C6-220281
	China Mobile
	31.101, Rel-17, CR#0099, cat B

Update the Speed enhancement of USIM
	
	
	Revision of C6-220258 

	DISC
	C6-220259
	China Mobile
	Discussion on the improve of speed enhancement for USIM
	
	
	

	CR
	C6-220262
	MediaTek Inc. / Marko
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0957, cat F

Correction to 5GS non-3GPP Access NAS Security Context file
	Noted
	
	Thales:
Thales already issued two CRs related to the same corrections:
· Rel16: C6-220225 EF5GSN3GPPNSC clause correction  
· Rel17: C6-220249 EF5GSN3GPPNSC clause correction  
MediaTek:
I’m fine merge my Rel-17 CR into your Rel-17 CR.

Comment to your CR:

-
I think this change has nothing to do with CP SOR work item, thus I would suggest changing WI e.g. to “TEI17”.
For this, could you kindly revise your CR and add MediaTek Inc. as co-signer in your Rel-16 and -17 CRs.
Thales:

thanks for your answer.
Unfortunately you lately answer and CR was already revised (C6-220255) to correct the TE17 after comment from chairman.
Is co-signature a must for you (then I will revise again the both CRs to add MediaTek) ?

See 254 and 255

This document not needed anymore



8.12.2 CT aspects on UICC-terminal interface testing for UEs with non-removable UICCs (nrUICC_UEConTest) (TARGET MAR 2022)
	Draft TS
	C6-220256
	Comprion GmbH
	TS 31.127 - new draft for review 
	Revised
	C6-220279
	

	Draft TS
	C6-220279
	Comprion GmbH
	TS 31.127 - new draft for review 
	
	
	Revision of C6-220256 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.12.3 Enhancement for the 5G Control Plane Steering of Roaming for UE in CONNECTED mode (eCPSOR_CON) (TARGET MAR 2022)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.12.4 CT aspects of Enhancement for Proximity based Services in 5GS (5G_ProSe-CT) (TARGET MAR 2022)
	CR
	C6-220222
	OPPO / Rae
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0949, cat F

5G ProSe EFs update
	Revised
	C6-220284
	THALES:

Several comments:

Clause 4.4.11.16.4
Inconsistency on tag allocation.

New tag ‘91’ is introduced related to ‘ProSe identifiers to NR Tx profile for broadcast and groupcast mapping rules’ (see below in orange) but later in the clause description is referring to wrong tag value ‘8A’ (see below in red).

-           ProSe identifiers to NR Tx profile for broadcast and groupcast mapping rules Tag '8A91'
Clause 4.4.11.16.5
Inconsistency on tags allocation.

Two new tags ‘92’ and ‘93’ are introduced related to:

· Tag 92: ‘Privacy timer’ 

· Tag 93: ‘5G PKMF addressing information Tag’

But later in the table description and tag decryption those refer to wrong tag values ‘91’ and ‘92’

-           Privacy timer Tag '9192'
-           5G PKMF addressing information Tag '9293'

Clause 4.4.11.16.6
Inconsistency on tags allocation.

Two new tags ‘92’ and ‘93’ are introduced related to:

· Tag 92: ‘Privacy timer’ 

· Tag 93: ‘5G PKMF addressing information Tag’

But later:

- in the table description both tags are missing

- in tag decryption those refer to wrong tag values ‘91’ and ‘92’

Tag 92 and 93 missing in table

-           Privacy timer Tag '9192'
-           5G PKMF addressing information Tag '9293'
OPPO:

I took them on board as below:
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ct/WG6_Smartcard_Ex-T3/CT6-111e/Inbox/Draft/draft-C6-220222_5G%20ProSe%20EFs%20update.docx
Thales:

I’m OK with the correction made on draft version.

Please don’t missed the CR traceability on cover page into below field:

	CR
	C6-220284
	OPPO / Rae
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0949, cat F

5G ProSe EFs update
	Agreed
	
	Revision of C6-220222 :


	WID revised
	C6-220230
	CATT, OPPO
	CT aspects of Enhancement for Proximity based Services in 5GS
	Endorsed

	
	May need another revision, as CT4 spec is added.

	Except
	C6-220268
	OPPO, CATT / Rae
	5G_ProSe_WI_Exception-CT6
	Agreed
	
	


8.12.5 CT aspects of 5GC architecture for satellite networks (5GSAT_ARCH-CT) (TARGET MAR 2022)
	CR
	C6-220220
	Vodafone GmbH
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0948, cat B

Introducing multiplier coefficient to adjust high priority PLMN search timer
	Revised
	C6-220269
	I have received some comments on C6-220220 from Hervé and made the following changes accordingly.
1. In the new clause 4.4.11.xx

a. “Integer” to “as an unsigned byte” and 

b. File size “1 byte” to “X bytes (X ≥ 1)”.

2. In clause 4.7: fix the FileID of EFDRI with the allocated value of '4F0F’         

A draft version of C6-220269 can be found https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ct/WG6_Smartcard_Ex-T3/CT6-111e/Inbox/Draft/Draft_C6-220269_was0220.zip


	CR
	C6-220269
	Vodafone GmbH
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0948, cat B

Introducing multiplier coefficient to adjust high priority PLMN search timer
	Revised
	C6-220282
	Revision of C6-220220 
Some typos and need to clarify max value.

	CR
	C6-220282
	Vodafone GmbH
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0948, cat B

Introducing multiplier coefficient to adjust high priority PLMN search timer
	
	
	Revision of C6-220269 revision of C6-220220 


	CR
	C6-220283
	Vodafone GmbH
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0948, cat B

Introducing multiplier coefficient to adjust high priority PLMN search timer
	
	
	Withdrawn

	LS-OUT
	C6-220245
	Qualcomm Technologies Ireland
	LS on location information for the Satellite NG-RAN.
	
	
	


8.12.6 CT aspects of architecture enhancements for 3GPP support of advanced V2X services - Phase 2 (eV2XARC_Ph2) (TARGET MAR 2022)

	CR
	C6-220246
	Huawei, HiSilicon /Christian
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0953, cat C

Support of PC5 DRX configuration policis and NR-PC5 unicast security policies for V2X services
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.12.7 CT aspects of Support for Minimization of service Interruption (MINT) (TARGET MAR 2022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.12.8 IMS voice service support and network usability guarantee for UE’s E-UTRA capability disabled scenario in 5GS (ING_5GS) (TARGET MAR 2022)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.12.9 CT aspects of NB-IoT/eMTC Non-Terrestrial Networks in EPS (IoT_SAT_ARCH_EPS) (TARGET MAR 2022)

	CR
	C6-220260
	MediaTek Inc. / Marko
	31.102, Rel-17, CR#0956, cat B

Satellite E-UTRAN PLMN selector
	Agreed
	
	Qualcomm:
Recommending to send an LS to SA1 and CT1 to inform them about the new RAT type introduced by CT6 since there aren’t any stage 1 requitements from SA1 to support the new RAT types.
MediaTek:

New RAT type “satellite E-UTRAN access” is in use in CT1 specifications 24.301 and 23.122 (PLMN selection), so we clearly need at least for one new RAT type “satellite E-UTRAN access” for PLMN selection. There is no need to ask this from SA1 anymore.

Is your concern/objection on proposed separate RAT type for NB-S1 mode and WB-S1 mode?

If so, we can consider of introducing only one new RAT type “satellite E-UTRAN access”.

Please, let me know, thanks.
Qualcomm:

Your current CRs are fine. If there are any new RAT types CT6 may have to inform SA1 and CT1 of them.
Agreed to also send an LS to CT1 and SA1 in CC to inform about the agreement of this CR

LSout in doc 288

	CR
	C6-220261
	MediaTek Inc. / Marko
	31.111, Rel-17, CR#0771, cat B

Satellite E-UTRAN in USAT
	Revised
	C6-220289
	Identified that some more work is necessary. Basis can be the CR for introducing satellite NG-RAN in C6-220078

	CR
	C6-220289
	MediaTek Inc. / Marko
	31.111, Rel-17, CR#0771, cat B

Satellite E-UTRAN in USAT
	
	
	Revision of C6-220261 

	LS-OUT
	C6-220288
	MediaTek
	LS Out to CT1
	
	
	


8.12.10 CT aspects of Architecture Enhancement for NR Reduced Capability Devices (ARCH_NR_REDCAP) (TARGET MAR 2022)

	WID revised
	C6-220221
	China Mobile
	CT aspects of Architecture Enhancement for NR Reduced Capability Devices
	Revised
	C6-220226
	Revision of CP-220304

	WID revised
	C6-220226
	China Mobile
	CT aspects of Architecture Enhancement for NR Reduced Capability Devices
	Revised
	C6-220267
	

	WID revised
	C6-220267
	China Mobile
	CT aspects of Architecture Enhancement for NR Reduced Capability Devices
	Endorsed
	
	Revision of C6-220226 
China Mobile:

Would you please arrange a dicussion on the revision of New_WID on NR Reduced Capability Devices in today's CT6 CC? It will be very helpful to catch CT1/CT3/CT4 WID discussions today:)

	WID revised
	C6-220263
	China Mobile
	CT aspects of Architecture Enhancement for NR Reduced Capability Devices
	Withdrawn
	
	Revision of C6-220226 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.12.11 Non-Seamless WLAN offload authentication in 5GS (NSWO_5G) (TARGET MAR 2022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


8.13 New Work Items / Study Items
	WID new
	C6-220253
	THALES
	WID on UE Conformance Test Aspects - CT6 aspects of 5G System (Rel16)
	
	
	First to have an offline discussion between Thales, Comprion, Qualcomm on content of the WID.


	WID new
	C6-220264
	THALES
	Study on new UICC application for NSSA
	
	
	Revision of C6-220137

	WID new
	C6-220251
	China Mobile
	New SID on GBA_U Based APIs
	Revised
	C6-220266
	

	WID new
	C6-220265
	China Mobile
	New SID on GBA_U Based APIs
	Withdrawn
	
	

	WID new
	C6-220266
	China Mobile
	New SID on GBA_U Based APIs
	Revised
	C6-220287
	

	WID new
	C6-220287
	China Mobile
	New SID on GBA_U Based APIs
	
	
	Revision of C6-220266 


9 Other topics
9.1 Update of references to ETSI specifications

9.2 Discussion documents

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


10 Report of ETSI SCP activity and review of approved ETSI TC SCP change requests

	Contr
	C6-220212
	ETSI TC SCP Liaison Officer
	Status report of SCP activities 
	Noted
	
	


11 Meeting Plan
	Disc
	C6-220209
	MCC
	Meeting schedule
	Revised
	C6-220110
	

	Disc
	C6-220210
	MCC
	Updated meeting schedule
	Approved
	
	


12 Any other Business

13 Closing of the meeting

Close Saturday latest at 01:00, at chairman’s discretion

