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1	Agreements
[bookmark: _Toc474247438]
All papers in the AI have been treated.
There have been no agreements in the online session.
2	Comebacks
CB: NBIOT_UE_DIFF_0
- WF forward
- Possibilities:
1. Agree CRs as they are
2. Agree proposal 1 only
a. Agree proposal 1, continue discussing proposal 2
b. Agree proposal 1, wait for SA2
3. Technically endorse two sets of CRs (proposal 1 and 2) and let RAN decide
4. Do nothing (report to RAN)
5. Working agreement on CRs as they are

- ask for new tdoc # for CRs, if agreeble
- tdoc to be requested by the CB rapporteur, if needed
(HW)
3	Minutes
	[bookmark: _Toc481321498]13.2. UE differentiation
Finalize discussion on UE differentiation issues according to RAN #80 guidance: WI Exception Sheet in RP-180850 – “RAN3 need to decide what information to include in UE differentiation IEs”

	R3-184440
	Consideration on UE differentiation (Huawei)
	discussion
Resp in R3-185100
Revised in R3-185130
New co-sourcing companies: Orange and VRZ

noted

	R3-184975
	Introduction of the UE differentiation Information (Ericsson, Vodafone, Huawei)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v15.2.0, Rel-15, Cat. B
noted

	R3-184438
	Introduction of UE differentiation (Huawei, China Telecom, CMCC, Ericsson, Vodafone, China Unicom)
	CR1579r6, TS 36.413 v15.2.0, Rel-15, Cat. B
noted

	R3-184439
	Introduction of UE differentiation (Huawei, China Telecom, CMCC, Ericsson, Vodafone, China Unicom)
	CR1100r6, TS 36.423 v15.2.0, Rel-15, Cat. B
noted

	HW
To include (1) Subscription based UE differentiation information from MME over S1 and X2 interfaces.
To include (2) Local RRM policy specific UE differentiation information over S1 and X2 interfaces.

Nok 
CRs have been formally rejected, so cannot be revised. New CR number is needed.
We consider interface openness and security aspects, as well as absence of agreement in SA2, all to be show-stoppers for the Local RRM policy specific octet string solution. We therefore can’t agree with proposal 2 in R3-184440

HW: we do not ack Nokia’s technical concerns. Are there any technical concerns from operators?
QC: secuirity issue is a concern, we would like to designopen interfaces. There is an alternative being discussed in SA2 (but not agreed). 
HW: LS was sent to SA2, we have not received a reply yet
NEC: this issue is different from SPID
HW: do not agree with NEC, RAN2 have a different view
Nok: agree with NEC

vChair: can we agree proposal 1?
E///: the solution (proposal 1) came from RAN2, we need a complete solution (1+2)
QC: two solutions effectively have been separated in SA2
Nok: RAN2 have not been able to agree on parameters due to shortage of time, hence the container have been agreed, which is not in domain of RAN2
NEC: RAN2 do not care [about network interfaces]
HW: we’ve been tasked by RAN to conclude
Possibilities:
1. Agree CRs as they are
2. Agree proposal 1 only
a. Agree proposal 1, continue discussing proposal 2
3. Technically endorse two sets of CRs (proposal 1 and 2) and let RAN decide
4. Do nothing (report to RAN)
5. Working agreement on CRs as they are
Chair: it is on us to resolve this issue
QC: discussion is ongoing in SA2
Nok: we should decide, not RAN
VDF: we need to make a decision
Nok: solution involves MME, SA2 should be involved
HW: no time to wait for SA2
Nok: no consensus – no decision, clearly no consensus for solution 2
VRZ: vendor specific info is a pain, would like to keep the interface open
CB: NBIOT_UE_DIFF_0
- WF forward
- Possibilities:
1. Agree CRs as they are
2. Agree proposal 1 only
a. Agree proposal 1, continue discussing proposal 2
b. Agree proposal 1, wait for SA2
3. Technically endorse two sets of CRs (proposal 1 and 2) and let RAN decide
4. Do nothing (report to RAN)
5. Working agreement on CRs as they are

- ask for new tdoc # for CRs, if agreeble
- tdoc to be requested by the CB rapporteur, if needed
(HW)
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