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1 Introduction

CB: # 98_E-RAB_ID_in_mod_procedure

-  Can a compromise solution be agreed? (any one?)

- if no compromise is agreeable, liaise SA2?

(E/// - moderator)

2 For the Chairman’s Notes

TBD

3 Discussion

There are two solutions proposed at this meeting

Solution 1: To introduce an explicit indicator, to indicate when the IE is “revoked”

Solution 2: to specify a rule, that for the concerned object to be modified, the complete configuration is provided. i.e. the receiver overwrites the related information received early.

Note: There are different wording proposed in [2], [8]. We can leave out the implementation details for now, the principle is the same, it is Solution 2.

Question 0: Which solution do you prefer?

(The company view according to the contribution are registered already)

	Company
	Support for Solution 1: Explicit revoke indication, impact ASN.1
	Support for Solution 2: Procedural Text, no indication, no ASN.1 change

	Ericsson
	
	YES

	ZTE
	
	YES

	NOKIA
	YES
	YES, as compromise solution. The procedural text differs.

	Huawei
	YES
	

	ZTE
	
	YES, ready for compromised wording.

	NEC
	
	YES. Compromise is preferred


The next question I would like to ask is if it is possible to agree on Solution 2 for you, with different wording, different rules? No explicit indicator is included.
Question 1: Is it possible to agree on Solution 2, with different wording, different rules, all to avoid introducing explicit revoking indication? 

This question is only for the company who has not indicate support to Solution 2.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	We do not prefer solution 2 due to:

· Solution 2 requires to include all the QoS flow information (QoS Flow Identifier/QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters/E-RAB ID per QoS flow) to revoke e.g. only one E-RAB ID from only one QoS flow. Clearly this is not an efficient way.  
· Solution 2 is an “overall rewrite” operation for a big IE (IE list) for UE-associated modification message. This is not seen in related specifications, and is not a normal way (the normal way is to modify a single IE, then only modify the IE, not anything else). 


Similarly I ask the same question for Solution 1.

Question 2: Is it possible to agree on Solution 1? 

This question is only for the company who has not indicate support to Solution 1.

	Company
	Comments

	Ericsson
	We do not prefer solution 1 for the below reasons:

1. The solution 2 is much simpler for the sender and the receiver, just send and receive the complete information;

2. There is no ASN.1 impact.

	ZTE
	If solution2 can work, then enough.


If we are still in difficult to agree on ONE solution, then I would like to understand in your view, how liking the problem (revoking E-RAB ID) will occur.

Question 3: do you think the case of revoking the E-RAB ID is a common case/rare case?

	Company
	It is a common case because …
	It is a rare case because …

	Nokia
	
	Should not be frequent.

	Huawei
	Depending on the detailed scenario, and can be case by case. 
	Depending on the detailed scenario, and can be case by case.

	Ericsson
	
	We think it is rare case.

	ZTE
	
	Rare


If we could not conclude at this meeting a solution, do you prefer to involve the other group, i.e. send LS to SA2, if so I could draft such LS.

Question 4: If we could not conclude, should we involve the other group, i.e. send LS to SA2?

	Company
	Comments

	Nokia
	We should not drag on forever such kind of topics. We propose to agree R3-201963 and if not agreeable then R3-201757.

	Huawei
	No need to involve other groups. 

We propose to agree R3-201963. 

	Ericsson
	We have no strong wish to involve SA2 either.
If a solution needs to be agreed, it should be solution 2, 

	ZTE
	No need.

	NEC
	If this is a rare case, then no need to involve other groups and also no need to involve ASN.1, so hope companies to compromise to take the majority.


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]

If needed
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