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Abstract of the contribution:
This is a collection of answers to the questions to discuss jointly between SA1 and SA2.
Discussion Topics
1) Are there Legal Intercept requirements for ProSe Discovery?
-> SA1: See requirement CPR 44 in section 6.5.2 in TR 22.803 v.12.0.0 stating: "When operating ProSe, the EPS shall be able to support regional or national regulatory requirements (e.g. lawful interception, PWS)". For further details, please contact SA3 LI. 
2) What is the definition of “in coverage” and “out of coverage”? What scenarios must we take into consideration regarding GERAN or UTRAN coverage?
-> SA1: "in/out coverage" relates to E-UTRAN coverage only. A UE "covered by a given RAT" means that this UE is served by this RAT. Other types of RATs are not considered, i.e. if a ProSe UE is under GERAN coverage but not E-UTRAN coverage, it is considered as "out of coverage" (see CR in S1-130179).
3) [Are there | Can we agree to] requirements on whether only ProSe Group Communication imposes only transport layer requirements? Or are there also application level [or other] requirements (e.g. requirements for a peer-to-peer IMS)? 
-> SA1: The application layer is outside the scope of 3GPP. Some SA1 requirements may imply interactions with the application. No IMS requirements have been defined up to now for ProSe.
4) Can we agree on specific “out of the box” operation requirements?
-> SA1: There are requirements for a Public Safety enabled-UE to be able to use ProSe without being previously attached to the network, assuming that the UE (ME and/or USIM) has been properly configured. The intention is not to have this feature for commercial services.
5) Are there requirements for ProSe Communication, Discovery or Group Communication to operate across NATs?
-> SA1: This has not be considered explicitly, but ProSe is supposed to work regardless of the network configuration.
6) Can we assume that ProSe communication occurs at IP Layer (L3)?
-> SA1: Yes.
a. Can we agree that it is sufficient to support only the IPv6 address architecture for ProSe?
-> SA1: this has not been considered yet in SA1. The main concern is to ensure service continuity and concurrent services with e.g. a legacy network that supports IPv4.
7) Is there a requirement for simultaneous D2D and registered communication with the core network?

-> SA1: Yes (see PR 68 in section 5.2.10 in TR 22.803 v.12.0.0).
8) Relay terminology: can we use a term that is not overloaded? (e.g. Bridge)

-> SA1: SA1 propose to use the terms "ProSe UE-to-UE relay" and "ProSe UE-to-network relay" (terms just introduced in S1-130134). 
