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	S2-143368
	DISCUSSION
	Np mobility scenario analysis and proposal
	ZTE
	The paper doesn’t take into account that only delta in congestion status is reported from the RCAF over Np interface.
	Proposed to note

	S2-143078
	CR
	23.203 CR0926: Np mobility handling
	Ericsson, Cisco, Allot Communications, AT&T
	Clarification about delta only reporting needs to be made;
Offline discussion with Huawei about flows documentation (whether section 7.10 modification only is sufficient or additional flows need to be modified as well) will be handled;

ZTE will bring additional comments during the week, if there are any.
	Revised to S2-143562

	S2-143401
	P-CR
	Location reporting over Np
	Cisco, Allot Communications, Orange, China Telecom, AT&T, KDDI, Sandvine Incorporated, Broadcom Corporation, Openet, Oracle, ZTE, Comverse, Hitachi, IAESI, Movik Networks, Intel
	It was commented by ALU that the ration between e.g. Gold and Bronze users may not be accurate.
It was also commented by ALU that processing by the PCRF may increase as a result of location info report introduction. It was replied by Cisco that it is a typical trade off that operators make when they build their traffic management model and that reporting of location can be avoided by applying reporting restrictions if not needed.

There were few questions and comments asking for clarifications whether reports are triggered by congestion level changes only or not – it was commented that it should be per operator’s decision and this needs to be clarified in the CR. There were concerns expressed by NSN that it may add second level of reporting on top of the existing one – as a result, the reporting mechanism with regards to the reporting of both location info and congestion status needs to be clarified.

It was asked to clarify that it is not a real time information. NSN asked questions about how MME/SGSN provides this location information and it was clarified that the Nq reporting model (pull vs push) is up to CT4 to decide.

It was asked by ALU to add note that location information is not necessarily accurate.

It was asked by Ericsson to clarify the interaction with the location information reporting over Gx and accuracy of location information available at PCRF as a result of reporting on both. It was responded that for the same UE/session location reporting on both is not needed – there will be offline discussion to capture some test showing this. 
	Proposed to note

	S2-143081
	CR
	23.203 CR0929: Resolution of editor's note on location information
	Ericsson
	Cisco commented that the points raised in the justification part were covered by the S2-143401. 
	Proposed to note

	S2-143402
	CR
	23.203 CR0950: Transfer of location information on Np
	Cisco, Allot Communications, Orange, China Telecom, AT&T, KDDI, Sandvine Incorporated, Broadcom Corporation, Openet, Oracle, ZTE, Comverse, Hitachi, IAESI, Movik Networks, Intel
	China Mobile should be added to the cosigners’ list.
The CR should be revised along the lines of the comments provided for the Discussion paper.
	Revised to S2-143563

	S2-142999
	CR
	23.060 CR1892: Nq' interface support for GnGp-SGSN
	China Mobile, Huawei, China Unicom, ZTE
	Vodafone also indicated their support for supporting GnGp SGSN. No technical comments were provided.
	Revised to S2-143564

	S2-143080
	CR
	23.060 CR1902: Resolution of editor's note on Nq' interface support
	Ericsson
	No additional support for the proposal of not supporting GnGp SGSN was indicated.
	Proposed to note
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