Notes of SA2#141E_CC#3

Opened: 22 October 2020, 13.00 UTC = 15.00 CEST

~ 190 people attended the conference call

Attendees: The following companies were recorded as present (list not exhaustive or verified)

Alibaba
Apple
AT&T
Broadcom
BT
CableLabs
Canon
CATT
Charter
China Mobile
China Telecom
China Unicom
Cisco
Comcast
Convida Wireless
Deutsche Telekom
Ericsson
ETRI
FirstNet
Fraunhofer
Futurewei
Google
Huawei
Intel
InterDigital Inc.
ITRI
KPN
Kyocera
Lenovo
LGE
Matrixx
MediaTek
NEC
Nokia
NTT DOCOMO
Openet
OPPO
Orange
OTD
Perspecta Labs
Philips
Qualcomm
Sandvine
Samsung
Sennheiser
Sony
Spirent
Spreadtrum
Telecom Italia
Telefonica
Tencent
Thales
T-Mobile USA
Vivo
Verizon
Vodafone
Xiaomi
ZTE

Puneet Jain (SA WG2 Chair) chaired the conference call. Notes were taken by Maurice Pope (MCC).
NOTE:	Meeting notes are not exhaustive and may not contain all the comments made during the conference call.
The agenda for CC#3 is to discuss items indicated in the Chair notes as 'for CC#3'.

Open issue left over from CC#4:
SA2#141E_Rel16_EPSFB-CC#2B-ShowOfHandsQuestion v2.pptx: Source: Nokia /Huawei
EPS FB:
Variant 1 - Redirection for EPS fallback sent both for N26 and no N26 case. (S2-2007739r11).
-	The redirection for EPS fallback indicates whether EPS fallback is possible.
-	It always need be sent from AMF. RAN decide whether EPS fallback is possible based on the indication for all cases.
Support variant 1 for resolving EPS FB issue?

Variant 2 - Redirection for EPS fallback sent only for no N26 case. (S2-2007457r04).
-	AMF does not send this indication to NG-RAN if the N26 is supported.
-	If the indication is not received at RAN, the NG-RAN based on configuration (i.e. whether N26 is supported) to decide whether the redirection for EPS fallback is possible
Support variant 2 for resolving EPS FB issue?

Discussion and conclusion:
Variant 1 Support:		13
Variant 1 Objections:	2
Variant 2 Support:		6
Variant 2 Objections:	8
Variant 1 received the majority support. Huawei objected to moving forward with variant 1 as this can give deployment problems and asked for more operators to get involved in this. It was clarified that the CRs are for Rel-16 and implementation in the previous Release is an operator decision. It was commented that there were a number of operators in support of Variant 1 which indicates they are OK with it. ZTE commented that Variant 1 has backward compatibility issues. It was decided to move forward with Variant 1 with objections from Huawei and ZTE. The SA WG2 Chairman clarified that if agreement can be made then modification to the CRs can be provided to TSG SA, or objections to their final approval discussed there. S2-2007739r11 was agreed and S2-2007457 remained noted.
TD S2‑2007739 (CR) Fixing Redirection for EPS Fallback indication (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Verizon, Samsung, Ericsson)
e-mail comments:
Fenqin (Huawei) comments
Devaki (Nokia) replies to Huawei.
OPPO (Yang Xu) has similar comments as Huawei and provides comments.
zhendong (ZTE) comments.
Fenqin (Huawei) Responds.
Devaki (Nokia) replies.
ChrisJ (T-Mobile USA) comments
Devaki (Nokia) provides r01 and r03.
Haris (Qualcomm) comments on r03 and suggests alternative wording
Devaki (Nokia) responds to QCOM. Prefers r01.
Haris (Qualcomm) proposes r04
Fenqin (Huawei) Comments and prefer r03.
Fenqin (Huawei) comments and suggest to use the logic as r03.
zhendong (ZTE) provides r05, and also can live with r03
Devaki (Nokia) provides r06.
Haris (Qualcomm) comments on r06
zhendong (ZTE) provides r07
Haris (Qualcomm) comments that r07 adds contradicting text
zhendong (ZTE) provides the response
Fenqin(Huawei) comments and provides r08.
zhendong (ZTE) is fine with this version
Devaki (Nokia) provides also r10.
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides also r11, aligning the new NOTE 2 with the existing one updated.
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r12,.
Haris (Qualcomm) r11 is ok for us
Fenqin (Huawei) propose to postpone this paper
Devaki (Nokia) asks why this cannot be progressed now?
Jungshin (Samsung): Samsung support r11.
zhendong (ZTE) support r12
Yang Xu (OPPO) support r12
Haris (Qualcomm) indicates that r12 is incomplete and not acceptable
zhendong (ZTE) agree with fenqin
Chi (China Unicom): Supports r12 and agrees with Fenqin's supplement to r12.
Biao (China Telecom) supports r12.
George (Ericsson) Ericsson only accepts r11. As stated what is now proposed implies always support for Voice when N26 is supported which is incorrect. This will trigger false EPS FB.
Aihua (China Mobile) supports r12 as a way forward.
Devaki (Nokia) requests Chairman to consider this CR, the two variants (r11, r12+) for CC#2/Show of hands.
Fenqin(Huawei) Reponds.
George (Ericsson) Sorry I don't buy this EBI check as deterministic. This is implementation.
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r13 in the draft box
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Fenqin (Huawei) require same treatment as 7457
Devaki (Nokia) comments.
George (Ericsson) responds.
zhendong (ZTE) provides the comments
Devaki (Nokia) summarizes the two variants.
Fenqin (Huawei) comments.
ChrisJ (T-Mobile USA) Provides comments
Fenqin (Huawei) Provides comments
George (Ericsson) provides a comment on 7457rev04 vs 7739r13..
George (Ericsson) Variant 2 is a nightmare to manage in an operational network.
Fenqin (Huawei) except r13 and object any revision of this paper.
Chris Joul (T-Mobile USA) Can only accept rev11
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
r11 was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007918, which was approved with objections from Huawei and ZTE. Vodafone asked to verify the text as it may be ambiguous.
Objection text provided by Huawei:
Huawei object the 7739r11 due to it significant change the original EPC fallback design principle. Per existing specification the indicator is set and sent to the NG-RAN only in case of the N26 not supported and UE support handover Attach. It is only used to instruct the NG-RAN to do the AN release with inter system redirection. And this IE is optional IE, which can be referred from TS 38.413. Now with the change suggested as 7739r11, the meaning is extended to also be used for handover. It is required to be sent to NG-RAN in all case. So it introduce a backward compatibility issue, i.e. the AMF implemented as Rel-15 design can not work with the Rel-16 NG-RAN. As such we have concern to introduce this proposal into the specification.
Objection text provided by ZTE:
ZTE objects the 7739r11. Because this CR change the original EPS fallback design and change IE meaning after the R16 frozen. It only impacts the AMF and NG-RAN logic/functionality in with N26 case, but also causes the backward compatibility issue. The original indication is optional and only used for without N26 case. But this CR extends this to with N26 case, The AMF always sends this indication to the NG-RAN. it impacts the existing AMF and NG-RAN logic/functionality in with N26 case. The original meaning of this IE is 'Redirection for EPS fallback is possible or not without N26', but in this CR, the meaning of UE is changed to 'EPS fallback is possible or not'. When the AMF/NG-RAN supporting this enhanced IE interact with NG-RAN/AMF not supporting this enhanced IE, it will cause the backward compatibility issue. With this significant change and backward compatibility issue, ZTE has strong concern with this CR..
TD S2‑2007827 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on KI#2 Enable UE to simultaneously connect to both SNPN and PLMN. (Futurewei)
Revision of S2-2007818RXX.
e-mail comments:

Discussion and conclusion:
There were some problems with receiving the later e-mails on this topic. S2-2007818r15 was the latest proposal, (provided after the deadline). Qualcomm asked to review this again in CC#4. This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007583 (DISCUSSION) ENPN and enabling NPN for new features like 5MBS (Ericsson)
e-mail comments:
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) asks whether we need to bring up the discussion to a CC (e.g. CC#4)?
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) support to bring up this discussion to CC#4.
Marco (Huawei) comments
Haris (Qualcomm) comments that we are open to consider whether MBS architecture can apply to SNPN without many changes but we cannot agree on that assumption before understanding the final architecture and basic procedures
Devaki (Nokia) comments that SNPN can be applied for 5G_MBS, but also other features.
Hualin(Huawei) support to bring it to CC #4.
Guillaume (MediaTek) agrees it could be discussed in a CC.
=== CC#2 ===
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) thanks for comments and propose to discuss ppt in a CC and will let SA2 chair decide which.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
Ericsson asked to leave this for discussion in CC#4. This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007047 (P-CR) KI#1, evaluations and conclusions. (Huawei, HiSilicon)
e-mail comments:
Devaki (Nokia) comments.
Qianghua (Huawei) responds
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Qianghua (Huawei) provides r01
Daniel (Ericsson) provides r02
Sebastian (Qualcomm) shares Ericsson's view
Antoine (Orange) provides r03.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Dieter (Deutsche Telekom) prefers very much r03.
Daniel (Ericsson) objects to r03 and is ok with r02
Qianghua (Huawei) provides a way forward
Sebastian (Qualcomm) objects to r03 and is ok with r02
Sebastian (Qualcomm) also objects to r00 and r01
Qianghua (Huawei) proposes to go with r02 or r03A (in draft folder)
Antoine (Orange) can accept r03 or r03A, objects to r00, r01 and r02.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Qianghua (Huawei) asks if r03A is OK for you

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007047r03A was proposed by Huawei removing from r03 the conclusion where there is no consensus. This was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007919, which was approved. 
TD S2‑2007374 (P-CR) KI#1, Evalution Part for the SoR. (OPPO)
e-mail comments:
Dieter (Deutsche Telekom) assumes this pCR will be noted, right?
Fei (OPPO) responds to Dieter (DT).
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
This was approved (original version).
TD S2‑2007738 (P-CR) KI#1 conclusion for UEs with SNPN subscription. (Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon UK Ltd., Vodafone, Charter Communications, Sennheiser, Tencent, Samsung, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Cisco Systems, Futurewei)
e-mail comments:
Daniel (Ericsson) provides Ericsson view on extra information in SIB to enable SNPN network selection for KI#1
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Ericsson
Jianning (Xiaomi) provides comments on Ericsson's view
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Xiaomi
Saso (Intel) agrees with the points raised by Ericsson and adds one more point.
Daniel (Ericsson) replies to Qualcomm
Devaki (Nokia) comments.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r01
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r02
Fei (OPPO) asks a question on r02.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Fei
Daniel (Ericsson) provides r03
Walter Dees (Philips) supports these conclusions.
Antoine (Orange) provides r04 and objects to previous versions.
Daniel (Ericsson) provides r05
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Orange, objects to r04 and r05, provides r06
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r07.
Josep (DT) suggests to agree on the non-controversial part first and leave the rest for the next meeting.
Saso (Intel) supports r07; can live with r08
Hualin (Huawei) provide r09 based on r07. We prefer r09 and can live with r08, r07.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Huawei; disagrees with r09; provides r10
Guillaume (MediaTek): ok with r10
Saso (Intel) asks Antoine (Orange) why they want to prevent SNPN operators from using 5GS architecture including 5GS roaming interfaces
Daniel (Ericsson) provides r11
Sebastian (Qualcomm) objects to r11
Antoine (Orange) provides r12.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) objects to r08 as it is not in line with the result of the show of hands
Sebastian (Qualcomm) objects to r12
Hualin(Huawei) is ok with r10.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Daniel (Ericsson) comments QC objection to R11
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Daniel
Sebastian (Qualcomm) objects to r04, r05, r08, r09, r11, r12
Sebastian (Qualcomm) prefers r10 because it is in line with the show of hands from CC#2
Mike (Convida Wireless) also objects to r11 and r12 and supports proceeding with r10 which represents what the majority supported in the show of hands.
Gerry (Verizon) prefers r10 in line with the show of hands in CC#2.
Florin (Broadcom) shares Qualcomm's position expressed by Sebastian.
Florin (Broadcom) supports r10 in line with the show of hands in CC#2.
Florin (Broadcom) objects to r04, r05, r08, r09, r11, r12 which are not inline with the show of hands.
Chris J(T-Mobile USA) Agrees with Verizon and prefers r10.
Curt (Charter) also supports r10 with same view that it is in-line with the SoH in CC#2.
Devaki (Nokia) supports r10. Objects to r04, r08, r11, r12.
Chunshan (Tencent) supports r10 in line with the show of hands in CC#2 and objects to r04, r05, r08, r09, r11, r12 which are not inline with the show of hands.
Irfan (Cisco) supports r10
Walter Dees (Philips) supports r10
Antoine (Orange) object to r10, which is NOT in line with the SoH .
Dieter (Deutsche Telekom) comments that r12 would already be a big step forward so why not go with r12?
Sebastian (Qualcomm) requests to handle S2-2007738 in CC#3 or CC#4 and to establish a working agreement based on r10
Saso (Intel) supports Sebastian's proposal to handle S2-2007738 in CC#3 or CC#4 and to establish a working agreement based on r10
Jens (Sennheiser) supports Sebastian's proposal to handle S2-2007738 in CC#3 or CC#4 and to establish a working agreement based on r10
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides comments and asks whether working assumption or working agreement is meant.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Peter; confirms working assumption
Sebastian (Qualcomm) clarifies that at some point also a working agreement may be needed to make progress
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007738r10 had an objection from Orange. Qualcomm commented that further work had been done since the show of hands in CC#2 and 2 of the companies against it could not agree. there are now 19 co-signers. Orange sustained their objection to this. There was a request to consider r12, which contains the same as r10 with 2 lines removed. 
Objections to r12:		11
Objections to r10:		1
 S2-2007738r10 was then technically endorsed and can be used as a basis for further revisions and returned to at the next meeting.
TD S2‑2007843 KI #2, Interim Conclusion update (Sony, Alibaba Group)
Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007579R05 was confirmed and TD S2‑2007843 remained approved.
TD S2‑2007705 (P-CR) KI#2 conclusion. (Qualcomm Incorporated, Sennheiser, Deutsche Telekom)
e-mail comments:
Marco (Huawei) asks clarifications.
Myungjune (LGE) provides comments.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Hualin(Huawei) propose to note this paper and mark it merged to S2-2007600, since they are resolving the same issue.
=== CC#2 ===
Josep (DT) replies to Myungjune (LGE)
Myungjune (LGE) relies to Josep (DT).
Sebastian (Qualcomm) does not agree to merge with 7600
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) provide r01
Devaki (Nokia) provides r02, cannot accept r00, r02 as it removes EN without resolution.
Marco (Nokia) provides r03.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Nokia; objects to r01 and r02
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r04
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) provides response to Qualcomm and ok with r04
Sebastian (Qualcomm) objects to r04
Devaki (Nokia) corrects previously made comment, cannot accept r00, r01, can accept r02 (own revision).
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) response to Qualcomm
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Myungjune (LGE) only can accept r04.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) objects to r03, supports approval of r04 and clarifies that difference with r04 is only to maintain the EN about interim conclusion.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) withdraws the paper (all versions)
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Dieter (Deutsche Telekom) comment: Sebastian you cannot withdraw a paper in this mode of operation (especially which was co-sourced). You may object to it.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007705r02 was proposed rather than withdrawing this. Huawei preferred to further discuss this at the next meeting and could not accept r02. Deutsche Telekom suggested agreeing r04. Qualcomm commented that they could accept only r02. Orange asked for time to check this revision. This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007600 (P-CR) KI #2 , evaluation and conclusion on simultaneously connections with both networks. (Futurewei, Philips,)
e-mail comments:
Fei (OPPO) propose to merge the evaluation part into S2-2007376.
Lars (Sony) Ask a question
Amanda Xiang (Futurewei) provides r01 and propose a draft LS to RAN WG on 2Rx/1Tx device support for KI #2
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) response to Sony and OPPO and provides r01
Lars (Sony) response to Amanda
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) prefer not to send the LS out to RAN
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r02 and a question.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r03 and response to Ericsson.
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) provides r03 and response to Ericsson.
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) provides the revision of r04
Hualin(Huawei) object r04 and provide r05 based on r03.
=== CC#2 ===
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r06
Walter Dees (Philips) comments to Sebastian.
Amanda Xiang (Futurewei) response to Qualcomm and Huawei and provides r07
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r08
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Antoine (Orange) object to r07 and r08 .
Marco (Huawei) prefer r05 but I ask clarifications on wording of r08 in order to be able to eventually consider r08 or a further improvements, if possible.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) is ok with r08 or r06; objects to the other versions.
Marco ( Huawei) considering that S2-2007705 has been withdrawn, the r09 is ok as way out
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) provides r09 on top of r05 in draft folder as way move forward
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Dieter ( Deutsche Telekom ) comments. QC cannot withdraw S2-2007705. They would need to object to it.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007600r09 was agreed. This was revised to TD S2‑2007920, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007846 (P-CR) KI#3, Solution #26: Removal of remained ENs. (China Mobile)
e-mail comments:
George (Ericsson): Ericsson objects to this revision. Please see additional comments
Haris (Qualcomm) objects to using UPU to provision the IMC
Yi (China Mobile) replies and provides r01.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Haris (Qualcomm) comments on r01 and suggests to keep EN-- Editor's note: Support for Emergency Services is FFS.
Yi (China Mobile) ask question for clarification on Haris's comment.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
It had been requested to add an editor's note to S2-2007163R01. It was decided to do this at the next meeting and S2-2007163 was postponed and S2‑2007846 was withdrawn.
TD S2‑2007006 (P-CR) KI#1: Update Solution#22 to resolve ENs not related to LDNSR placement . (Huawei, HiSilicon)
e-mail comments:
Qian (Ericsson) comments and provide r01.
Qian (Ericsson) provides r02 and asks to ignore the r01.
Changhong (Intel) proposes r01.
Jinguo(ZTE) comments
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Changhong (Intel) proposes r02.
Dan (China Mobile) proposes r03.
Zhuoyun (Tencent) proposes r04.
Laurent (Nokia) provides r05
Hui (Huawei) provides r06
Changhong (Intel) provides r07.
Magnus (Ericsson) provides r08.
Hui (Huawei) provides r09.
Laurent (Nokia) provides r10
Hui (Huawei) insists on r09.
Magnus (Ericsson) agrees with Huawei to continue based on r09.
Jinguo (ZTE) ask question for clarification on both r09 and r10.
Hui (Huawei) replies to Jinguo.
Jinguo(ZTE) further reply to Hui (Huawei)
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Hui (Huawei) objects r10, and proposes to approve r09.
Magnus (Ericsson) also r10, and proposes to approve r09.
Changhong (Intel) also proposes to approve r09.
Laurent (Nokia) Objects to any version apart from r10 but proposes a way forward
Laurent (Nokia) clarifies the way forward
Hui (Huawei) provides a revised way forward
Laurent (Nokia) further clarifies the proposed way forward
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Hui(Huawei) provides a draft r11.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007006r11 was provided by Huawei. This was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007921, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007699 (P-CR) KI #1, Sol #22: update on LDNSR as standalone NF. (Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, NTT DOCOMO?)
e-mail comments:
Riccardo (NTT DOCOMO) provides comments.
Laurent (Nokia) provides r01
Tingfang Tang (Lenovo) replies.
Riccardo (NTT DOCOMO) requests clarifications on the purpose of S2-2007699r01.
Laurent (Nokia) answers
Riccardo (NTT DOCOMO) replies to Laurent.
Dario (Qualcomm) asks questions for clarification
Hui (Huawei) provides r02.
Tingfang Tang (Lenovo) replies for r01 and r02, and provides r03.
Laurent (Nokia) replies to Riccardo.
Laurent (Nokia) replies to Riccardo and comments.
Riccardo (NTT docomo) provides r04.
Laurent (Nokia) provides r05
Dan (China Mobile) provides some clarification
Riccardo (NTT docomo) provides r06.
Hui(Huawei) provides r07
Jicheol (Samsung) provides r08.
Tingfang Tang (Lenovo) replies and provides r09.
Magnus (Ericsson) provides r10.
Laurent (Nokia) provides r11 and r12
Hui (Huawei) comments.
Riccardo (NTT DOCOMO) comments on r11 and r12.
Hui (Huawei) provide r13.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Tingfang Tang (Lenovo) replies and is ok with r11 or r13 but not other revisions.
Hui (Huawei) suggest to go with r11.
Riccardo (NTT DOCOMO) supports r13 or r10, and objects r11 and r12.
Hui (Huawei) withdraw previous comments and suggest to go with r13.
Laurent (Nokia) Objects to any version but R11 and R12 and agrees that r12 is a bit harsh so DO suggest to agree R11 that just adds 'Editor's Note: option 2b is FFS'
Laurent (Nokia) clarifies that he can easily accept r13 just modified by adding 'Editor's Note: option 2b is FFS'
Riccardo (NTT DOCOMO) replies.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007699r13 was confirmed as the agreed revision. TD S2‑2007860 remained approved.
TD S2‑2007702 (P-CR) KI#2, Solution#37 solution update. (Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, InterDigital Inc?)
Comment:
Confirm Sources!

Discussion and conclusion:
This was revised to clean up the source companies in TD S2‑2007922 which was approved.
TD S2‑2007872 (P-CR) KI#2 conclusions on group 1. (Samsung)
e-mail comments:
Hui (Huawei) proposes the tdoc conclude solution 33 only, and merge other parts into corresponding tdocs.
=== CC#2 ===
Hui (Huawei) provide r01.
Jicheol (Samsung) provides r02.
Shubhranshu (Nokia) agrees to r01
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Hui (Huawei) objects r02 and can only accept r01.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Discussion and conclusion:
Revision of S2-2006924R01. This was withdrawn. S2-2006924 was postponed.
TD S2‑2007133 (P-CR) KI#2, Conclusions Regarding Edge Relocation. (Ericsson)
e-mail comments:
Hui (Huawei) proposes to consider this tdoc as baseline to conclude option c of sub-issue 1-1.
Fenqin (Huawei) proposes r01.
Changhong (Intel) provides r02.
Jicheol (Samsung) provides r03.
Magnus (Ericsson) comments on the suggested NAS based approach to provide the new EAS IP address.
Jinguo(ZTE) see the need for SoH at CC#2b
Dario (Qualcomm) provides r05 (please ignore r04).
Fenqin (Huawei) responds.
Magnus (Ericsson) provides r06.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Huazhang (vivo) ask question to Ericsson on 7133
Jinguo (ZTE) suggest that this paper to be handled together with 7461(EAS address via NAS signaling part)
Fenqin (Huawei) comments
Huazhang (Huawei) comments
Jinguo (ZTE) response to Fenqin (Huawei)
Fenqin (Huawei) Response to Jinguo (ZTE)
Magnus (Ericsson) supports Jinuo's comments
Jinguo(ZTE) agree the new question for SoH is not clear and ask further work on this paper
Fenqin(Huawei) Responds.
Changhong (Intel) objects r03, r04, r05 and r06.
Jicheol (samsung) objects r00, r01 and r02
Dario (Qualcomm) can only accept r04, r05 and r06
Changhong (Intel) is fine with r04, r05 and r06 if Sol#34 is removed from conclusion part.
Jinguo(ZTE) objects to r01-r06 and proposes to remove the first bullet in conclusion part as way foward
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Fenqin(Huawei) suggest to take this to CC
Fenqin(Huawei) provides r07
Changhong (Intel) provides r08.

Discussion and conclusion:
Ericsson reported that r16 was the latest revision which had good support. S2-2007133r16 was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007923, which was approved. 
TD S2‑2007765 (P-CR) KI #2: Solution #55 Evaluation and conclusion. (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Hui (Huawei) proposes the tdoc as baseline to conclude solution 55.
=== CC#2 ===
Hui (Huawei) provides r01.
Shubhranshu (Nokia) replies to Hui (Huawei) and provides S2-2007765r02
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Hui (Huawei) objects r02 and proposed a way forward.
Jinguo(ZTE) agree with Hui (Huawei) to focus on solution update in this meeting
Shubhranshu (Nokia) replies to Hui (Huawei) and agrees to way forward
Shubhranshu (Nokia) replies to Jinguo (ZTE)
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Hui (Huawei) provides draft r03 in draft folder.

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia reported that r03 was the latest revision. S2-2007765r03 was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007924, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007461 (P-CR) KI#2: Conclusion on AF based EAS re-discovery. (Huawei, Hisilicon, Toyota)
e-mail comments:
Hui (Huawei) proposes to consider this tdoc as baseline to conclude option a,b of sub-issue 1-1.
=== CC#2 ===
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r01 for option a,b of sub-issue 1-1.
Yuan (CATT) is fine to merge S2-2007343 into this paper per rapporteur's suggestion.
Dario (Qualcomm) provides r02.
Huazhang (vivo) provides r04.
Ulises Olvera (InterDigital Inc.) provides r05.
Fenqin (Huawei) Responds.
Yuan (CATT) Responds.
Fenqin (Huawei) responds and provides r06.
Huazhang (vivo) responds and provides r07 based on r06.
Fenqin (Huawei) responds and provides r08.
Huazhang (vivo) responds and agree with r08.
Ulises Olvera (InterDigital Inc.) we can move forward with r08.
Huazhang (vivo) objects to any version before show-hand of EAS discovery and provides r09 .
Ulises Olvera (InterDigital Inc.) InterDigital objects to r09.
Fenqin(Huawei) ask for clarification.
Dan(China Mobile) propose to have a show of hands in CC3
Jicheol (Samsung) objects the concept of sending EAS IP via NAS and all its revisions.
Jinguo(ZTE) see the need for SoH at CC#2b
Fenqin (Huawei) responds..
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Thouraya (Orange) propose to have a show of hands in CC3
Jicheol (Samsung) comments.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r10

Discussion and conclusion:
r12 or r11 were proposed by Huawei. S2-2007461r11 was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007925, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007013 (P-CR) KI#3: Evaluation and conclusion of solutions for KI#3. (Huawei, HiSilicon, China Mobile, CATT)
e-mail comments:
Changhong (Intel) provides r01.
Hui (Huawei) provides r02.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Changhong (Intel) provides r03 and add Intel as co-signer.
Magnus (Ericsson) asks for a consistent evaluation criteria and provides r04 consistent with the argumentation in S2-2007474
=== CC#2 ===
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) proposes to merge 2007157 to 2007013 and provides r05
Ulises Olvera (InterDigital Inc.) proposes to update S2-2007013, r05, to reflect one of main principles of Sol#46 and provides r06
Hui(Huawei) fine with r06.
Xiaobo Yu(Alibaba) provides r07.
Magnus (Ericsson) is only ok with r04 and objects to r000-r03 andr05-r07.
Hui (Huawei) objects r04 and prefer to r07.
Jicheol (Samsung) prefer the approach r07, provides r08.
Laurent (Nokia) provides r09
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Dario (Qualcomm) prefers r07. NOTE: this paper was proposed for SoH in CC#2b.
Magnus (Ericsson) is only ok with r04 and objects to r000-r03 and r05-r09.
Ulises Olvera (InterDigital Inc.) can accept r06-r09, and objects r03
Hui (Huawei) proposes to go with r07 or r08 based on the SoH results.
Laurent (Nokia) Objects to any version of this Tdoc except to r09
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
China Mobile commented that r08 is in line with the show of hands results. Ericsson commented that that the show of hands was to indicate where support was lacking and r09 is also in line with the results. Huawei commented that r08 reflects the show of hands results, but further work will be needed until the next meeting and can compromise with r09 with a partial conclusion. Deutsche Telekom suggested either endorsing r08 or agreeing the subset in r09. Nokia commented that r09 is a step forward and all solutions need more work, so proposed agreeing r09. Qualcomm preferred r08 which is in line with the show of hands and does not prevent further discussion on the issues at the next meeting. 
Technically endorse r08:	7
Approve r09:				2
S2-2007013r08 was technically endorsed and should be used as a basis for further work.
Objection text from Nokia and Ericsson:
Nokia objects to S2-2007013r08 because the solution described in this document does not add benefit with regard to Rel-16: the same information can be delivered by mechanisms specified for R16 and the claimed delay reduction in delivering the information is multiple order of magnitude lower than the time needed to integrate the QoS monitoring information.
TD S2‑2007746 (P-CR) KI #1: Evaluation and conclusion . (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Xiaowan (vivo) comments and provides r02
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) comments
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Xiaowan (vivo) provides r03 and seek the clarification for the last bullet
=== CC#2 ===
Qianghua (Huawei) provides r04
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) provides r05, responds to Qianghua (Huawei)
zhendong (ZTE) provides r06
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides r07 with minor corrections.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Devaki (Nokia) provides r08.
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) provides r09.
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) prefers r07
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides r08ER
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) prefers r09, then r07. Does not agree with R08Er.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) is fine with r07, r08 or r09; objects to other versions
Devaki (Nokia) proposes to go with r08.
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) responds to Devaki.
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) responds some more to Devaki.
Devaki (Nokia) provides r10.
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) provides r11.
Shabnam (Ericsson) thanks Jari for r11 and are ok with this version to proceed. Minor editorial spelling for the rapporteur to take on board for the TR, highlighted below.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Sang-Jun (Samsung) proposes to keep the E.N. indicated in Shabnam (Ericsson)'s mail.
Sang-Jun (Samsung) is ok with r11 with minor editorial spelling correction indicated in Shabnam (Ericsson)'s mail.

Discussion and conclusion:
r11 was the latest revision with consensus before the deadline. S2-2007746r11 was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007926, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007526 (P-CR) KI #1, Sol #1: Update to add Paging Cause for 'SMS' and clarify solution impact. (Intel)
e-mail comments:
Saso (Intel) proposes r01.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Alessio(Nokia) has concerns with R01 (cannot accept)
Alessio(Nokia) can agree with a cause code for SMS reception if only a stable setting a the UE (which the user may change at any time for the USIM) or local logic are only used to control reception and the user is never requested to say yes or not to receiving an SMS. R00 as is therefore is unacceptable as the user can still have to ACK whether an inbound SMS should be received or not at the UE for each individual SMS.
Saso (Intel) provides r02.
Ouyang(Huawei) has concerns on the new note for pre-configuration .
Ouyang(Huawei) has further concerns on the 6.1.3.4.
Pinghui(China Telecom) merged the 7429 and provide r03.
Lalith(Samsung) provides r04.
Saso (Intel) is ok with r04. Replies to Ouyang.
Saso (Intel) provides r05.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Ouyang(Huawei) objects the original version to r05
Saso (Intel) regrets that Ouyang(Huawei) objects to all versions without having clarified earlier how their concerns could be addressed. Asks if anyone would have concerns with agreeing 7526r5 without the changes in clause 6.1.3.4.
Lalith(Samsung) answers Saso
Ouyang(Huawei) is OK if the changes on clause of 6.1.3.4 can be removed.
Ouyang replies to Saso that we showed our concerns in our email discussion, but can't get a satisfying answer.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) answers Saso that we are fine with r05.
Saso (Intel) provides r06 in the DRAFTS folder, which is based on 7526r5 without the changes in clause 6.1.3.4; asks if anyone has concerns with this way forward.
Nokia asks a question on r06
Saso (Intel) replies to Alessio
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007526r06 was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007927, which was approved. 
TD S2‑2007778 (P-CR) KI #1, Proposed way forward. (Intel, Charter, Comcast, Sony)
e-mail comments:
Alessio(nokia) provides R01 with what we can agree from 7778 and also taking on board the good suggestion by Genadi
Saso (Intel) comments.
Alessio(Nokia) comments on sAso. comments
Saso (Intel) replies to Alessio.
Lalith (Samsung) expresses his concerns.
Genadi (Lenovo) proposes a new NOTE and provides r02.
Saso (Intel) replies to Lalith (Samsung).
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides comments for r02.
Lars (Sony) comments
Xiaowan (vivo) comments
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) support Xiaowan (vivo)
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Saso (Intel) proposes r03.
Qian (Ericsson) ask questions.
Saso (Intel) replies to Qian (Ericsson).
Qian (Ericsson) responds.
Lars (Sony) responds.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides comments.
Saso (Intel) adds one more comment.
Saso (Intel) replies to Juan.
=== CC#2 ===
Genadi (Lenovo) replies comments to Ericsson, Sonny and Qualcomm on handling of solution 2.
Alessio(nokia) agrees with Lars (Sony) comment
Yang (OPPO) asks questions for r03
Saso (Intel) replies to Yang.
Qian (Ericsson) responds to previous questions and provide r04
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r05
Saso (Intel) replies to Guillaume (MediaTek)
Saso (Intel) is OK with r04 changes provided by Qian (Ericsson)
Myungjune (LGE) provides r06.
Yang (OPPO) comments
Alessio(Nokia) provides R07
Guillaume (MediaTek): r07 is not acceptable.
Alessio(nokia) only r07 is acceptable as it represent the status of discussion (since now interim conclusions 9include things not subject of firm agreement or even not stable in SA2)
Ouyang(Huawei) comments .
Saso (Intel) comments .
Saso (Intel) provides r09.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Saso (Intel) provides r15.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides a compromise proposal.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
r22 was provided by Intel. Huawei provided r23. Nokia clarified that we cannot progress the paging cause without SA WG3 involvement and there are issues in r22 which need further discussion. r23 only allows a single paging cause. This was left for further discussion and will be considered again at CC#4. The SA WG2 Chairman asked to try to come with a proposal which can be agreed or endorsed at the CC. This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007171 (P-CR) KI#3: Interim conclusions update. (Vivo)
e-mail comments:
Lalith (Samsung) provides comments
Xiaowan relies to Lalith (Samsung) and provide r01 to merged docs
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides comments on r01.
Alessio(nokia) provides R01
Alessio(nokia) provided R02 not R01
Saso (Intel) provides r03.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides r04.
Lalith (Samsung) objects r04.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Xiaowan (vivo) provide r05 based r03.
Qian (Ericsson) provide r06 based on r05.
Curt (Charter) supports keeping the PDU session ID in EN (r06).
Ouyang(Huawei) doubts the structure of the interim agreement.
=== CC#2 ===
Lars (Sony) provides r07
Myungjune (LGE) asks question to Lars (Sony).
Curt (Charter) comments
Myungjune (LGE) replies to Curt (Charter).
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Curt (Charter) provided r27 too late. Pls ignore this version .
Lars (Sony) we are ok with either r25 and r26, but prefers r25
Qian (Ericsson) prefers r25, but ok with r26 as well
Saso (Intel) prefers r25, can live with r26
Ouyang(Huawei) suggests to go with r26.
Xiaowan(vivo) is OK with r25 an r26
Lalith(Samsung) ok with revision from r19 to r26, prefer r25/r26. Object before r19
Guillaume (MediaTek) recommends r25.
Myungjune (LGE) supports r25.
Alessio(Nokia) can only accept r16. It contains the testable UE behavior for MT services handling, behavior for RM, and also the specific case that the UE knows it cannot respond to paging in the other PLMN so the other PLMN does not even try to page. The contributions revisions after this provide flurry of editor's notes that are not really the spirit of an interim conclusion.
Saso (Intel) replies to Alessio (Nokia) that r16 is not acceptable because it contains content that is related to Q2 in SoH.
Rapporteur's suggestion is to agree r26.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) prefer r25, but can compromise to r26.
Saso (Rapporteur) asks Alessio to please clarify whether he is OK with r25 or r26, based on the SoH outcome.
Nokia still retain our preference for R16. We do not believe there is a stable agreement on the filter set up and removal/modification (so far only set up is there in the agreement) and the rest of R16 is linked to UE behavior description.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
r32 was the latest proposal. S2-2007171r32 was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007928, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006998 (P-CR) KI#1, update of paging cause solution and conclusion proposal (OPPO)
e-mail comments:
Alessio (nokia) : suggests that this approach needs to be clarified
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides comments.
Saso (Intel) comments and proposes to NOTE the document.
Guillaume (MediaTek) agrees with Qualcomm, Intel.
Yang Xu (OPPO) answers to Juan
Yang (OPPO) replies to Saso.
Yang (OPPO) replies to Guillaume
Saso (Intel) objects to this pCR.
Saso (Intel) replies to Yang.
Wanqiang (Huawei) comments.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides comment.
Saso (Intel) seeks clarification from Wanqiang on the compromise proposal.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Yang (OPPO ) replies to Juan
Yang (OPPO) explains to Saso.
Lalith(Samsung) requests clarification from Yang (OPPO)
Yang (OPPO) replies to Lalith
Lalith(Samsung) requests further clarification.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
Intel asked to discuss this at CC#4 as it was marked noted without justification. This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2008049 (P-CR) KI #2, Evaluation & Interim conclusion - re-selection category. (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Ulf (Ericsson) has concerns on the conclusion
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia answers to Ericsson and provides r01 and r02.
Linghang (NEC) asks for clarification.
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia responds to NEC.
Aihua(China Mobile) comments and provides r03.
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia replies to China Mobile and provides r04.
Aihua(China Mobile) comments and provides r05.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Malla (NTT DOCOMO) comments.
Aihua(China Mobile) provides clarification on Bullet d to Malla (NTT DOCOMO).
Jungshin (Samsung): Samsung provides r06.
=== CC#2 ===
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia provides r07
Ulf (Ericsson) provides r08
Hucheng(CATT) provides r09
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia has concerns with r08
Aihua(China Mobile) comments and provides r10.
Ulf (Ericsson) has concerns on all previous revisions before r08
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia asks for clarification to CATT.
Jungshin (Samsung) requests clarification to CATT on changes in r09 and r10.
Hucheng(CATT) replies to Nokia and SAMSUNG.
Jungshin (Samsung) provides further comments to Hucheng (CATT).
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia replies to CATT and disagrees to r09, r10.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Hucheng (CATT) can accept r09, r10 and objects other versions.
Jungshin (Samsung) asks for clarification to Hucheng (CATT).
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia objects to r03, r05, r06, r09, r10 and is okay with original and other revisions
Ulf (Ericsson) lets go for r08 then as stated in chairman's notes
Gerald (Nokia): Nokia supports going with r08
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
Revision of S2-2007701R08, merging S2-2007027. CATT suggested adding also an editor's note 'Editor's Note: The aspect of UE mobility as a trigger condition for the NWDAF re-selection and whether the source NWDAF needs to know the AOI outside of its serving area is FFS' on top of r08. This was agreed and TD S2‑2008049 remained approved.
TD S2‑2007523 (P-CR) KI #8, KI#13, Solution #65 clarifications. (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) askes comments for clarification.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Mehrdad (Samsung) asks for clarification
Belen (Ericsson) asks for clarifications.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) proposes to note the paper.
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia replies to Qualcomm, Samsung and Ericsson. Nokia believes comments are related to evaluation and coexistence between solution #65 and other solutions, not to the change proposal itself.
Mehrdad (Samsung) is OK with original version but clarifies more work is needed to address comments raised.
Belen (Ericsson) can accept original version if the EN is kept, otherwise Ericsson mantains objections.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) also proposes to keep the editor's note.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia commented that undoing the removal of the editor's note should cover the objections received. This was agreed and the document was revised in TD S2‑2007929, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007723 (P-CR) Update to Solution#64 MNO owned Data Collection AF for UE data collection. (Xiaomi)
e-mail comments:
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia provides comments.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Sherry (Xiaomi) provides r01 and r02.
Belen (Ericsson) provides comments and ask questions for both r01 and r02
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Belen (Ericsson) objects to r02 and asks Sherry (Xiaomi) to answer questions if possible.
Ericsson proposes to add an EN to r01 to resolve the questions raised yesterday.
Belen (Ericsson) is okay with r01 adding an EN on how DC-AF knows the External UE id and how the DCF-AF discovers the NEF.
Ericsson objects to r01 and r02 in the current state.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Sherry (Xiaomi) replies.
Sherry (Xiaomi) provides r03.

Discussion and conclusion:
Xiaomi reported that r01 with an editor's note was proposed in r03 to take Ericsson's issues into account. S2 2007723r01 with the editor's note: 'Editor's note: How DC-AF knows the External UE id and how the DC-AF discovers the ASP server is FFS' was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007930. This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007244 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on authorization to access data: KI#11 (NTT DOCOMO)
e-mail comments:
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia notes this LS depends on S2-2007401, and the note number referred to in the LS may not be correct. We should come back to the disposition of the LS.
Malla (NTT DOCOMO): provided r01 and ask to handle in CC
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
r01 was proposed after the deadline. S2-2007244r01 was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007931, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006839 (P-CR) KI #13, Sol#73: Update to resolve ENs. (CATT)
e-mail comments:
Belen (Ericsson) comments that EN are not really resolved.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Xiaoyan (CATT) replies to Belen (Ericsson).
Belen (Ericsson) is okay with adding the 2 Editor´s notes.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
r01 was proposed after the deadline. S2-2006839r01 was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007932, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007262 (P-CR) Traffic delivery methods. (Ericsson)
e-mail comments:
effrey (Juniper) provides comments and r1.
Judy (Ericsson) provides comments and prefers the original revision.
Jeffrey (Juniper) responds to Judy (Ericsson) comments and prefers r1 or a newly proposed text in this email.
Thomas (Nokia) provides r2.
Judy (Ericsson) responds and provide r03.
Thomas (Nokia) provide r04.
Judy (Ericsson) is fine with r04.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
zhendong (ZTE) provides r05
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r06
Xiaoyan (CATT) can accept r02, but objects to other revisions.
Judy (Ericsson) asks Xiaoyan (CATT) to provide justification why the new note is not needed. Ericsson provided justification in the paper and discussion that the note is necessary because the same term is currently used for different purposes in the TR which causes confusion.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Judy (Ericsson) object r02, accepts all other revisions, and asks Xiaoyan (CATT) to reconsider their position.
Andy (VC, Samsung) asks CATT to clarify their concern with the NOTE.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
r06 was the latest proposal. S2-2007262r06 was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007933, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007282 (P-CR) Solution 2 EN clarifications. (Ericsson)
e-mail comments:
Judy (Ericsson) provide r01.
Xiaoyan (CATT) provides comments.
Zhenhua (vivo) agree the comments from Xiaoyan (CATT) related to the removal of the EN on HL MC address.
Judy (Ericsson) responds to Zhenhua (vivo) and Xiaoyan (CATT).
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Xiaoyan (CATT) objects to r00/r01.
Judy (Ericsson) comments that Xiaoyan (CATT)'s objection lacks of technical basis and ask to reconsider her position.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
Xiaomi reported that r01 with a new note was proposed in r03 to take CATT's issues into account. S2 2007282r01 with the note: 'NOTE: HL MC address is not used by PSA-UPF for receiving MBS session data in this solution' was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007934, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006850 (P-CR) KI#12_Solution Evaluation for NWDAF-assisted RFSP policy. (China Telecom)
Discussion and conclusion:
This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2006851 (P-CR) KI#12_Solution Evaluation and Interim Conclusion for NWDAF-assisted RFSP policy. (China Telecom)
Discussion and conclusion:
This will be added to CC#4.
Ericsson requested that the LS in TD S2‑2007035 (marked as revised to S2-2008107) should be discussed with these papers and will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007774 (P-CR) KI#1 Evaluation. (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Thomas (Nokia) provides r01 which is an attempt to merge various other evaluation proposals
Xiaoyan (CATT) provides r02.
zhendong (ZTE) provides r03
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r04
Judy (Ericsson) provides r05
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Thomas (Nokia) objects against r05, provides r06.
Judy (Ericsson) accepts r05, and objects to r06 and other revisions.
LiMeng (Huawei) suggests we could remove the 'faster' related description for CP/UP based join in the revision.
Judy (Ericsson) accepts LiMeng (Huawei)'s proposal to remove the 'faster' related description from r06, and keep the rest.
Judy (Ericsson) prefers late revision r07 to follow Li Meng (Hauwei) suggestion
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Thomas (Nokia) replies to Judy and makes new text proposal..
Thomas (Nokia) provides rev8 with compromise text proposal
Comments that link to revision Judy suggested points to wrong document
Discussion and conclusion:
This will be added to CC#4.
r09 was the latest proposal. S2 2007774r09 was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007935, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007156 KI#4, Update to evaluation and conclusion (Alibaba Group)
e-mail comments:
Josep (DT) objects to this pCR.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) replies to Josep (DT)
Fei (OPPO) asks for clafication.
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) replies to Fei (OPPO)
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) ask for the clarification on the change
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) provides clarification to Chia-Lin (MediaTek)
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===

Discussion and conclusion:
Alibaba had forgotten to send the revision details to the e-mail list and asked to review this again, rather than noting it. This will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007332 KI#6 evaluation and conclusion. (Qualcomm)
e-mail comments:
George (Ericsson): Ericsson provides comments. Not acceptable to Ericsson as a basis for inclusion in the TR.
Alessio (Nokia) provides r01
George (Ericsson) provides r02
Iskren (NEC) provides r03
Tricci (ZTE) provides r04 to make the evaluations to be more like solution principles format.
Alessio (nokia) comments and cannot accept r03
Iskren (NEC) comments and cannot accept r01 and r02
Tricci (ZTE) suggests a mutually respectful way forward for merging.
George (Ericsson) provides r05 updating solution 40.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Iskren (NEC) provides r06 with updates to solution 27.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r07
Haiyang (Huawei) provides r08
Iskren (NEC) provides r09
Patrice (Huawei) provides r10.
Iskren (NEC) provides r11.
Alessio (nokia) provide r12.
Patrice (Huawei) comments that r12 seems to have been based inadvertently on r09. Provides r13 reinserting the comments in r10.
Alessio (nokia) provides r14.
Iskren (NEC) provides r15.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) have comments on r15, but ok to agree r15 now and fix the table at the next meeting.
Patrice (Huawei) objects to r00~r09, r12, r14~15. Can only accept r10~r11, r13. Could accept r15 if the following cyan-highlighted statement is removed from sol#28: 'but these are not is scope of KI#6'.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides reply to Huawei. Still proposes to accept r15 and further progress the KI at the next meeting.

Comment:
r15 agreed. Revised, merging S2-2006904, S2-2007092, S2-2007371 and S2-2007527, to S2-2008254.
Discussion and conclusion:
The convenor asked to re-open this document at CC#4. This (S2-2008254) will be added to CC#4.
TD S2‑2007330 KI #7, New Sol: Compatibility of S-NSSAIs operating frequency bands with UE Radio Capabilities. (Qualcomm Incorporated, T-Mobile USA).
e-mail comments:
Alessio (nokia) provides r01
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Patrice (Huawei) objects to r01, and can only accept the original version.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Alessio (Nokia) cannot accept r00, for avoidance of doubt
Alessio (Nokia) observes TAO notes asked in the notes whether to approve r01 and Patrice objected

Discussion and conclusion:
It was requested to open this again at CC#4. Justification should be given over e-mail and objections resolved to have this reopened.

AOB
The outstanding CC#3 papers will be handled first in CC#4.

Closed: 22 October 2020, 15.05 UTC = 17.05 CEST

