Notes of SA2#141E_CC#4

Opened: 23 October 2020, 13.00 UTC = 15.00 CEST

~ 180 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
Sharp
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#4 is to discuss items indicated in the Chair notes as 'for CC#3' and then 'For CC#4''.

Documents left over from CC#3:
TD S2‑2007672 (P-CR) Conclusions for Key Issue #1 on Multicast session model. (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated) 
e-mail comments:
LiMeng (Huawei) provides r01.
zhendong (ZTE) provides r02
Xiaoyan (CATT) provides r03.
Xiaoyan (CATT) provides r04.
Miguel (Qualcomm) provides r04
LiMeng (Huawei) kindly asks the source of r04.
David (Samsung) provides r05
Judy (Ericsson) corrects comments for notes that Judy (Ericsson) (instead of Xiaoyan (CATT)) provided r04.
Miguel (Qualcomm) says r04 is actually not mine
LiMeng (Huawei) provides r06.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r07.
Thomas (Nokia) provides r08.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Judy (Ericsson) comments
Zhenhua (vivo) response to Judy (Ericsson)
Xiaoyan (CATT) comments.
Zhenhua (vivo) suggest Xiaoyan (CATT) add a EN for this issue to make progress for the pCR, and bring the new revision in CC.
Aihua(China Mobile) proposes to support of AF requested MBS session establishment.
Miguel (Qualcomm) is ok with r06 or r07 and objects to r08
Judy (Ericsson) prefers r04, can live with r05/06/07 and objects to r08 and other revisions.
LiMeng (Huawei) suggest to go with r06 and can live with r07.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Thomas (Nokia) objects to all revisions before r08
Provides r09 to address the concern of Miguel
Miguel (Qualcomm) can live with r09.
Youngkyo(Samsung) provide a comment and revision r10.
Zhenhua (vivo) ask for clarification on r10.
Aihua(China Mobile) proposes to add an EN with respect to the mechanism of AF requested MBS session establishment and provides r11.
Youngkyo(Samsung) answer to Zhenhua (vivo).
Zhenhua (vivo) responses to Youngkyo(Samsung).
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007672r12 was proposed as the revision to agree. This was agreed and this was revised in TD S2‑2007937, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007285 (P-CR) KI#2, Sol#1: Completion of multicast service levels. (Source: Samsung) 
e-mail comments:
Thomas (Nokia) provides r01 that merges TD S2 2007195
Judy (Ericsson) asks Q for clarification
LiMeng (Huawei) provides r02.
David (Samsung) confirms LiMeng's understanding, objects to r01.
Judy (Ericsson) provide r03.
David (Samsung) provides r04.
Xiaoyan (CATT) provide r04, objects to r01/r03.
zhendong (ZTE) ask the question on the r04
LiMeng (Huawei) thinks r04 is from David (Samsung), and Xiaoyan (CATT) can further provide r05.
David (Samsung) notifies Xiaoyan that CATT's r04 link points to previously shared Samsung's r04.
Xiaoyan (CATT) provide r05/r06, objects to r01/r03.
Thomas (Nokia) provide r07.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Judy (Ericsson) accepts r01/r03, objects to all other revisions.
LaeYoung (LGE) thinks r03 is most reasonable.
Youngkyo(Samsung) comments to LaeYoung(LGE)'s logic.
LaeYoung (LGE) thinks comment from Youngkyo (Samsung) is fair, so broadcast is not directly related to this solution.
Anyhow, she thinks r03 works for various deployment options although only multicast services are considered.
zhendong (ZTE) is fine with r05/06/07.
David (Samsung) is OK with r07, objects to r01/r03.
LaeYoung (LGE) can live with r07.
Thomas (Nokia) suggest putting this on CC2b for show of hands and replies to LeeYoung
LaeYoung (LGE) changed her position, so already provided comment that can live with r07.
Andy (VC, Samsung) responds to Thomas, suggests a late revision instead.
LiMeng (Huawei) suggest we can first try to figure out an agreeable version.
LiMeng (Huawei) objects to r01 and r03, prefer r02/r04/r06, we can live with r07 only if the word 'ONLY' in the NOTE can be removed.
Thomas (Nokia) replies that we need a reply of Judy whether putting switching to individual delivery on basic service level plus a correct note describing under which conditions this is required could be a way forward.
Judy (Ericsson) responds that r03 captures the needed requirement and is aligned with WA.
David (Samsung) clarifies to Judy.
Judy (Ericsson) comments that even though Discussion part is not reflective of what is being proposed, we can accept a proposal if it is consistent, however this is not the case with r07 in our view.
Thomas (Nokia) prefers r07 and objects r04/r05/r06
Provides late r08 to address the comment of LiMeng
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides r09, taking the content out of both levels for now. We object to all revisions that haveIndividual delivery as basic Level.
Thomas (Nokia) provides r10, really taking the content out of both levels as Shabnam was suggesting
LiMeng (Huawei) prepares r11 based on r09 for the CC#3.
Thomas (Nokia) prepares r12 based on r11 for the CC#3.
LiMeng (Huawei) has a minor correction on r12 and provides r13 for the CC#3.
David (Samsung) is OK bringing r13 to CC#3.
Thomas (Nokia) is fine with rev13.
LiMeng (Huawei) finds rev13 is problematic and withdrawn this revision.
Thomas(Nokia) provides r15 for the CC#3.
Shabnam (Ericsson) thanks, good way taking r13 forward for approval.
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007285r13 was provided by Samsung after the revisions deadline and asked whether this can be accepted. There was no objection and some support for going ahead with r13. The final 2 bullets in r07 and added text: 
Support of 5GC Shared MBS traffic delivery method and 5GC Individual MBS traffic delivery method.
The 5GC Shared MBS traffic delivery method is required in all MBS deployments. The 5GC Individual MBS traffic delivery method is required for mobility to/from non-homogeneous support of MBS in NG-RAN.
NOTE 1: Whether there could be other cases using Individual delivery will align with the conclusion of KI#1'
S2-2007285r07 with the changes from r13 was agreed. This was revised to TD S2‑2007938, which was approved. 
TD S2‑2007268 (P-CR) KI#3: Evaluation and Conclusion on authorization. (Source: Ericsson) 
e-mail comments:
LiMeng (Huawei) provides comments.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides comments.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Judy (Ericsson) responds.
Thomas (Nokia) provides r02.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r03.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Thomas (Nokia) asks question about rev3.
Zhenhua (vivo) replies Thomas (Nokia).
Thomas (Nokia) provides late rev4 for CC
Zhenhua (vivo) is fine with r04
Judy (Ericsson) is OK with r04
Fenqin(Huawei) ask question for clarification
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Zhenhua (vivo) replies Fenqin(Huawei)
Fenqin(Huawei) provides r05
Zhenhua (vivo) is OK for r05
Thomas (Nokia) is OK with r05
Judy (Ericsson) provides r06.
Thomas (Nokia) provides r07.
Judy (Ericsson) provides r09 based Thomas' r07.
Zhenhua (vivo) replies to Judy (Ericsson) and provides r10 based on r08.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r11 because r10 wrongly delete last 'service'.
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007283r20 was the latest proposal. Huawei preferred r19. Nokia preferred r20 as r19 removes all the conclusions and r20 was provided as a compromise as r19 was not agreeable. r19 was agreed and revised in TD S2‑2007939, which was approved. 

TD S2‑2007283 (P-CR) KI#4, Solution 2 QoS update. (Source: Ericsson) 
e-mail comments:
Xiaoyan (CATT) provides comments.
Judy (Ericsson) responds and provide r01.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Xiaoyan (CATT) objects to r00/r01 and proposes a way forward.
Judy (Ericsson) finds it unfair that Xiaoyan (CATT) objects to Ericsson papers without technical basis in different threads.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2 2007283r01 with 2 editor's notes added, as provided in r02 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007940, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006833 (P-CR) KI #4 evaluation. (Source: CATT)
e-mail comments:
Xiaoyan (CATT) provides r01, as a merger of TD S2 2006833 and TD S2 2006893.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r02.
Paul (Ericsson) proposes to note this contribution in r0, r01 and r02.
Zhenhua (vivo) ask Paul (Ericsson) to reconsider the position.
Xiaoyan (CATT) replies to Paul.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r03.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Paul (Ericsson) asks question for clarification.
Zhenhua (vivo) replies Paul (Ericsson).
Paul (Ericsson) replies and objects to r03.
Zhenhua (vivo) provide r04 to remove the controversial sentence and ask Paul (Ericsson) whether r04 is OK for approval in CC.
Zhenhua (vivo) ask Paul (Ericsson) whether r04 is OK for approval in CC.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Paul (Ericsson) replies. We can accept r04.
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2006833r04 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007941, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006990 (P-CR) KI #6: Conclusion. (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon) 
e-mail comments:
LaeYoung (LGE) provides r01.
=== CC#2 ===
Thomas (Nokia) provides r02.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r03.
LiMeng (Huawei) thanks to the effort from Laeyoung, Thomas and Zhenhua, and provides r04.
LaeYoung (LGE) provides r05.
Judy (Ericsson) provides r06, and ask Q to vivo for clarification.
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r07.
LaeYoung (LGE) has concern on r07.
Zhenhua (vivo) response to LaeYoung and provide r08.
LaeYoung (LGE) is not fine with r08.
Judy (Ericsson) comments.
Zhenhua (vivo) response to LaeYoung (LGE) and provides r09.
Zhenhua (vivo) response to Judy (Ericsson).
LaeYoung (LGE) provides r10.
Thomas (Nokia) provides r11.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
LaeYoung (LGE) responds to Judy (Ericsson).
Zhenhua (vivo) explain LaeYoung's response to Judy (Ericsson) further.
Youngkyo(Samsung) provide comment.
LaeYoung (LGE) comments.
Zhenhua (vivo) reponses to Youngkyo(Samsung).
Youngkyo(Samsung) provides a reply to the response of Zhenhua (vivo).
Zhenhua (vivo) replies to Youngkyo(Samsung).
Judy (Ericsson) responds to Zhenhua (Vivo)
Thomas (Nokia) suggest converting controversial bullets into editor´s notes
Judy (Ericsson) responds that converting controversial bullets into editor´s notes could be a way forward
Zhenhua (vivo) provides r12 based on r11 to move a controversial bullets into editor´s note, and ask for approval in CC
LaeYoung (LGE) is fine with r12.
Zhenhu (vivo) provide r13 for approval in CC.
LaeYoung (LGE) is OK with r13 and thanks to Zhenhua (vivo).
Youngkyo (samsung) is OK with r13 also.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2006990r13 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007942, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007594 (P-CR) KI#9, New Sol: service continuity with eMBMS. (Source: ZTE) 
e-mail comments:
Thomas (Nokia) asks for clarification
zhendong (ZTE) provides the response
Dario (Qualcomm) asks a question for clarification
zhendong (ZTE) provides the r01
Dario (Qualcomm) provides r02
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Thomas(Nokia) suggest that ZTE provides a late revision to address the comments
zhendong (ZTE) responds to thomas
Thomas(Nokia) provides late r03 for CC3
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
zhendong (ZTE) is fine with r03
Dario (Qualcomm) is fine with r03.
=== CC#3 ===
Ihab Guirguis (FirstNet) is fine with r03.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007594r02 with a note: 'Note: The BM-MC sends the user plane data to P-GW via SGi interface not shown in this figure' was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007943, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007595 (P-CR) KI#9 proposal on the interim conclusion. (Source: ZTE) 
e-mail comments:
Judy (Ericsson) proposes to postpone this paper as there are still new solutions on KI#9 for this meeting.
zhendong (ZTE) provides the response
Miguel (Qualcomm) agrees it may be better to hold conclusions until next meeting, we might want to start some preliminary evaluation though?
zhendong (ZTE) provides the r01, the evaluation and conclusion part of 7685 is merged to 7595.
zhendong (ZTE) provides the response.
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r02.
Youngkyo(Samsung) provides request for clarification.
LaeYoung (LGE) asks a Q for clarification.
zhendong (ZTE) responds to LaeYoung
LaeYoung (LGE) responds to Zhendong (ZTE).
Judy (Ericsson) provided r03.
Dario (Qualcomm) provides r04
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r05
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
LaeYoung (LGE) is fine with r05.
zhendong (ZTE) is fine with r05
Thomas (Nokia) has concerns with r05, Suggest bringing this to CC2
Fenqin (Huawei) Responds.
Thomas (Nokia) provides late r06, Suggest bringing this to CC2
zhendong (ZTE) responds to thomas
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007595r06 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007944, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006844 (P-CR) KI#3: Evaluation update . (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon)
e-mail comments:
Haiyang(Huawei) provides r01 as the merge of 7779, 7687, 7368 and 7517
=== CC#2 ===
Heng Nie(China Telecom) provide comment for impact on NF Discovery and selection.
Haiyang (Huawei) clarifies to Heng (China Telecom)
Hoyeon (Samsung) comments and provides r02.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r03.
Haiyang (Huawei) clarifies and provides r04
Hoyeon (Samsung) objects to r00, r01 and r04, provides r05.
Haiyang (Huawei) provides r06.
Alessio(nokia) provides r07
Haiyang (Huawei) provides r08
Hoyeon (Samsung) comments.
Haiyang (Huawei) responses
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Hoyeon (Samsung) replies to Haiyang (Huawei) and comments that the evaluation text is not valid.
Hoyeon (Samsung) objects to r06, r07 and r08 as the revisions include invalid/incomplete evaluation.
Haiyang (Huawei) objects the revisions which include IWK support, i.e. r02, r03 and r05. Suggests to go with r08 moving the NF Selection part
Jinguo(ZTE) suggest to remove the URLLC part?
Haiyang (Huawei) agrees with Jinguo (ZTE).
Belen (Ericsson) asks ZTE for new updates.
Belen (Ericsson) objects to r07, r06, r05 and prefers r01.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r10.
Ericsson objects to other revisions, except r05 that needs minor updates.
Nokia cannot agree to a new r10. Also cannot agree to r05.
Jinguo(ZTE) asks can we go r08 with some wording changes as suggested by Belen:
Alessio(Nokia) can accept the compromise by ZTE: otherwise we can just note this.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2006844r11 was provided by Huawei. Ericsson asked for some time to check this. There was no agreement on r10 or r11 and S2-2006844 was noted.
TD S2‑2006974 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on SA WG2 progress on UE-to-Network Relay and UE-to-UE Relay (Source: OPPO)
e-mail comments:
Deng Qiang (CATT) the LS out needs to be revised based on conclusion of KI#3 and #4.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Tao(Chair) do we still have chance to go with some form of this one? Some easy offline update to capture conclusions?
Deng Qiang (CATT) Clarifies to Tao (Chair).
Jianhua (OPPO) asks how to handle the LS capturing the meeting agreement.
Tao(Chair) response and suggest to prepare a DRAFT LS offline.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Jianhua (OPPO) provides draft LS based on the conclusions.
LaeYoung (LGE) provides r02.
=== CC#3 ===
Jianhua (OPPO) is ok with r02.
Mehrdad (Samsung) provides r03.
Hong (Qualcomm) supports r03.
Steve (Huawei) maybe more clarification needed?
Deng Qiang (CATT) provide r04 to simplify the text.
Jianhua (OPPO) is OK with r02 and r03.
Steve (Huawei) provides r05, based on r03
Jianhua (OPPO) is also OK with r05.
Mehrdad (Samsung) is OK with r05.
Steve (Huawei) provides r06

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2006974r06 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007945, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007492 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on ProSe charging (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) 
e-mail comments:
Deng Qiang (CATT) the LS out needs to be revised based on conclusion of KI#7.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Deng Qiang (CATT) Clarifies to Tao (Chair).
Hannu (Nokia) agrees with Deng Qiang (CATT) that the LS 7492 needs to be revised based on conclusion on KI #7.
Hannu (Nokia) shares r01 as requested in CC #2b today.
LaeYoung (LGE) provides r02 with editorial changes.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Hong (Qualcomm) provides r03.
Hannu (Nokia) explains the structure of the LS, shares r04. Can agree either r02 or r04.
=== CC#3 ===
Hong (Qualcomm) provides r05.
Deng Qiang (CATT) supports r03 and r05.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007492r06 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007947, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007664 (P-CR) Interim conclusion for Key Issue#1 on 5G DDNMF aspect. (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated, vivo, CATT) 
e-mail comments:
Runze(Huawei) provides r01.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Hong (Qualcomm) provides r02.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Deng Qiang (CATT) outcome of this paper depends on CC discussion.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===
Runze (Huawei) objects to r02.

Discussion and conclusion:
There was no conclusion from the show of hands held at CC#3 and no agreement had been reached off-line. This was then postponed.
TD S2‑2007219 (P-CR) KI#1: Evaluation and conclusion on key issue 1. (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon) 
e-mail comments:
Deng Qiang (CATT) comments outcome of this paper depends on CC discussion.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Walter Dees (Philips) asks question about merge
Deng Qiang (CATT) clarifies to Walter Dees (Philips).
Walter Dees (Philips) comments to Deng Qiang (CATT).
Runze (Huawei) replied to Dengqiang and Walter.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Runze (Huawei) provides r01 based on the outcome of CC#2b.
=== CC#3 ===
Jianhua (OPPO) don't think we have the way forward that the 5G DDNMF will be mandatory support in 5GS
Runze (Huawei) comments.
Jianhua (OPPO) responds to Runze.
Runze (Huawei) replies to Jianhua.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007219r02 removes the issues that had no agreement from the show of hands. This was then postponed.
TD S2‑2007727 (DRAFTCR) Policy control based on satellite category (Source: Xiaomi)
e-mail comments:
Stefan (Ericsson) provides comments
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Sherry (Xiaomi) replies.
Hannu (Nokia) asks whether such generic PCF update would be justified under this WI for satellite RAT?
Sherry (Xiaomi) clarifies that this paper is based on TR 23.737 KI#5 conclusion.
DongYeon (Samsung) comments.
DongYeon (Samsung) corrects her comments.
Stefan (Ericsson) replies to Sherry and provides r01
Sherry (Xiaomi) provides r02.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Relja (TNO) provides comments/questions related to the terminology used.
Haris (Qualcomm) asks what is the scenario that will lead to satellite backhaul category change
DongYeon (Samsung) supports r02 (but terminology shall be corrected) and provides comments.
Sherry (Xiaomi) replies to Relja.
Sherry (Xiaomi) replies to Haris.
Haris (Qualcomm) objects to all revisions because the problem is not satellite backhaul specific
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Sherry (Xiaomi) couldn't understand the objection to a CR fully aligned with the TR conclusion, and propose to add this topic to the CC#3 agenda to understand if this issue has to be re-studied.
=== CC#3 ===
Hannu (Nokia) replies to Sherry (Xiaomi)
Jean Yves (Thales): comments on Sherry and Hannu discussion, recommending to postpone.
Relja (TNO) answers to Sherry (Xiaomi) and challenges her statement 'the proposed CR is fully in line with the TR conclusion'.
Sherry (Xiaomi) requests for clarification.

Discussion and conclusion:
Xiaomi requested changing this from Noted to Postponed. This was then postponed.

Papers for CC#4:
TD S2‑2007827 (LS OUT) LS on KI#2 Enable UE to simultaneously connect to both SNPN and PLMN (Source: SA WG2) 
e-mail comments (to S2-2007818):
Amanda Xiang provide draft LS to RAN WGs to ask questions regarding dual radio UE support for simultaneous communication with NPN and PLMN.
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) ask for clarifications
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei) provide response to MediaTek
Marco ( Huawei) asks clarification
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) provides response to Huawei and provide r01
Chia-Lin ( MediaTek) provide response to Future and suggest not to send the LS to RAN
Amanda Xiang (Futurewei) provide response to MediaTek
Lars (Sony) provide r02
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r03 and comments
Guillaume (MediaTek) requests clarification from Lars (Sony)
Lars (Sony) responds to Guillaume
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) provide response to Sony (Lars)
Fei (OPPO) provides r04
Lars (Sony) provides r05
Chia-Lin ( MediaTek) provide r06 and objects to the original version, and other revisions (r01 to r05)
Lars (Sony) comments on r06
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) respond to Sony (Lars)
Lars (Sony) no need to send r06
Marco (Huawei) no need to send r06
Guillaume (MediaTek) objects to sending any LS on this topic except r06.
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) provide r07 based on r05
Guillaume (MediaTek) objects to r07
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r08
Lars (Sony) provides r09
Marco (Huawei) provides r09
Lars (Sony) provides r10
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r11
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides question to MediaTek.
Marco (Huawei) prefer r10 , but open to compromise adding some text from r11 if feasible and acceptable.
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r12 in drafts folder
Sebastian (Qualcomm) is ok with r08; objects to all other versions
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) provides r13 in drafts folder and hope this can be used as way forward
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r14. r8 is not acceptable.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides questions on the new questions.
Guillaume (MediaTek) responds to Peter (Ericsson)
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r15
Guillaume (MediaTek): r15 is ok
Lars (Sony): r15 is ok
Amanda Xiang (Futurewei) : r15 is ok
=== CC#3 ===
Amanda Xiang (Futurewei) provide r16 to address Qualcomm concern
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r17
Guillaume (MediaTek): ok with r17
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides question to new Q3.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Peter and provides r18
Lars (Sony) ask questions further questions on the feedback
Lars (Sony) provides r19
Sebastian (Qualcomm) is ok with r19

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007818r19 was agreed. This was (previously) revised in TD S2‑2007827, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007534  (P-CR) KI #2, New Sol: Enabling a UE to receive paging message from another network (Source: Samsung).
e-mail comments:
Marco (Huawei) asks clarifications
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Marco (Huawei) due lack of answers propose to note the doc
Kisuk(Samsung) replies to Huawei.
Kisuk (Samsung) response to Huawei.
Josep (DT) asks question for clarification and proposes to note this pCR.
Marco (Huawei) seconded Josep's.
Kisuk (Samsung) responses DT.
Kisuk (Samsung) responses Huawei.
Josep (DT) replies to Kisuk (Samsung).
Kisuk (Samsung) provides revision and replies to Josep (DT).
Guillaume (MediaTek) asks for justification for this proposal
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Kisuk (Samsung) responses to MediaTek.
Guillaume (MediaTek) responds to Kisuk (Samsung)
Kisuk (Samsung) responds to Guillaume (MediaTek)
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides comment that it is assumed that UE is kept in CM-CONNECTED over NWu i.e. no paging needed.
Kisuk (Samsung) replies to Peter (Ericsson).
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides reply to Samsung, and asks if there are more supporters as we should focus on evaluation/conclusions.
Josep (DT) comments.

Discussion and conclusion:
Samsung reported that they had provided S2-2007534r01 before the deadline and no comments had been received. Ericsson commented that this is a new solution and more support for it would be helpful at this late stage of the work. MediaTek commented that this does not add anything to the discussions and there is no response to requirements from other WGs. S2-2007534r01 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007948, which was approved. 
TD S2‑2007572 (P-CR) 23.700-07 KI#2 QoS and session continuity considerations and conclusion proposal.. (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon) 
e-mail comments:
Fei (OPPO) propose to merge the evaluation part into S2-2007376.
Lars (Sony) Ask a question
Marco (Huawei) answers
Marco (Huawei) provides R01.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
Lars (Sony) Comments the reply from Marco
=== CC#2 ===
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) provide r02 for merging 2007154 to 2007572
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r03 and comments
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) provides r04 and replies to comments from Peter.
Myungjune (LGE) asks question to Xiaobo (Alibaba).
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) answers to question from Myungjune.
Hualin(Huawei) response to Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba).
Myungjune (LGE) provides comments and supports r03.
Fei (OPPO) comments on r04 regarding the application indication.
Marco (Huawei) provides R05.
Myungjune (LGE) asks question to Marco (Huawei).
Marco (Huawei) answers to Myungjune (LGE)
Myungjune (LGE) provides comments and suggests to remove the new EN.
Marco (Huawei) answers.
Lars (Sony) provide r06
Myungjune (LGE) answers Marco (Huawei).
Devaki (Nokia) provides r07.
Chia-Lin ( MediaTek) provide r08
Chia-Lin ( MediaTek) further provide r09 on the correction of the part related to single radio UE
Marco ( Huawei) object to r09 in replacing Session continuity with PDU session continuity
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) ask the clarification to Huawei (Marco)
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides comments and questions.
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) respond to Huawei (Marco)
Marco (Huawe) respond
Marco (Huawei) responds
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) reponded to Huawei (Marco)
Marco (Huawei) responded
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Myungjune (LGE) is ok with r08 or r09.
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) is only ok with r09 and object all the other revisions
Marco (Huawei) we are ok with r08 and object r09
Sebastian (Qualcomm) is ok with r08 or r09; objects to other versions
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===
Marco (Huawei) per offline discussion propose r10a for CC#4
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) is ok with r10a
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) is ok with r10a

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007572r10a was provided by Huawei. This should be cleaned up and submitted as r11. S2-2007572r11 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007949, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007705 (P-CR) KI#2 conclusion. (Source: 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 TD 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.
=== CC#3 ===
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r05
Myungjune (LGE) ok with r05.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) ok with r05
Amanda Xiang ( Futurewei ) is fine with r05, and can add Futurewei as co-sign company.
Marco (Huawei) asks final clarification

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007705r05 was provided by Qualcomm. S2-2007705r05 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007950, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007156 (P-CR) KI#4, Update to evaluation and conclusion . (Source: 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 ===
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) asks to approve r02 which is provided before revision deadline since there is no objection on r02, and asks for review on CC#3 if needed.
Josep (DT) additionally comments that the KI#4 merge pCR TD S2 2007309
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) suggests that revisions should be announced within the tags.
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) replies to Peter and Josep and sorry for not announcing the revision within the tags.
=== CC#3 ===
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) proposes to consider r02 for CC#4.
Antoine (Orange) asks questions on r02.
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) answers questions from Orange.
Chia-Lin (MediaTek) provides the comments to r02
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) provides r03 and replies to comments from MTK, and asks to use r03 for CC#4
Fei (OPPO) comments that the change in r03 has been covered in the TD S2 2007309r18.
Walter Dees (Philips) comments to Xiaobo (Alibaba)
Xiaobo Yu (Alibaba) has clarified that the paper is not covered by 2007309r18 based on offline discussion with Fei (OPPO)
Fei (OPPO) is fine with r03.
Xiaobo (Alibaba) replies to Philips (Walter).

Discussion and conclusion: 
S2-2007156r03 was provided by Alibaba. Orange asked for time to review this.  S2-2007156r04 was provided and agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007958, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006998 (P-CR) KI#1, update of paging cause solution and conclusion proposal. (Source: 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 ===
Saso (Intel) thinks it is a good idea to document this Paging Cause variant; provides r04 in DRAFTS folder.
Ouyang(Huawei) supports Intel's view to document this solution.
Myungjune (LGE) provides r05 in DRAFTS.
Lalith (Samsung) provides comments for r05.
Alessio (Nokia) agrees with Lalith (Samsung)
Myungjune (LGE) replies to Lalith (Samsung).
Lalith(Samsung) responds to Myungjune (LGE)
Ouyang(Huawei) replies to Lalith(Samsung).
Myungjune (LGE) responds to Lalith (Samsung)
Saso (ntel) proposes to go with r05 for CC#3
Yang Xu (OPPO) propose to agree r04 and leave the necessity of UE-NW negotiation to next meeting.
YAng (OPPO) replies to LGE
Guillaume (MediaTek) fully agrees with Juan (Qualcomm) on both matters.
=== CC#3 ===
Yang (OPPO) replies to Juan (QC)
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides further comments
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) reply comments
Ouyang(Huawei) comments .
Yang (OPPO) revised to r06 based on Juan's comments
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides r07.
Yang (OPPO) is ok to Juan's proposal and provide r08 with an editorial change.
Yang (OPPO) provides r09 since r08 cannot be open
Guillaume (MediaTek) asks for clarification
Ouyang(Huawei) replies to Guillaume (MediaTek) .

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2006998r05 was provided after the deadline. Nokia disagreed with adding the changes in r05. Intel suggested agreeing S2-2006998r09. S2-2006998r09was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007951, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007778 (P-CR) KI #1, Proposed way forward. (Source: Intel, Charter, Comcast, Sony) Alessio(nokia) provides R01 with what we can agree from 7778 and also taking on board the good suggestion by Genadi
e-mail comments:
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 ===
Saso (Intel) provides r17.
Alessio(nokia) provides r18 as a compromise.
Lalith(Samsung) confirms fine with r17.
Xiaowan (vivo) provides r19 as a compromise.
Wanqiang (Huawei) comments.
Saso (Intel) replies to Wanqiang (Huawei).
Saso (Intel) provides r20.
Yang Xu (OPPO) supports Xiaowan's position on Busy Indication.
Wanqiang (Huawei) replies to Saso (Intel).
Guillaume (MediaTek) objects to all revisions recommending a baseline functionality that is entirely in RAN domain i.e. Negotiated Short Absence
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r21 in inbox drafts folder
Saso (Intel) proposes to take r21 for CC#3
Guillaume (MediaTek) also posted r21 in the revision folder...
Saso (Intel) points out to Wanqiang (Huawei) that it was Huawei who proposed the addition of 'framework' in the question Q1 for SoH.
Wanqiang (Huawei) points out to Saso (Intel) that it was Intel push the situation of non-paging cause vs any paging cause.
Alessio (Nokia) cannot accept R21 for CC#3 instead of the compromise proposal
1. It is considered no longer necessary precondition to get SA3 clearance before PC solution is moved to normative phase
2. There is no identification of explicit need to consider whether paging filtering is superior from SA2 standpoint now that MMI interaction are off the table so everything works off known logic in the UE not dependent on User interaction.
3. It is no longer ruled out the MMI of the UE interacts with the user still the paging timer has been removed as this statement has been dropped '- The UE MMI shall not require input from the User in order to decide whether to respond to paging.' So it means the timer should be there as people said timer was not needed as there is no MMI interaction to respond to paging.
Saso (Intel) asks Wanqiang (Huawei) to make a proposal that will reflect the potential compromise about the one paging cause.
Saso (Intel) provides r22; replies to Alessio
Wanqiang (Huawei) provides the potential compromise regarding the paging cause.
=== CC#3 ===
Saso (Intel) thanks Wanqiang (Huawei) for the potential compromise proposal.
Guillaume (MediaTek): r22 is good
Guillaume (MediaTek) objects to r23: not in line with SoH
Guillaume (MediaTek) also requests revisions not be sent during CC (and so late into the CC!)
Guillaume (MediaTek) objects to r24 as it is not in line with the SoH
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) supports r22 and also think that r23 and r24 are not in line with SoH.
Wanqiang (Huawei) objects any version mixing the one paging cause and multiple paging causes. The SoH was indicative and there was no any discussion on objections
Lars (Sony) provides r25
Saso (Intel) provides r26
Xiaowan(vivo) has strong concern about multiple paging cause, and provide r27 to see whether everyone can live.
Curt (Charter) is okay with r26
Guillaume (MediaTek) regrets no constructive proposal is being made.
Alessio(Nokia) can live with R26,. Clarifies that if MMI interaction is back at any time in the future the timer solution will be back also.
Guillaume (MediaTek) objects to r25 and r26
Guillaume (MediaTek) does not understand what Xiaowan strong concern is about.
Guillaume (MediaTek) r27 is not acceptable
Lars (Sony) can live with R26.
Saso (Intel) points out to Xiaowan (vivo) that there is misunderstanding about the MMI interaction.
Wanqiang (Huawei) comments the revision provided by Xiaowan(VIVO) is good compromise and constructive way to move forward
Guillaume (MediaTek) objects to r28: r27 is clearly not a sound baseline nor a compromise.
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r29 on the basis of r26.
Jianning (Xiaomi) provides concerns on multiple paging cause and ok with R28
Guillaume (MediaTek) responds to Jianning (Xiaomi).
Myungjune (LGE) supports r26/r29 and objects r27/r28.
Saso (Intel) proposes to take r26 for CC#4.
Wanqiang (Huawei) comments and uploads r30.
Lars (Sony) we can live with r30.
Guillaume (MediaTek) provides r31
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) is fine with r31.
Saso (Intel) announces that r31 is uploaded in the CC#4 folder.
Alessio (Nokia) is also fine with MediaTek's r31.
Lars (Sony) is also fine with MediaTek's r31.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007778r31 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007952, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007930 (P-CR) Update to Solution#64 MNO owned Data Collection AF for UE data collection. (Source: Xiaomi) 
e-mail comments (for S2-2007723):
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.
=== CC#3 ===
Yan Xu (OPPO) comments and provides r04.
Yan Xu (OPPO) comments and provides r05.
Sherry (Xiaomi) is fine with r07.
Belen (Ericsson) is fine with r07
Discussion and conclusion:
This had been agreed due to no comments, but it was suggested to add an editor's note for this. The latest revision was S2-2007930r07. This was not accepted and S2-2007723 was postponed and S2-2007930 was withdrawn.
TD S2‑2006850 (P-CR) KI#12_Solution Evaluation for NWDAF-assisted RFSP policy. (Source: China Telecom) Zhuoyi (China Telecom) provides an r01 as the merged version based on Rapporteur's suggestion.
e-mail comments:
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia provides r02.
Peretz (Spirent): Spirent provides r03.
Zhuoyi (China Telecom): China Telecom is Ok with r03.
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia comments on r03.
Peretz (Spirent): Provides requested clarification
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Antoine (Orange) provides r04.
Zhuoyi (China Telecom): China Telecom objects to r04.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) prefers r02 and object r04.
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia prefers r02, can live with r03.
Antoine (Orange) replies to Zhuoyi and objects to r00, r01, r02 and r03.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Zhuoyi (China Telecom) provides r05.
=== CC#3 ===

e-mail comments:
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia provides r02.
Discussion and conclusion:
S2 2006850r05 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007953, which was approved.
TD S2‑2006851 (P-CR) KI#12_Solution Evaluation and Interim Conclusion for NWDAF-assisted RFSP policy. (Source: China Telecom) Zhuoyi (China Telecom) provides an r01 as the merged version based on Rapporteur's suggestion.
e-mail comments:
Belen (Ericsson) provides r02 and objects to r01.
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia comments on r02.
Xiaobo (Huawei) agree with Yannick(Nokia) and provide r03.
Belen (Ericsson) agrees with China Telecom, Huawei and Nokia.
Ericsson provides r04
Zhuoyi (China Telecom) provides comments.
Belen (Ericsson) replies to China Telecom
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia provides r05.
Zhuoyi (China Telecom): China Telecom replies to Ericsson and provides r06.
Antoine (Orange) provides r07.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Zhuoyi (China Telecom): China Telecom objects to r07.
Zhuoyi (China Telecom): China Telecom provides further comments on r07.
Belen (Ericsson) is okay with r05 or r02 and objects to all other revisions and the initial version.
Zhuoyi (China Telecom) China Telecom is okay with r05 at current stage.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) supports r05.
Yannick (Nokia): Nokia supports going forward with r05 or r06.
Xiaobo (Huawei) is ok with either r05 or r06.
Antoine (Orange) replies to Zhuoyi and objects to all versions except r07.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
Zhuoyi (China Telecom) provides r08.
=== CC#3 ===
Zhuoyi (China Telecom) provides r09.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2 2006851r09 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007954, which was approved.
TD S2‑2008107 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on OAM that supports RATfrequency data (Source: China Telecomunication Corp.) 
e-mail comments:

Discussion and conclusion:
Ericsson clarified that the conclusions should be agreed before sending this LS. This LS was then postponed. S2-2007035 was postponed and S2-2008107 was withdrawn.
TD S2‑2008095 (P-CR) KI#1: Interim Conclusion: 5GC Individual MBS traffic delivery method. (Source: Ericsson) 
e-mail comments:

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007264 should be merged into S2‑2007937 instead of revised. S2‑2008095 was then withdrawn.
TD S2‑2006837 (P-CR) KI #7, Sol #18: Update to resolve ENs. (Source: CATT) 
e-mail comments:

Discussion and conclusion:
S2 2006837r01 with a clarification of the first paragraph: 'This solution addresses Key Issue #7 'Reliable delivery mode switching between unicast and multicast'. The solution applies to baseline architecture 1. Editor's note: Assumed baseline architecture is FFS and whether SMF or MB-SMF or both are involved in each step in clause 6.18.2 is FFS.'  was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007955, which was approved.
TD S2‑2008254 (P-CR) KI#6 evaluation and conclusion. (Source: Qualcomm) 
e-mail comments (for S2-2007332):
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.
=== CC#3 ===
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides reply to Huawei and proposes a way forward.

Discussion and conclusion:
Huawei commented that the statement in r15 'but these are not in Scope of KI#6' needs to be removed. Ericsson commented that this proposal arrived on the deadline and it was difficult to react in time. Nokia commented that this is an evaluation and suggested asking whether there are objections to r15. ZTE suggested agreeing r16 which removes the controversial part and keeps the intention of the bullet. Huawei did not agree with r16. S2-2007332 was then postponed and S2-2008254 was withdrawn.
TD S2‑2007330 (P-CR) KI #7, New Sol: Compatibility of S-NSSAIs operating frequency bands with UE Radio Capabilities. (Source: 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
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
r01 was agreed. This was revised in TD S2‑2007956, which was approved.
TD S2‑2008294 (P-CR) KI#3: Sol#47 update. (Source: Ericsson)
e-mail comments (of S2-2007271):
Xiaoyan Shi (Interdigital) ask question for clarification.
=== Phase 1 revisions Deadline ===
=== CC#2 ===
Judy (Ericsson) responds to Xiaoyan Shi (Interdigital)
Xiaoyan Shi (Interdigital) provides comments.
Judy (Ericsson) provides r01
Steve (Huawei) ask a question about lifetime of the authorisation
Deng Qiang (CATT) reminds S2-2007489 is also updating this solution, please make sure they are not conflict.
Hannu (Nokia) asks about UE identification.
Hannu (Nokia) replies to Deng Qiang (CATT) and proposes to take 7489 instead of 7271.
Hannu (Nokia) proposes two alternative solutions to the conflict between 7489 and 7271.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Steve (Huawei) was there a reply to the question about lifetime and subsequent failure to connect?
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===
Hannu (Nokia) repeats the questions on 'Relay authorisation info' and the use of Remote UE SUCI.
Hannu (Nokia) thanks Judy for explanation and proposes to update the text in the next SA2.

Discussion and conclusion:
It was agreed to add an editor's note: 'The lifetime of authorisation which is performed during discovery is FFS' on r01. This was agreed and S2‑2008294 remained approved.
TD S2‑2007489 (P-CR) KI#3: Solution update. (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Hannu (Nokia) provides r01 as possible plan B that can be used depending on discussion on 7271.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia proposed r01. S2-2007489r01 was agreed and was revised in S2‑2007957, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007816 (LS OUT) LS Reply on SMSF Registration Notification Flag.
Huawei reported that the wrong version of the attached CRs were provided. The Rel-15 and Rel-16 CRs were included and there is an inconsistency in the CRs. Huawei were asked to send an e-mail on this for solving after the meeting and re-sending LSs if necessary.
TD S2‑2006816 (LS In) LS from RAN WG3: LS on Enhancement of RAN Slicing.
Discussion and conclusion:
It was commented that there is an approved response in in S2-2008240. MCC will handle status for LSs in and out as they are approved/replied to.
TD S2‑2007124 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on SNPN determination on the PLMN subscription to use for PLMN (Source: Ericsson)
Discussion and conclusion:
Ericsson commented that this was discussed and noted, but suggested changes to r10 to make this acceptable to be sent. S2-2007124r10 with Q3 modified as: 'Q3: If the answer to Q1 is yes, does it also involve the user to decide whether to reselect the PLMN for VIAPA service?' was agreed and revised to S2‑2007959, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007485 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on restricting the rate per UE per network slice (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) 
e-mail comments:
Haiyang(Huawei) suggests to discuss together with 7122 and prefers this one as baseline.
=== CC#2 ===
Belen (Ericsson) proposes to mark this LS as merged into TD S2 2007122.
Alessio ( Nokia) proposes to not follow Belen's advice and keep this Ls as the baseline.
Alessio(nokia) agrees with Huawei
Belen (Ericsson) objects to this LS since it does not cover all solutions impacting RAN.
Alessio(nokia) provides feedback to Belen and asks Belen to please provide a revision with precise not open ended questions.
Belen (Ericsson) replies to Nokia and informs that those questions are listed in Ericsson LS
Jinguo(ZTE) provide r01
Alessio(Nokia) provides R02
Belen (Ericsson) provides r03.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r04.
=== Phase 2 revisions deadline ===
Hoyeon (Samsung) provides r05.
Tao(Chair) r05 will not be considered due to revision deadline passed. Can people live with r04?
Alessio(nokia) agrees with Sun Tao to proceed with rev04
Hoyeon (Samsung)proposes to discuss the LS during the CC as the LS is important to make KI#3 conclusion at the next meeting.
=== Phase 2 final deadline ===
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007485r04 was agreed. This was revised to TD S2-2007946, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007583 (DISCUSSION) ENPN and enabling NPN for new features like 5MBS (Source: Ericsson) Peter Hedman (Ericsson) asks whether we need to bring up the discussion to a CC (e.g. CC#4)?
e-mail comments:
=== 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 ===
=== CC#3 ===

Discussion and conclusion:
This was postponed.
TD S2‑2007318 (P-CR) KI#19_Solution Evaluation for Dispersion analytic output provided by NWDAF. (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Verizon, Samsung, Ericsson)
Discussion and conclusion:
S2-2007318r05 was suggested for agreement. S2-2007318r05 was agreed and revised to TD S2‑2007960, which was approved.
TD S2‑2007918 (CR) Fixing Redirection for EPS Fallback indication
Revision of S2-2007739R11. Approved with objections from Huawei and ZTE.
Discussion and conclusion:
Vodafone commented that they will bring something to the next meeting. The SA WG2 Chair replied that the next meeting is only for Rel-17 topics, unless related to incoming LSs.
AOB
Nokia asked whether at the next meeting, whether objections will 'kill' proposals and what the deadlines will be for commenting. This will be discussed in the work planning CC where a set of updated rules may be developed if necessary. Rapporteurs were asked to provide status reports in good time with issues highlighted for the Work Planning session.
Nokia asked what to do with postponed TD S2‑2007486. This should be resubmitted to a future meeting. 
It was clarified that proposed WIDs should be clear on whether they will update existing TSs or create new TSs. Rapporteurs were asked to consider this and discuss off-line with companies to avoid changes in the deliverables during the work on the WIs.
Category F 'Mega'-CRs for Rel-16 TS clean up before creating the Rel-17 versions: There are proposals to do this and this will be discussed in the Work Planning session.
Thales commented if new LS OUT can be created based on the discussion on TD S2‑2007486. The SA WG2 Chair commented that it's too late to discuss new LS OUT given that e-meeting will be closed shortly.
TD S2‑2004764 (from meeting #140E) Meeting planning should be reviewed for discussion at the Work Planning session and calendar discussions for 2021 and 2022 are under way and results will be distributed over the e-mail.
Documents need to be made available on the INBOX by the deadline or risk being changed to noted status.
Rapporteurs were asked to try to provide updated Draft TRs as soon as possible and to endeavour to have them ready by 30 October.
Ericsson asked companies to try to respect drafting rules and have clean P-CRs (e.g. without changes on changes) to ease the implementation for the Rapporteurs. Nokia added that the latest official versions uploaded by MCC should be used for drafting P-CRs.

Closed: 23 October 2020, 15.00 UTC = 17.00 CEST

