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Opened: 18 October 2021, 13.00 UTC

~ 225 people attended the conference call

Attendees: The following companies were recorded as present (list not exhaustive or verified)
Amdocs
Apple
AT&T
Broadcom
BT
CableLabs
CATT
Charter
China Mobile
China Telecom
Cisco
CMCC
Comcast
Convida Wireless
Deutsche Telekom
DISH
Ericsson
ETRI
Eutelsat
Facebook
FirstNet
FUJITSU
Futurewei
Google
Hewlett Packard Enterprise
Huawei
IDCC
IIT Bombay
Intel
Interdigital
KDDI
Lenovo
LG Uplus
LGE
MediaTek
Microsoft
Mobile USA
NEC
NICT
Nokia
Novamint
NTT DOCOMO
OPPO
Orange
OTD
Peraton Labs
Philips
Qualcomm
Rakuten Mobile
RJIL
Rogers
Saankhya Labs
Samsung
Siemens
Sony
Spirent
Spreadtrum
Telefonica
Telstra
Tencent
Thales
TSDSI
US/Irving
Verizon
vivo
Vodafone
Xiaomi
Xylem
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.
0	Opening of the Conference Call
The SA WG2 Chair opened the CC and indicated that this CC will handle eEDGE_5GC issue on the resolution of EN - 'How to guarantee that the UE uses the EASDF's IP address'" and Way forward proposals, or informal Show of Hands questions as indicated in an e-mail before the meeting:
-	eEDGE_5GC: the resolution of EN - 'How to guarantee that the UE uses the EASDF's IP address'.
-	Handle way forward proposals, or SoH questions uploaded in https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_147E_Electronic_2021-10/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_2021-10-18_1300UTC.

1	eEDGE_5GC: the resolution of EN - "How to guarantee that the UE uses the EASDF's IP address"
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_147E_Electronic_2021-10/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_2021-10-18_1300UTC/SA2%23147E-CC%231-Way%20forward%20for%20MNO%20DNS%20issue.pptx
Proposals on how to organize the discussion
# 1:	Seek for potential compromises during this meeting.

# 2:	If no compromise is possible, encourage the authors to merge CRs of similar ideas during the meeting or via moderated discussion after the meeting. 3-4 set of CRs should be ready for vote before SA2 #148E meeting.

# 3:	LS to RAN 5 is proposed in S2-2107380 to ask for testability of UE if EDC is not specified, but no agreement on such a LS during offline discussion. Decision should be made whether the LS should be sent in this meeting.

Discussion and conclusion:
The SA WG2 Chair commented that this issue was not resolved in previous meetings and was discussed at TSG SA who asked SA WG2 to further discuss and try to provide CRs to TSG SA#94-e. A compromise would be preferred to a technical vote on the issue, but any unavoidable voting would be scheduled for the next SA WG2 meeting. Huawei clarified that some solutions would impact more than one TS and sets of CRs would need to be prepared for these.  A fourth solution set, for Application get MNO DNS via NEF, can be marked as Group 4 (S2-2107537). Vodafone commented that the second bullet from Group 2 should be removed. Ericsson commented that this was outside the document quota for the meeting and was prepared as an alternative to Group 1 if this cannot be agreed. Samsung commented that Group 3 could be refined to a two-step approach defining mandatory UE requirements (23.548 CR0015) and then discuss whether a new 3GPP defined API will be required, or whether current OS can cover the requirements. AT&T commented that the definition of mandatory requirements and additionally the testing of them are an issue, usually handled by RAN WGs. Qualcomm questioned how the UE requirements can be defined and proposed that the settings provided by the operators should be used. Huawei commented that Samsung proposal had been discussed before and suggested that EDC functionalities are reviewed and a minimum set of requirements that can be accepted should be sought to come to a compromise if possible. Apple commented that the testing of any requirements we create needs to be considered as API testing is not always simple to test UE conformance, as testing should be on inter-network signalling and added that the capabilities of existing OS depend on the OS and the available exposed interfaces. Vodafone preferred not to continue with the compromise proposals which have not succeeded in previous meetings but to try to come to an acceptable solution. Vivo provided their view that the UE should have the choice not to invoke the API provided by EDC. Lenovo commented that a common understanding on whether User preference will be considered and whether existing OS applications will suffice. Intel commented that descriptions of supporting the functions in different OS can be included in Annexes if necessary. Qualcomm commented that in principle EDGE for 3GPP will need to support EDC.
Compromise should be sought rather than assuming a technical vote will be held. A decision on how to move forward will be made during this meeting.
The proposed LS to RAN WG5 should be discussed over e-mail when any conclusions are agreed for the way forward. The final decision on whether to send an LS will be made during the meeting depending on progress of the topic.
Samsung repeated that they considered the consideration of User preferences as important for UE vendors, such that the requirements are implemented in the UE.
S2-2107692 should be progressed for Group 1 solutions (EDC approach).
Companies supporting groups 2, 3 and 4 were asked to try to come to a single proposal to move forward with. It was agreed that S2-2107374 should be taken as a basis for including the non-EDC proposals from Groups 2, 3 and 4 as far as possible.
Vodafone suggested that the two CRs for the EDC proposal and the non-EDC proposals can be considered for a compromise later (if a new TD number is needed to document compromise, please contact the SA WG2 Chair).
Discussions and e-mail comments on this topic should be provided over the e-mail topic for these two documents.
There is not expected to be the necessary time for detailed technical discussion on this at the second CC, so this should be done as far as possible over the e-mail discussions.
The SA WG2 Chair mentioned that he will send out the proposal on additional CC on Thursday, Oct 21 (1300 - 1500 UTC) to further discuss this issue only.

2	Handle way forward proposals, or SoH questions uploaded in https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_147E_Electronic_2021-10/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_2021-10-18_1300UTC

https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_147E_Electronic_2021-10/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_2021-10-18_1300UTC/CC%231_DRX4ProSe_v3.pptx
How to progress this issue in this meeting?
To save our meeting time, can we quickly check the following questions, please?
Q1:	The CR (S2-2107422) needs to be progressed in this meeting?
Q2:	The LS needs to be sent to consult with RAN2 about PC5 DRX applicability to ProSe and support for Rel-17 ProSe?

Discussion and conclusion:
Q1:	The CR (S2-2107422) should be progressed in this meeting?
Yes	5
No (wait for RAN WG2 decision):	13
It was decided to await the RAN WG2 decision. The CR may be further discussed and refined, but it is considered unlikely to be agreed at this meeting.
Q2:	The LS needs to be sent to consult with RAN2 about PC5 DRX applicability to ProSe and support for Rel-17 ProSe?
The existing LS in S2-2107529 can be further discussed and refined for this.

https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_147E_Electronic_2021-10/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_2021-10-18_1300UTC/SA2%23147E-CC%231-InclusiveTerms-r01.ppt
Options and Way Forward proposal:
-	Options for Next Steps:
-	Option 1: SA2 sends an LS out to IEEE asking them to update the terms by Q4'21 (or Q1'22) and aligns based on response from IEEE. (LS out in S2-2107299)
-	Option 2: SA2 endorses CRs (S2-2107761, S2-2107762) during October meeting for TS 23.501/2 to replace Master/Slave with inclusive terms (as recommended in TR 21.801), sends an LS out to IEEE asking them to update the terms by Q4'21 (or Q1'22). In addition, indicate that SA2 will update the terms as shown in the CRs if the terms are not updated by <Q4'21 or Q1'22> and in this case, request IEEE to align their specifications using the terms 3GPP agreed.
-	With option 2, if IEEE updates the terms and respond by the set time frame, SA2 can update our CRs to align with IEEE terms. Otherwise, we require IEEE to align with 3GPP agreed CRs eventually.
-	Way forward: Recommend Option 2?

Discussion and conclusion:
The SA WG2 Char was assigned the TSG SA coordination role for the inclusive language effort. LS had been sent to IEEE and they replied that they are discussing this issue but did not provide a time for the results. From this aspect the preference is to have the CRs endorsed and ready and an LS sent to IEEE to solicit any feedback by TSG SA#94-e, when the CRs will be approved. Further updates are possible if IEEE provide terms which are not aligned with the 3GPP terms later. Qualcomm commented that they were concerned with 3GPP changing terms defined by other bodies and then asking them to align to our changes and preferred to send an LS asking for an indication of likely terms we can use and for a timeframe for the definition of alternative terminology. 
The SA WG2 Chair (as coordinator) replied that the terminology is being used in 3GPP TSs, rather than using direct references and it is our responsibility to correct this. Qualcomm suggested reviewing the text to try to replace them with references to the IEEE specifications rather than re-using the text in 3GPP TSs. Huawei agreed with Qualcomm that 3GPP should not modify the terminology of other groups but either wait for IEEE to update their specifications or make references to avoid the use of the terminology. The SA WG2 Chair (as coordinator) mentioned that the terminology is in 3GPP specification (even if copied from IEEE) and therefore it is 3GPP responsibility to fix it either by modifying it, or by providing direct references to the IEEE specifications without use non-inclusive terms.
Ericsson commented that a colleague involved in IEEE work indicated that an LS to IEEE would be appreciated to allow IEEE to review what 3GPP is doing in the context of their terminology work. Vodafone suggested including the CRs in the LS to IEEE to indicate the changes being made in 3GPP, as if there is misalignment later this can be realigned later. 
Qualcomm commented that the drafting rules provide examples and 'primary / secondary' do not really reflect the needs for the port states used in IEEE.
The SA WG2 Chair (as coordinator) suggested an editor's note can be added to indicate the mapping and that this may be changed again to re-align with IEEE if any response is provided by IEEE. Delegates were also asked to check whether direct references to the IEE specifications without use of the terms is possible. Nokia did not think this would be a simple change to make. Qualcomm agreed that an editor's note showing the mapping could be accepted. Ericsson could also accept this as long as the LS is provided.
It was decided to progress the CRs with a view to endorse them at this meeting and to provide the LS to IEEE in the hope of feedback before submitting CRs to TSG SA.

For 8.27, on IoT over NTN
	8.27
	S2-2107017
	LS In
	Action
	LS on EPS support for IoT NTN in Rel-17
	TSG RAN (RP-212617)
	Rel-17

	8.27
	S2-2107047
	LS In
	Action
	LS from RAN WG2: LS on supporting discontinuous coverage in IoT NTN
	RAN WG2 (R2-2109213)
	Rel-17

	8.27
	S2-2107543
	LS OUT
	Approval
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on EPS support for IoT NTN in Rel-17
	Qualcomm
	Rel-17

	8.27
	S2-2107576
	LS OUT
	Approval
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on EPS support for IoT NTN in Rel-17
	MediaTek Inc.
	Rel-17

	8.27
	S2-2107732
	LS OUT
	Approval
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on LS on EPS support for IoT NTN in Rel-17 & LS on supporting discontinuous coverage in IoT NTN
	Xiaomi
	Rel-17

	8.27
	S2-2107577
	DISCUSSION
	Decision
	EPS IoT NTN: discussion on RAN LS (S2-2107017/RP-212617).
	MediaTek Inc., Deutsche Telekom
	Rel-17

	8.27
	S2-2107622
	DISCUSSION
	Discussion
	Discussion on system impact of discontinuous coverage in IoT NTN.
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Rel-17

	8.27
	S2-2107723
	CR
	Approval
	23.401 CR3667 (Rel-17, 'C'): Support for IoT NTN with discontinuous coverage
	Vodafone
	Rel-17



Discussion and conclusion:
MediaTek commented that a full solution will not be likely for Rel‑17 and suggested providing the feasible functionality and informing RAN of this. Qualcomm disagreed with MediaTek and added that the periodic timer has been increased in each Release rather than reduced. Vodafone clarified that the timer can be set lower as satellite applications will know when the Satellite is to be in range and can wake up on an internal timer. Novamint commented that this is important that something is done in Rel‑17 and agreed with the proposal from MediaTek. Nokia commented that it had been agreed to try to stay with simple solutions and these appear to be the proposals available and asked whether a further mechanism will still be needed for Rel‑18.
It was decided to take the further discussion over email list.

For 8.28 UE Power Saving
	8.28
	S2-2107628
	CR
	Approval
	23.501 CR3325 (Rel-17, 'B'): Paging Subgrouping Assistance for UE Power Saving
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107629
	CR
	Approval
	23.502 CR3199 (Rel-17, 'B'): Paging Subgrouping for UE Power Saving
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107258
	CR
	Approval
	23.501 CR3266 (Rel-17, 'B'): Paging subgroup support for power saving
	Ericsson
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107259
	CR
	Approval
	23.502 CR3149 (Rel-17, 'B'): Paging subgroup support for power saving
	Ericsson
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107583
	DISCUSSION
	Decision
	Support for Paging Early Indication (PEI).
	MediaTek Inc.
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107584
	CR
	Approval
	23.501 CR3319 (Rel-17, 'B'): Support for Paging Early Indication
	MediaTek Inc.
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107585
	CR
	Approval
	23.502 CR3195 (Rel-17, 'B'): Support for Paging Early Indication
	MediaTek Inc.
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107758
	CR
	Approval
	23.501 CR3350 (Rel-17, 'B'): Support of Paging subgrouping
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Rel-17

	8.28
	S2-2107760
	CR
	Approval
	23.502 CR3216 (Rel-17, 'B'): Support of Paging subgrouping
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Rel-17




Discussion and conclusion:
Vodafone suggested that a small set of CRs is chosen for progression of the UE power saving issues rather than splitting discussion over all proposed CRs.
It was agreed to focus on S2-2107584 (MediaTek) for 23.501 and S2-2107760 (Qualcomm) for 23.502.
The LS OUT in S2-2107627 (Huawei) should be the focus for the LS. Other related CRs and LSs should be marked Merged into these documents.

S2-2107381 (CR) 23.501 CR3094: MUSIM support for SNPN access mode (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung, Intel, MediaTek Inc, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Charter Communications, Deutsche Telekom).
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_147E_Electronic_2021-10/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_2021-10-18_1300UTC/S2-2107381r02.zip
3	New TDoc Allocation
No new TD numbers were allocated at this CC.

4	AoB
Ericsson asked for clarification on the Rel-18 SI/WI handling, to avoid that work tasks which have RAN dependencies versus one that would need new Study in RAN. Due to the new guidelines, some resolution on single Rapporteurs of multiple work items is needed. Guidance on what to do about Work Tasks with > 16 TUs is requested.
The SA WG2 Chair replied that any RAN dependency which will require a corresponding Study item in other WGs should be indicated wherever possible, but should not be a reason to not agree on SA WG2 SID.
For the Rapporteur with multiple work items, this should be acceptable until the TSG SA prioritization, at which point TSG SA should be able to resolve this by finding alternative Rapporteurs where necessary.
For large WIs with > 16TUs, this should be resolved wherever possible, but as the Prioritization exercise may reduce some WIs by removal of Wok tasks and will take the total capacity of SA WG2 into account, it is better to not have too ambitious proposals.
Intel asked if status report should be provided for 100% complete items e.g., MUSIM. The SA WG2 Chair replied that status report is needed even if WI is 100% complete as there are still substantial number of CRs. It would be good to highlight any controversial issue. For SA2#147E the status report is optional as input to SA WG2 status to TSG SA#94E will be provided after November SA WG2 meeting.
OPPO asked clarification on Rel-18 SID moderated email discussion. The SA WG2 Chair replied that need for Rel-18 SID moderated email discussion will be determined based on the output of SA2#147E.
The SA WG2 Chair mentioned that Rel-17 topics should be resolved by the revision/final comments deadline and not pushed to CC#2.
The SA WG2 Chair mentioned that he will send out the proposal on additional CC on Thursday, Oct 21 (1300 - 1500 UTC) to further discuss issue on the resolution of EN - 'How to guarantee that the UE uses the EASDF's IP address'.

Closed: 18 October 2021, 15.00 UTC


