Notes of SA2#149E_CC#2
Version 1

Opened: 18 February 2022, 13.30 UTC

~ 180 people attended the conference call

Attendees: The following companies were recorded as present (list not exhaustive or verified)
Apple
AT&T
Broadcom
BT
CableLabs
CATT
Charter
China Mobile
China Telecom
China Unicom
Cisco
CMCC
CMTI
Comcast
Deutsche Telekom
DISH
DOCOMO
Ericsson
ETRI
FirstNet
Fujitsu
Futurewei
GateHouse
Huawei
IDCC
Intel
InterDigital
Lenovo
LG Uplus
LGE
MediaTek
MITRE
NEC
Nokia
NTT DOCOMO
OPPO
Orange
OTD
Peraton Labs
Qualcomm
Rakuten Mobile
Samsung
Sandvine
Siemens
Sony
Tencent
Thales
T-Mobile USA
Verizon
vivo
Vodafone
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 primarily handle issues marked 'For CC#2' in the Combined Chair notes. https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_149E_Electronic_2022-02/INBOX/Chair_Notes/ChairNotes_Combined_AI%234.X_5.X_6.X_7.X_8.29-02-17-2000.doc

1.	Issues marked as "For CC#2" in Combined Chairs note for AI# 4.1, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X 8.29
TD S2‑2200310 (CR) 23.502 CR3135R3: SMF+PGW-C assigned PDU Session ID (Source: Ericsson, [Cisco, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, ZTE])
e-mail comments:
Laurent (Nokia): provides r01, OK to take 0310 as a baseline, merging 0112 in it, while we take 0113 (LS) as the baseline for the Ls out
Judy (Ericsson) is OK with r01
Josep (DT) co-signs, provides r03, please disregard wrongly-uploaded r02.
Zhendong (ZTE): provides r04
Susan (Huawei) raises objection to the UDM based solution and provides r05.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) supports the CR and would like to cosign
Judy (Ericsson) thanks Josep (DT), Zhendong (ZTE) and Sebastian (Qualcomm) for support of UDM approach, responds to Susan (Huawei) that the statement 'it requires the HSS to be upgraded to an UDM' is not really correct and has major concern on the new proposal of PCF storing PDU Session ID(s) in UDR
Laurent (Nokia): Supports Judy
Antoine (Orange) supports r04 and would like to co-sign.
Judy (Ericsson) thanks Antoine (Orange) for your support.
Susan (Huawei) replies to Judy and keeps objection to UDM based solution, i.e. r00, r01, r02, r03, r04.
Susan (Huawei) replies to Laurent (Nokia).
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies
Judy (Ericsson) responds to Susan (Huawei) and provide r07 based on r04, only change is that Qualcomm and Orange are added in Source.
Laurent (Nokia): Supports Sebastian
Judy (Ericsson) share the view from Sebastian and Laurent, and provides r08 adding Telecom Italia and Verizon as co-source.
Zhendong (ZTE):similar view with sebastian (qualcomm)
Irfan (Cisco) also supports the CR and continues to co-sign r09
Susana (Vodafone) supports this version of the CR
Judy (Ericsson) thanks Susana (Vodafone) for support and provides r10 adding Vodafone as co-source.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Susan (Huawei) replies and keeps objection to all versions of this CR, except r05, r06.
Serge (T-Mobile USA) supports this CR and is willing to cosign r10.
Farooq (AT&T) also supports R10.
Judy (Ericsson) thanks Farooq and Serge's support, objects to r5/r06, points out that Huawei's objection lacks of technical ground (explained below) thus request to withdraw their objection, otherwise propose SOH at CC#2.
Susan (Huawei) replies to Judy (Ericsson) what she said that Huawei's objection lacks of technical ground is not true.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Susan
Laurent (Nokia): objects to R05/R06
Susan (Huawei) replies to Sebastian (Qualcomm)
Susan (Huawei) replies to Laurent (Nokia) and keeps objection to all versions except r05/r06.
Josep (DT) comments.
Susan (Huawei) replies to Josep (DT) and propose to either postpone this CR to next meeting.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) supports the comments made by DT (Josep)
Judy (Ericsson) supports the comments from Josep (DT) and responds to Susan (Huawei).
Susan (Huawei) keeps objection to all versions except r05/r06, but could accept to postpone this CR to next meeting for further check.
Susan (Huawei) replies to Judy (Ericsson).
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia reported that a proposal for a show of hands was provided in https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_149E_Electronic_2022-02/INBOX/CCs/CC%232_2022-02-18_1330UTC/SOH_S2-2200310_SMFassignedPDUsessionIDduplication.pptx.
AT&T asked whether there was an option to do neither option. The SA WG2 Chair replied that first support for each option will be taken.
Question: which of the following options should be proceeded?
Option-A: S2-2200310r10: UDM approach
	Yes:	14
Option-B: S2-2200310r06: UDR+PCF approach
	Yes:	3
Option A had good support. Huawei objected to Option A. 
Nokia commented that the LS in S2-2201271 depended on the agreement for this CR and should not be marked as approved at this point. Huawei sustained their objection for this meeting and suggested postponing this until the next meeting to allow further discussion. This was a Rel-17 issue and had been discussed for a number of meetings already. It was suggested by Qualcomm and later by Ericsson to establish a Working Agreement for this issue for resolution at TSG SA. Huawei commented that they had proposed a new solution which had not been fully discussed and considered it a better solution.
It was pointed out that it may not be possible to hold a Vote at the March TSG SA meeting, due to the plans to refresh Voting rights under discussion in the PCG.
It was agreed to establish a Working Agreement on approval of S2-2200310r10 (revised in S2-2201675).
S2-2200310r10 was revised in S2-2201675, which was approved, subject to a Working Agreement. The LS OUT in S2-2201271 should include an indication that the attached CR is subject to a Working Agreement

TD S2‑2200037 (LS In) LS from IEEE 802.1 Working Group: Liaison response to work items related to deterministic communication in ITU-T SG13 (Source: IEEE 802.1 Working Group)
e-mail comments:
Shabnam (Ericsson) LS can be noted as for information about work that has been and being done in IEEE and 3GPP.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====

This LS was confirmed as noted.

TD S2‑2200054 (LS In) LS from CT WG4: Reply LS on Support of Asynchronous Type Communication in N1N2MessageTransfer (Source: CT WG4)
Comment:
Responses drafted in S2-2200282 and S2-2201011.

Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was postponed.

TD S2‑2200282 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] Reply LS on Support of Asynchronous Type Communication in N1N2MessageTransfer (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon)
e-mail comments:
Hannu (Nokia) proposes to use TD S2‑2201011 instead of this draft LS as the basis for SA2 reply.
Qian (Ericsson) provides comments.
Haris(Qualcomm) comments that the justification for ATC used in PMIC is not correct and configuration to use/not use ATC based on DNN/S-NSSAI is rudimentary and not so practical
Haiyang (Huawei) responds to Haris (Qualcomm)
Hannu (Nokia) supports the views of Haris and Qian and replies to Haiyang (Huawei).
Saso (Intel) supports the LS reply in 1011 and the removal of the ATC functionality from the specification.
Sang-Jun (Samsung) supports the LS reply in 0282 and objects to the removal of the ATC functionality from the specification.
Qian (Ericsson) asks a question.
Hannu (Nokia) provides r01 to reduce the SA2 reply to what can be decided in the meeting. Can agree either TD S2‑2201011 or TD S2‑2200282r01 but not the original version of TD S2‑2200282.
Haiyang (Huawei) comments that r01 brings no valuable info to CT4. And provide r02 as comprimise.
Hannu (Nokia) can't agree that r02 represents a compromise as it fails to consider the feedback that has been given in this meeting on the proposed responses to CT4. Provides r03, can live with also r01 but r02 is not acceptable.
Haiyang (Huawei) provides r04.
Haris(Qualcomm) comments that r02 is incorrect
Hannu (Nokia) shares the view of Haris(Qualcomm) that r02 is not accurate representation of SA2 opinion or SA2 specifications. Proposes r03 instead.
Hannu (Nokia) can't accept r04 as it fails to reflect SA2 specifications and the technical discussion in the meeting. Proposes to agree r03.
Haiyang (Huawei) comments.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Haiyang (Huawei) is OK with r00, r01, and r04. Cannot accept r01 and r03.
Tao (VC) guess haiyang means ok with r00, r02 and r04
Haiyang (Huawei) confirm OK with r00, r02, and r04
Haris(Qualcomm) comments that only r01 reflects reality based on existing specifications, therefore objects to all other versions
Hannu (Nokia) replies to Haiyang (Huawei). Nokia can support only r01 and r03.
Sang-Jun (Samsung) supports r04, and objects to r03.
Tao(VC) it reads no agreeable version so far.
Qian (Ericsson) comments that it is meaningless to send back a LS response to CT4 without any conclusion. We can NOTE this paper and go back to 1011. If we don't have a valid use case, we removed it which is not really a proper/workable feature.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====

Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was noted.

TD S2‑2201026 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] Response LS on NAS PDU delivery during PDU Session modification procedure (Source: CATT)
e-mail comments:
LiMeng (Huawei) comments TD S2‑2201025 and TD S2‑2201026 shall be discussed together and provides r01.
Yunjing (CATT) provides r02 to correct the Work Item based on r00.
Yunjing (CATT) comments r01.
LiMeng (Huawei) thanks the reminder from Yunjing (CATT) and provides r03 based on r01.
Stefan (Ericsson) comments and provides r04
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Yunjing (CATT) comments on r04 and provides r05 in draft folder.
LiMeng (Huawei) is fine with r05.
LiMeng (Huawei) objects to r01-r04, and r00(original version) suggests to check r05 in CC#2.
Stefan (Ericsson) provides r06 in DRAFTS
LiMeng (Huawei) is fine with r06.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====
Hannu (Nokia) supports r05 and r06.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2‑2201026r06 was agreed and revised in S2-2201676, which was approved.

TD S2‑2200423 (LS In) LS from RAN WG3: LS on NAS PDU delivery during PDU Session modification procedure (Source: RAN WG3)
Comment:
Response drafted in S2-2201026.

Discussion and conclusion:
Final response in S2-2201676 (Status: Replied to).
TD S2‑2200443 (CR) 23.501 CR3503: SSC mode support by the UEs (Source: Ericsson)
e-mail comments:
Antoine (Orange) provides r01.
Saso (Intel) comments on r01.
Magnus H (Ericsson) provides r02
Fenqin (Huawei) ask one question
Magnus H (Ericsson) comments
Hui (Huawei) provides r03.
Chris (Vodafone) asks for clarification on SSC mode2.
Dan (China Mobile) comments
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Leo (Deutsche Telekom) comments, and can accept r03, but proposes some changes (latest at the next SA2 meeting).
Hui (Huawei) can only accept r03, or r03 with changes proposed by Leo (Deutsche Telekom).
Magnus H (Ericsson) accepts r03 with the changes proposed by Leo (Deutsche Telekom)
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====
Hui (Huawei) uploaded r04 and ask to discuss in CC#2.

Discussion and conclusion:
S2‑2200443r03 was agreed and revised in S2-2201677, which was approved.

TD S2‑2201275 (CR) 23.501 CR3504R1: SSC mode support by the UEs (Source: Ericsson)
e-mail comments:

Discussion and conclusion:
This mirror CR should be aligned with the base CR in S2-21201677 and was approved.

TD S2‑2201276 (CR) 23.501 CR3505R1: SSC mode support by the UEs (Source: Ericsson)
e-mail comments:

Discussion and conclusion:
This mirror CR should be aligned with the base CR in S2-21201677 and was approved.

TD S2‑2201274 (LS OUT) Reply LS on mandatory SSC modes supported by UE (Source: Ericsson)
e-mail comments:

Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was approved.

TD S2‑2200957 (CR) 23.401 CR3687: Clarification on handling of UE radio capability for paging when MME changes (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Steve (Huawei) asks for clarification
Qian (Ericsson) provides comments and consider no clarification is needed
Alessio(Nokia) explains and replies to Steven: stage 3 only allows one UE radio capability for paging to be transferred, not both.
Alessio(Nokia) replies to Qian
Qian (Ericsson) provides further comments.
Haris(Qualcomm) comments and provides r01
Qian (Ericsson) asks questions on r01
Haris(Qualcomm) responds
Qian(Ericsson) asks further questions
Qian(Ericsson) provides comments
alessio(Nokia) provides r02
Qian (Ericsson) comments and provides r03
Steve (Huawei) comments
Haris(Qualcomm) asks question
Qian (Ericsson) replies
Alessio(Nokia) comments (and states r03 is not acceptable)
Steve (Huawei) provides r04
alessio(Nokia) still prefer r02.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Qian (Ericsson) provides further comments and supports r04 or r03
Steve (Huawei) prefers r04, objects to r00, r01, r02.
Alessio(Nokia) can only accept r02
Haris(Qualcomm) comments that r04 creates more confusion, r03 could be better. R02 is technically correct
alessio(Nokia) proposes the way forward to be discussed at CC#2
Chris (Vodafone) supports discussion at CC#2. R04 seems to miss critical information.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====
Qian (Ericsson) responds
Chris (Vodafone) replies to a question from ZTE and tries to explain the situation.

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia suggested that S2‑2200957r03 with a modification 'If the RAT type is indicated by the new MME' would be acceptable. S2‑2200957r03 with this change was agreed and revised in S2-2201678, which was approved.

TD S2‑2201005 (CR) 23.502 CR3403: Inter-AMF Xn handover (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
LiMeng (Huawei) comments.
Hannu (Nokia) replies to LiMeng.
Hannu (Nokia) replies to LiMeng and points out why the existing text is incorrect and it causes handovers to fail.
Qian (Ericsson) provides comments and ask question.
Hannu (Nokia) supports the interpretation from Qian (Ericsson) and asks for acceptable way to solve the conflict in the specs?
Haris(Qualcomm) comments that he does not understand the problem this CR tries to solve
Jinguo(ZTE) comments that the changes are not necessary.
Hannu (Nokia) replies to Jinguo(ZTE) and Haris(Qualcomm) and shares r01.
Hannu (Nokia) responds to Haris(Qualcomm).
Hannu (Nokia) provides the other half of the response to Haris(Qualcomm).
Haris(Qualcomm) responds
LiMeng (Huawei) provides r02
Hannu (Nokia) thanks LiMeng (Huawei) for help and provides r03.
Jinguo(ZTE) comments on r03.
Hannu (Nokia) responds to comment from Jinguo(ZTE) in r04.
Haris(Qualcomm) provides r05
Hannu (Nokia) thanks Haris(Qualcomm) for r05. Nokia can agree either r04 or r05.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Jinguo(ZTE) don't agree both r04 and r05 since both of them are incorrect
Qian (Ericsson) supports Jinguo's (ZTE) understanding
Haris(Qualcomm) comments that r03 does not reflect the explanation from Qian and Jinguo
Qian (Ericsson) responds to Haris (Qualcomm)
Haris(Qualcomm) comments that r05+change suggested by Qian is correct
Hannu (Nokia) agrees with the discussion so far and proposes r03 as the way forward.
Jinguo(ZTE) suggest a new revision
Hannu (Nokia) agrees the concept does not object to late revision as has been discussed, but points out that note cannot change normative requirement.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====

Discussion and conclusion:
S2‑2201005r05 with a change was considered. Nokia commented that in r03 to r05 there is a duplicate of the referenced text and a r06 was provided after the deadline to do this. It was suggested to change replacing 'source' with 'target' in r05. Vodafone did not agree that this would be correct and r05 should not be changed in this way. ZTE commented that r04 and r05 are not correct in their view. Qualcomm commented that the issue is whether the source or target will do the binding before the path switch is sent and this should be further discussed. This CR was then postponed.

TD S2‑2201672 (CR) 23.501 CR3465R1: Adding NSWO NF in the architecture (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
Comment:
Revision of S2‑22001172r16.

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia commented that there was agreement, but there was a request to send an LS to SA WG3 on this to align their specifications. S2‑2201672 was then approved. Companies may contribute to SA WG3 directly on this topic if they wish.

TD S2‑2200959 (CR) 23.501 CR3355R1: Clarification on mobility from NG-RAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Qian (Ericsson) provides comments
Alessio(Nokia) asks Ericsson to disclose the good practices so they become part of the standard.
Qian (Ericsson) responds and provides r01.
Zhendong (ZTE):ask question for clarification
Zhendong (ZTE): provides response
Alessio(Nokia) replies
Qian (Ericsson) comments.
Alessio(Nokia) comments.
Qian (Ericsson) responds.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
alessio(Nokia) provides r02 based on comments.
Qian (Ericsson) comments and provides r03.
Fenqin (Huawei) ask a question
Fenqin (Huawei) responds
alessio(Nokia) provides the small update of r03 in CC#2 subfolder on 2-3G IWK
Qian (Ericsson) proposes to go with r01. It can be discussed if r03(which is uploaded after revision deadline) can be agreed in CC#2. Qian (Ericsson) objects to the removal of the text on top of r03.
Fenqin (Huawei) we can go r01
alessio(Nokia) r01 is not really moving us anywhere forward as everyone knows where to find T-ADS. so we cannot live with R01.
alessio(Nokia) cannot go with R01
Fenqin (Huawei) comments.
Alessio (Nokia) comments that this is R0. so we are really happy to go with R0 if this is ok.
Qian (Ericsson) comments what Fenqin(Huawei) proposed is different from R0. There are extra text need to be removed from r0
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia suggested postponing this. This CR was postponed.

TD S2‑2200386 (CR) 23.501 CR3496: Requirement for signalling separate IMEI for each network subscription (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated)
e-mail comments:
Qianghua (Huawei) provides r01
Devaki (Nokia) comments.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Xiaowan (vivo) disagree r01 and request to revoke the removal of 'when it registers to the network'
Devaki (Nokia) proposes to postpone the paper (seems authors have not had time to answer to the comments prior to the deadline, I assume it was not so important to resolve during this meeting).
Qianghua (Huawei) OK to postpone and questions the rational for disagreement from vivo
Xiaowan(vivo) replies to Qianghua (Huawei) and can accept r01 if 'uses different network subscriptions to' is added, i.e. the whole sentence is 'When a UE uses different network subscriptions to register simultaneously to a PLMN and a SNPN, the UE shall use a separate PEI for each network subscription.'
Qianghua (Huawei) OK with your proposal
Haris(Qualcomm) responds
Haris(Qualcomm) provides post-deadline r02 in DRAFTS based on text from Qianghua
Devaki (Nokia) ok with the technical updates in r02, still prefer the updates for both Rel-16/Rel-17 in the right clause (5.30.2.3) but can live with r02 for now.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====

Discussion and conclusion:
Qualcomm suggested S2‑2200386r01 with changing 'When a UE register simultaneously to a PLMN and a SNPN' to 'When a UE uses different network subscriptions to register simultaneously to a PLMN and a SNPN'. Orange asked why the condition is needed as simultaneous registration will need different network subscriptions and r01 is acceptable as it is. Nokia agreed that the current terminology in r01 was acceptable. Vivo suggested that r02 was acceptable to them. This CR was postponed.

TD S2‑2200293 (CR) 23.502 CR3336: Handover of a PDU Session from 3GPP to untrusted non-3GPP access (I-SMF case) (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
e-mail comments:
Fenqin (Huawei) provides r01
Jinguo (ZTE) comments
Laurent (Nokia): Comments
Jinguo (ZTE) response to Laurent and provide r02
Laurent (Nokia): potential concerns with r02
Jinguo(ZTE) replies
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Fenqin (ZTE) comments.
Jinguo(ZTE) response.
Stefan (Ericsson) comments
Laurent (Nokia): Same point as Stefan about R02. can only live with R00
Fenqin (Huawei) comments
Fenqin (Huawei) comments and provides r03
Jinguo(ZTE) response to Stefan(Ericsson)
Fenqin(Huawei) response to Laurent(Nokia) and suggest to go r03 and bring to CC#2.
Stefan (Ericsson) replies to Jinguo
Jinguo(ZTE) comments
Laurent (Nokia): answers
Jinguo(ZTE) response and can live with r03
Laurent (Nokia): proposes R00 with following modification: '4) Figure 4.9.2.4.2-1 step 3 involving I-SMF instead of V-SMF, starting from step 5c of clause 4.3.4.3'; + have this handled at CC2
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====
Laurent (Nokia): proposes R00 with following modification: '4) Figure 4.9.2.4.2-1 step 3 involving I-SMF instead of V-SMF starting from step 5c of Figure 4.3.4.3-1 and up to step 15 of Figure 4.3.4.3-1

Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia commented that there was agreement with the original document changing Step 3 is changed to: the step 3 in clause 4.9.2.4.2 is executed involving I-SMF instead of V-SMF, with following differences: - Step 4 is removed, Step 5-7 changed to sub-bullet. - Last sentence starts by "The steps 2 to 3 above shall be repeated'. S2‑2200293r00 with these changes was agreed and revised in S2-2201679, which was approved.

TD S2‑2200294 (CR) 23.502 CR3337: Handover of a PDU Session from 3GPP to untrusted non-3GPP access (I-SMF case) (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
Comment:
Mirror CR.

Discussion and conclusion:
This was revised to align with the base CR in S2-2201679 to S2-2201680, which was approved.

TD S2‑2200508 (CR) 23.501 CR3317R2: Enabling slice priority and slice groups for RRM purposes (Source: Ericsson, China Mobile)
e-mail comments:
DongEun(Samsung) ask for clarifications.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides reply
Peter (Ericsson) provides comments and r01
DongEun(Samsung) comments.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r02
Haiyang (Huawei) comments and provides r03 only focusing on priority
Jinguo(ZTE) suggest to discuss whether to send TA list in NSAC information in 2200847
Alessio(Nokia) proposes to merge this in TD S2‑2200847
Jinguo(ZTE) suggests that 0508 can focus on the priority part and 847 can focus on other aspects.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r04
Alessio(Nokia) provides r05
Patrice (Huawei) comments
Haiyang(Huawei) provides r06
alessio(nokia) provides r07
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) objects to wording in r05, r06 and 07 with the reasoning as explained below that has not been countered with technical arguments.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) suggests to bring CR up at CC#2
Jinguo(ZTE) comments
Haiyang(Huawei) comments and suggests to go with r03
alessio(Nokia) is ok to note the CR since we cannot reach agreement on the way forward on priority. it's a pity as r07 was receiving good support based on the idea the priority is left to the UE. your statement that a slice cannot be prioritized unless the UE immediately establishes a PDU session on it is a bit vague as the cell selection has happened, the UE registers, the UE may even attempt a PDU session establishment and this fails so now what. Note also all slices are first requested without a PDU session. in general this s one arbitrary statement that can be valid in many cases but why forbid a case there this is not valid. we do not understand your logic.
Jinguo(ZTE) asks to discuss this LS at CC#2
Dongeun (Samsung) cannot agree with all the revisions
Haiyang (Huawei) indicates to Dongeun (Samsung) that r03 is only related to priority, nothing related to the RA
Dongeun (Samsung) provides reason to disagree with r03
Haiyang (Huawei) responds to Dongeun (Samsung)
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides clarifications
Dongeun (Samsung) can live with r03 if either 0847 or 0280 are agreed
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) Can accept r00, r01, r02, or with slice prioritization aspects only the r04, i.e. objects to r03, r05, r06, r07.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====
Haiyang (Huawei) comments to r04

Discussion and conclusion:
ZTE proposed two options in https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_149E_Electronic_2022-02/INBOX/CCs/CC%232_2022-02-18_1330UTC/Slice%20group%20and%20priority.pptx
NSASG granularity:
Option 1: The granularity of NSASG is per TA and the NSASG information in the NAS can include the TA list in which this NSAG is valid.
	847r02(501 CR) + 918(502 CR) + 1030r03(LS out)
Option 2: The granularity of NSASG is per PLMN.
	280r03(501 CR) +281r02(502 CR) +1030r06(LS Out)

Objections to Option 1:	5	Deutsche Telekom, Ericsson, MediaTek, Huawei, OPPO.
Objections to Option 2:	2	Nokia, Verizon
Deutsche Telekom commented that without accepting adding network control, this cannot be accepted. 
China Mobile asked whether further discussion can be held for Slicing issues until Deadline 2 and only establish a working agreement if necessary.
The following documents were re-allocated to agenda item 8.28 for further discussion.
TD S2‑2200508 (CR) 23.501 CR3317R2: Enabling slice priority and slice groups for RRM purposes (Source: Ericsson, China Mobile)
TD S2‑2200847 (CR) 23.501 CR3539: Enabling configuration of Network Slice AS Groups (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
TD S2‑2200918 (CR) 23.502 CR3300R1: Enabling configuration of Network Slice AS Groups (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
TD S2‑2200280 (CR) 23.501 CR3482: Enabling Network Slice Access Stratum groups (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon)
TD S2‑2200281 (CR) 23.502 CR3334: Enabling Network Slice Acess stratum group (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon)

TD S2‑2201030 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] Reply LS on Slice list and priority information for cell reselection (Source: ZTE)
Discussion and conclusion:
MediaTek commented that RAN WG2 should be informed even if there is no consensus on this, as they are writing corresponding CRs for this. This was moved to agenda item 8.28 for further discussion.

TD S2‑2200012 (LS In) LS on Slice list and priority information for cell reselection (Source: CT WG1)
Comment:
Revision of Postponed S2-2108280 from S2#148E.

Discussion and conclusion:
CC#2: Moved back to Agenda item 8.28.

TD S2‑2200017 (LS In) Reply LS on Slice list and priority information for cell reselection (Source: RAN WG2)
Comment:
Revision of Postponed S2-2108996 from S2#148E. Response drafted in S2-2201030.

Discussion and conclusion:
CC#2: Moved back to Agenda item 8.28.

TD S2‑2201267 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] Reply LS on alternative IMSI for MUSIM (Source: SA WG2)
e-mail comments:
Lars (Sony) provides original version for the new tdoc number received during CC#1
Steve (Huawei) provides r01
Lars (Sony) provides r02
Alessio(Nokia)) provides r03
Steve (Huawei) comments
Lars (Sony) provides r04
Steve (Huawei) provides r05
Lars (Sony) provides r06
alessio(Nokia) prefers r03
alessio(Nokia) cannot accept any version than r03.
Steve (Huawei) r03 does not provide the whole picture and unnecessarily constrains RAN2 - it becomes pointless.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Saso (Intel) proposes to agree r06 and to consider 0146 merged into 1267.
Lars (Sony) proposes to agree r06.
Steve (Huawei) can live with r06
Xiaowan(vivo) comment r06 since it doesn't reply RAN2's request in the LS in TD S2‑2201252
Alessio(Nokia) proposes the way forward based on a small change to r06.
Xiaowan(vivo) disagrees r06. If we cannot make decision this meeting to choose 1) ask RAN2 to follow SA2(23.401) or 2) SA2 follow RAN2(36.304); I request to postpone LS reply and continue the discussion next meeting.
Steve (Huawei) comments.
Lars (Sony) comments.
Guillaume (MediaTek Inc.) comments.
Lars (Sony) provides a draft of an r07 in the drafts folder, let's see if we can agree on an updated revision of the LS in CC#2.
alessio(Nokia) supports the brief but effective summary by Guillaume on where we are
We are ok with r07 .
Guillaume (MediaTek Inc.) provides r07.
Lars (Sony) provides r08 and ask to discuss in CC2.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====
Steve (Huawei) provides r09
Saso (Intel) provides r10
Lars (Sony) is ok with r10

Discussion and conclusion:
S2‑2201267r10 was agreed and revised in S2-2201681, which was approved.

TD S2‑2201252 (LS In) LS from RAN WG2: LS to SA2 and CT1 on alternative IMSI for MUSIM (Source: RAN WG2)
Comment:
CC#1: Response drafted in S2-2201267.

Discussion and conclusion:
Final response in S2-2201681 (Status: Replied to).

TD S2‑2200146 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS reply on Reply LS on RAN WG2 agreements for MUSIM (Source: vivo)
e-mail comments:
Lars (Sony) ask whether we can consider this MERGED into TD S2‑2201267
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Revisions Deadline ====
Saso (Intel) agrees with Lars (Sony) that 0146 can be merged into TD S2‑2201267
Xiaowan(vivo) replies TD S2‑2200146(reply to TD S2‑2200018) and TD S2‑2201267( reply to TD S2‑2201252) are the different LS reply to different RAN2 LS. hence, 0146 cannot be merged into TD S2‑2201267.
Lars (Sony) not sure way it is not possible to reply with one LS to more than one LSin.
Lars (Sony) this LSout can only be Approved if the LSout in TD S2‑2201267 is Approved. Else this LSout should be postponed.
==== 4.X, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X, 8.29, 10.2 (Work Plan) Final Deadline ====
Saso (Intel) points there is no rule prohibiting the use of one LS reply for two incoming LSs.

Discussion and conclusion:
This was merged into S2-2101681.

TD S2‑2200018 (LS In) LS from RAN WG2: Reply LS on RAN2 agreements for MUSIM (Source: RAN WG2)
Comment:
Revision of Postponed S2-2108997 from S2#148E. Response drafted in S2-2200146.

Discussion and conclusion:
Final response in S2-2101681 (Status: Replied to).

2.	Any other issues in the combined Chair's note for AI# 4.1, 5.X, 6.X, 7.X 8.29
Ericsson asked for the status of S2-2200315 to be clarified. It was clarified that r02 with changes was agreed and revised to S2-2201673, which was approved.

TD S2‑2201214 (LS In) LS on indication of direct data forwarding availability (Source: RAN WG3)
Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was noted.


3.	AI#10.2 Workplan on Jan 2023 ad-hoc confirmation
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_149E_Electronic_2022-02/INBOX/Chair_Notes/ChairNotes_Puneet_02-17-1700.doc
TD S2‑2201218 (WORK PLAN) SA WG2 work planning (Source: SA WG2 Chair)
Discussion and conclusion:
The meeting dates and numbers were corrected. The August Gothenburg meeting cannot be adjusted in length by the host so other method to handle the increased work load will need to be sought.
Meetings #153(-e) and #154(-e) are still TBD whether to extend their lengths if electronic.
As there is no July 2022 ad-hoc meeting, there needs to be a January 2023 ad-hoc. It needs to be decided whether to hold this F2F or e-meeting, depending also on host availability. The dates should not be changed without very good reason.
Huawei suggested postponing the holding of the January 2023 ad-hoc until a later time. The SA WG2 Chair replied that this will be scheduled but the decision to hold F2F or electronically will be decided later. Huawei had concerns with the dates for the ad-hoc.
It was clarified that planning on whether to hold face to face or e-meetings should be made around 6 months before the meeting. The TSG SA Chair commented that the decision on whether meetings can be held Face to face or electronically is made by the PCG. 
CATT commented that the dates are very close to the Lunar New Year which is an important event in Asia. The SA WG2 Chair replied that it is difficult to avoid all holidays for all regions, as an example, February 2022/2023 falls over US national holiday (President Day). For the January 2023 meeting there is no overlap and it finishes before the Lunar New Year.
It was agreed that if this is a face to face meeting, it should be scheduled to close on Thursday to allow delegates to return before the Lunar New Year celebrations on Saturday. It would also be useful to try to host this meeting in Asia.
S2‑2201218 was updated and revised in S2-2201683 and will be uploaded to the Revisions and INBOX folders. S2-2201683 was endorsed.


4.	New TD allocation
TD S3‑220453 LS In received from SA WG3 today
Discussion and conclusion:
This new incoming LS from SA WG3 was allocated to S2-2201519 and placed in agenda item 8.28.
TD S3‑2200339 and TD S3‑2201477 were moved to Agenda item 8.28 for discussion with the new SA WG3 LS in S2-2201519.
Huawei commented that a late LS from the GSMA was received in S2-2201266. A Response LS to TSG SA to collate responses was allocated in S2-2201682.


5.	AoB
Items raised here are reported with the discussion of related items.

8.	Closing of the CC
The CC was extended by agreement for 10 minutes.
The SA WG2 Chair thanked delegates for participating in this call and closed the CC.

Closed: 18 February 2022, 15.40 UTC


