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Version 1


Opened: 17 January 2023, 13.30 UTC

~ 255 people attended the conference call

Attendees: The following companies were recorded as present (list not exhaustive or verified)
Apple
AT&T
Avanti
BROADCOM
BT
CableLabs
CATT
Charter
China Mobile
China Telecom
China Unicom
CMCC
Comcast
Convida Wireless
Deutsch Telekom
DISH
DOCOMO
Ericsson
F5
Fujitsu
Futurewei
Google
Huawei
Intel
InterDigital
KDDI
KPN
Kyocera
Lenovo
LGE
LMCO
MediaTek
Meta
NEC
NICT
Nokia
OPPO
OQTEC
Oracle
Orange
OTD
Philips
Qualcomm
ROHDE & SCHWARZ
Samsung
Sony
Tencent
Thales
T-Mobile USA
Verizon
vivo
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.
1	Opening of the Conference Call
The SA WG2 Chair indicated that this CC will primarily handle issues needing a show of hands and uploaded into CC#2 folder and SA WG2 Work Planning.

2	Slides for Show of Hands
Issues for SoH (pre-Rel-18 issues will be prioritized) in CC#2 folder: https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_154AHE_Electronic_2023-01/INBOX/CCs/CC%232_17_Jan_1330_UTC
FS_PIN - 154AHE-SoH-CC#2.pptx
FS_PIN: Way Forward for Open Issues
Following options are proposed:
-	Opt #1: One PDU sessions of a PEGC can serve more than one PIN (i.e., 1-1* mapping). (S2-2300970)
-	Opt #1.1: one PDU of a PEGC serves multiple PINs with the condition that no differentiation among those PINs are needed (S2-2300228)
-	Opt #2: One or more PDU sessions of a PEGC serve one PIN (i.e., 1*-1 mapping), in this case, a PIN is able to support, e.g., both internet and ims. (S2-2301125)
-	Opt #3 (most restricted): One and only one PDU session of a PEGC serves one PIN (i.e., 1-1 mapping), in this case, a PIN is not able to support, e.g., both internet and ims. (S2-2301208)
-	Opt #4: one PDU sessions of a PEGC can serve more than one PIN and one PIN can use one or more PDU sessions based on the specific PIN application service using existing mechanism.

Opt#1 and Opt#2 are not alternatives, both can be WF, but if Opt #1 and Opt #2 both do not have more supporters, Opt #3 is the WF

Q1: Which mapping relationship between PIN and PDU session is specified?
	SoH on Opt#1:
	YES:	11
	Samsung; KPN; Xiaomi; Apple; vivo; Qualcomm; Huawei; T-Mobile USA; BROADCOM; Google; Deutsche Telekom
	NO:	3
	Nokia; InterDigital; Ericsson
	If Yes, then whether Opt #1.1:

	SoH on Opt#2:
	YES:	12
	InterDigital; Huawei; Xiaomi; LGE; Apple; Nokia; Ericsson; Philips; vivo; Qualcomm; T-Mobile USA; BROADCOM
	NO:	2
	Samsung; Xiaomi 

	SoH on Opt#3:
	YES:	5
	InterDigital; Samsung; Ericsson; Deutsche Telekom; Huawei 
	NO:	(not asked)

	SoH on Opt#4:
	YES:	6
	Xiaomi; Apple; T-Mobile USA; AT&T; ZTE; Huawei
	NO:	3
	Samsung; Nokia; InterDigital

Way Forward:	Option 2 had most support/least concerns expressed and should be pursued as a working assumption.


Whether PEMC UE needs a specific 5G subscription for providing PIN service
Following option is proposed for PEMC subscription data:
-	Opt #1: PEMC subscription data includes authorization info for PIN that is able to be provisioned by AF (S2-2300227, S2-2300229)

Q2: Shall 5GC support PEMC subscription data to identify a PEMC UE and authorize it to provide PIN service?
If YES is selected, then Opt #1 is selected , if NO is selected, then in R18, 5GC does not support PEMC subscription data.
	YES:	7
	KPN; InterDigital; Apple; T-Mobile USA; vivo; Xiaomi; Philips
	NO:	8
	Huawei; Samsung; Qualcomm; Nokia; ZTE; LGE; Deutsche Telekom; AT&T
Way Forward:	This option will not go forward.

Whether more parameters are needed in non-3GPP QoS assistance information
Following option is proposed to add more parameters in the non-3GPP QoS assistance info:
-	Opt #1: ARP and Periodicity (S2-2300474)

Q3: Shall ARP and periodicity be added to non-3GPP QoS assistance information?
If NO is selected, then no more parameters specified in R18
	YES:	5
	Qualcomm; InterDigital; BROADCOM; AT&T; Orange
	NO:	8
	KPN; Huawei; Ericsson; LGE; Samsung; ZTE; Xiaomi; Google
Way Forward:	This option will not go forward.

Support of validity duration and time validity for a PIN
Following options are proposed for 5GC managing the validity, some of them are lack of detail information:
-	Opt #1: AF provisions validity for a PIN to NEF, and then 5GC sends PIN policy to UE with a parameter derived from the validity info (similar as "Time Window" parameter in URSP rule) (S2-2300434)
-	Opt #2: AF provisions validity for a PIN to NEF, 5GC releases/activates/deactivates the PIN according to the validity (S2-2301124)
-	Opt #3: NEF/UDM authorizes UE acting as PEGC/PEMC considering the time duration validity in UE subscription data that provisioned by AF (also related to Q2) (S2-2300229)

Q4: Shall 5GC be responsible for managing the PIN validity duration?
If YES is selected, then Opt #1, #2, and #3 are applicable and need to be further discussed and determined, if NO is selected, then not specify in R18
	YES:	5
	KPN; Xiaomi; InterDigital; Futurewei; Intel
	NO:	12
	Huawei; MediaTek Inc.; Nokia; vivo LGE; Qualcomm; ZTE; OPPO; Google; Deutsche Telekom; BROADCOM; AT&T
Way Forward:	This option will not be specified for Rel-18.

Whether 5GC knows PINE ID
Following option is proposed for 5GC knowing PINE ID without detail information:
-	Opt #1: PEGC reports PINE ID to an NF and stored in PIN profile in UDR. (S2-2301203)

Q5: Shall 5G know the PINE ID that used for PINE authentication by AF/PMEC?
If YES is selected, then Opt #1 is applicable and need to be further discussed, if NO is selected, then not specify in R18
	YES:	7
	China Telecom; KPN; Philips; InterDigital; vivo; Futurewei; Xiaomi
	NO:	12
	Huawei; OPPO; LGE; Apple; Nokia; ZTE; Qualcomm; AT&T; Intel; Google; BROADCOM; Ericsson
Way Forward:	This option will not be specified for Rel-18.


FS_Ranging_SL_SoH_CC#2_Rev1.pptx
FS_Ranging_SL Open Issues
Problem Description
-	Ranging/SL positioning QoS includes (to be confirmed with RAN WGs)
-	Positioning QoS: e.g. Accuracy and latency of Ranging/SL Positioning distance and direction
-	RSPP transportation QoS: e.g. PQI for the case of PC5-U being RSPP transport
-	Some QoS parameters can be dynamically provided in the application layer service request based on the Ranging/SL Positioning application requirement; some other QoS parameters can be authorized and provisioned to the UE by 5GC with the mapping to the Ranging/SL positioning services

Q: Do you think the positioning QoS parameters are authorized and provisioned to the UE by 5GC with the mapping to the Ranging/SL positioning services ?
	YES:	5
	Huawei; Samsung; vivo; Ericsson; Nokia
	NO:	4
	Qualcomm; Interdigital; Intel; MediaTek

Problem Description
R2-2213142 mentions "In the context of sidelink (SL) positioning RAN2 has made the following agreements:
-	From RAN2 perspective, it is feasible to send at least the following positioning signalling using groupcast/broadcast:
-	SL positioning capability
-	SL positioning assistance data
-	Location information is not excluded and can be further considered in normative work.
-	RAN2 seeks SA2 feedback on the use cases for groupcast/broadcast signalling for SL positioning, and from SA3 RAN2 requests feedback on potential security requirements (e.g., for ciphering and/or integrity) and feasibility of protecting SL positioning capability (e.g. the capabilities of physical layer) and assistance data signalling transferred using groupcast/broadcast."
-	The potential security issues will be evaluated by SA3.

Q: Do you agree to consider the support of broadcast/groupcast for SL positioning capability and assistance data signalling for normative work in R18 if no security concern is indicated by SA3 or SA3 sees it feasible to resolve the security problems?
	YES:	9
	Xiaomi; MediaTek Inc.; Qualcomm; Philips; LGE; Apple; Intel; AT&T Interdigital
	NO:	2
	Huawei; Nokia 
Way Forward:	Continue with support for this as a working assumption to try to resolve issues. 
Determine whether support is mandatory or optional.

S2-230xxxx_SoH_questions_KI#1&2&3_FS_eUEPO_SA2#154AHE v4.pptx
SoH for KI#2 (5GC awareness of URSP enforcement)
Option A: Report URSP enforcement result (i.e. unrecognized Target Categories) to UE-PCF after URSP is delivered to UE. (S2-2301215)
Q1: Can we proceed with Option A for normative work (S2-2301215)?
	YES:	6
	Apple; OPPO; Google; Samsung; Nokia; BROADCOM
	NO:	8
	Deutsch Telekom; Orange; MediaTek; Qualcomm; Vodafone; NEC; Huawei; Lenovo

Option B: Report a URSP rule (i.e. Connection Capability in Traffic Descriptor) used to establish a PDU Session to SM-PCF during PDU Session Establishment/Modification procedure.
Q2: Can we proceed with Option B for normative work (S2-2301146)?
	YES:	16
Deutsch Telekom; China Unicom; KDDI; Huawei; T-Mobile USA; Samsung; Qualcomm; NEC; China Mobile; Intel; Vodafone; Ericsson; Lenovo; DISH; BT AT&T
	NO:	3
	MediaTek; Google; Apple

Option C: Report a URSP rule (i.e. Precedence in URSP rule) used to establish a PDU Session to SM-PCF during PDU Session Establishment/Modification procedure.
Q3: Can we proceed with Option C for normative work (S2-2300370)?
	YES:	9
	MediaTek; Orange; Huawei; KDDI; China Unicom; Deutsch Telekom; ZTE; Vodafone; AT&T
	NO:	5
	Google; Nokia; Apple; OPPO; NEC
Way Forward:	Continue with Option B as a working assumption to try to resolve issues.

SoH for KI#3 (Provision consistent URSP to UE across 5GS and EPS)
Sol#17 proposes the UE indicates support for "EPS applicability" parameter in RSD component to PCF, then the PCF may generate URSP rules including the "EPS applicability" for one or more RSD component in URSP. The "EPS applicability" parameter in an RSD component may indicate whether the UE shall ignore the parameter and use the rest of the parameters in the RSD when in EPS or whether the UE shall apply the parameter also in EPS. Absence of "EPS applicability" parameter in an RSD would mean the UE behaves as per Rel-17 specification.
Q1: Can we proceed with reduced Sol#17 into normative work (S2-2300975)?
	YES:	3
	Nokia; NEC; KDDI 
	NO:	3
	Huawei; Qualcomm; Samsung
Way Forward:	Just remove the editor's note in S2-2300975.

2	SA2 Work Planning
S2-2300381 SA WG2 Work Planning (Source: SA WG2 Chair)
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_154AHE_Electronic_2023-01/Docs/S2-2300381.zip
Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia commented that 0.25 is needed for 5TRS_URLLC in the Face to face meeting in May. Ericsson suggested that 0.5 should be allocated as reducing this increases scheduling conflicts for F2F meetings. 
May time unit allocation should be further refined after the progress at meetings is known.
NEC asked what would be needed if an issue is raised via an LS from another WG not related to SA WG2 items. The SA WG2 Chair replied that if there is substantial work needed WIDs can be created for alignment, or the work can be done with direct alignment CRs, or even using the WI Code for the WG asking for alignment work.
Ericsson commented that the Face to face meetings should include all items on the agenda and all alignment items can be handled in a plenary stream. This may be done for the April and May meetings. Vodafone commented that good agenda planning helps for delegates to plan vacation etc. and knowing what will not be on the agenda in advance is useful.
Thales commented that 5GSAT_Ph2 could have 0.5 for May. The SA WG2 Chair advised to leave the 1 TU for February in order to be able to handle the expected number of contributions. 0.5 TU may be also added for the May meeting.
OPPO commented that there are spare TU capacity in the February meetings and asked whether any TUs added to the meeting will be removed from future meetings for those Work Items. The SA WG2 Chair replied that completion of the WIs should be the focus, this is handled with a view for fairness and allowing some Work Items to finish earlier, rather than restriction of TUs for the May meeting.
China Mobile suggested moving the 0.5 TU for UPEAS from February to May meeting. This was agreed.
Qualcomm asked how PIN was intended to complete with only TUs in electronic meetings. Vivo replied that 0.5 TU can be transferred to the February meeting.
February updated TU allocation was endorsed, subject to resolution of any scheduling conflicts. 
Ericsson suggested reserving some TUs for Generic Rel-18 LS-related work to be handled in the May meeting. The same should be reserved for the April meeting.
AT&T asked whether Rel-19 proposals will be handled in the May meeting. The SA WG2 Chair replied that Rel-19 will be on the agenda but only for informative input: SP-221353 indicates the TSG SA Rel-19 Planning proposal where SA WG2 are asked to provide information to the June 2023 Workshop. 
Huawei suggested that some Rel-19 Work should be discussed in the May meeting if there is time available for such discussions. The SA WG2 Chair replied that the SA WG2 Leadership elections are to be held in May and the meeting is expected to be well-loaded. Reservation of TUs for this should be decided after the April meeting.
OPPO asked when the two-step process will be discussed. This is a TSG SA discussion.
Orange asked whether there will be a 10.x for WID proposals in the May meeting. This will be done if there appears to be time to handle it in the May meeting.
MediaTek supported the plan. Nokia commented that the focus should be for Rel-18 completion and Rel-19 discussions should await the Rel-19 planning workshop results in June. Ericsson suggested some discussion for the resource estimates could be held over e-mail. The SA WG2 Chair clarified that these estimates are requested for the September TSGs.


3	New TD allocation
The following numbers were allocated:
	10.2
	S2-2301358
	TS OR TR COVER
	Approval
	Cover sheet for presentation of TR 23.700-62 to TSG SA for approval
	China Mobile
	23.700-62
	
	
	
	2.0.0
	Rel-18
	FS_UPEAS

	9.12.2
	S2-2301359
	LS OUT
	Approval
	[DRAFT] LS on RAN information exposure for XRM
	Ericsson
	
	
	
	
	
	Rel-18
	

	8.1
	S2-2301360
	CR
	Approval
	Corrections for historical analytics exposure procedures
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	23.288
	0697
	
	A
	18.0.0
	Rel-18
	eNA_Ph2




4	AoB
Nokia asked for the status of the July Ad-hoc meeting in the 3GPP Calendar. This should be checked and decided upon in CC#4.
If a WI Status report has been allocated and is not needed, please inform MCC who will withdraw it, similarly if there are any missing WI Status reports, please ask MCC to allocate a number for it.
There was no need for an additional CC to be held on 18 January. The next CC is CC#3 on Thursday 19 January, 13.00 UTC.

5	Closing of the CC
The SA WG2 Chair thanked delegates for participating in this call and closed the CC.

Closed: 17 January 2023, 15.30 UTC

