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Opened: 19 January 2023, 13.00 UTC

~ 255 people attended the conference call

Attendees: The following companies were recorded as present (list not exhaustive or verified)
Airbus
Airbus
Apple
AT&T
CableLabs
CATT
Charter
China Mobile
China Telecom
China Unicom
Deutsche Telekom
Ericsson
ETRI
FirstNet
Fujitsu
Futurewei
Google
Huawei
Intel
InterDigital
KDDI
KPN
Kyocera
Lenovo
LGE
LMCO
MediaTek
Meta
NEC
NICT
Nokia
NTT DOCOMO
OPPO
OQTEC
Oracle
Orange
Peraton Labs
Philips
Qualcomm
Rakuten Mobile
Samsung
Sony
Tencent
T-Mobile USA
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.
Ericsson commented that the automatic approval of documents which do not receive comments does not take account of documents which are covered by other document discussions. The SA WG2 Chair replied that such documents should be commented upon to indicate that they should be noted or merged into other documents. ZTE indicated that there are 2 CRs which should not be approved. The SA WG2 Chair asked that comments are sent during the comments period to identify these in the Chair notes.
NEC commented that CT WG1 have a 'quiet period' where e-mail comments should not be sent and asked whether this could be implemented in SA WG2. This can be discussed under AOB.

2	Issues for SoH in CC#3 folder (pre-Rel-18 + Rel-18 SIDs related issues will be prioritized). https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_154AHE_Electronic_2023-01/INBOX/CCs/CC%233_19_Jan_1300_UTC
There were no documents submitted for Show of Hands.

3	Issues identified for discussion in the individual Chair's notes
S2-2301292 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] Reply LS on SL positioning groupcast and broadcast (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
LS Reply to the SL Positioning groupcast and broadcast issues.
Comment: S2-2301292: Response to S2-2300048.
e-mail discussion:
LiMeng (Huawei) requests a change on the last part.
Hong (Qualcomm) provides r01 (after revision deadline) and request to handle it in CC#3.
LiMeng (Huawei) is fine with the revision provided by Hong (Qualcomm).
Sherry (Xiaomi) provides r02 (after revision deadline).
LiMeng (Huawei) asks if we can put the r01/r02 at the folder for '_Post_revisions_deadline'.

CC#3 Discussion:
Qualcomm commented that discussions are ongoing for _r02 and this may be agreed without CC discussion. This was left for further discussion.

S2-2300755 (CR) 23.502 CR3786 (Rel-18, 'B'): NEF monitoring events for assisting AIML operation (Source: Samsung)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: Introducing new NEF monitoring events, including session inactivity time, traffic/data volume and UL/DL data rate;.
e-mail discussion:
Tricci <OPPO> asks for clarifications on the introduction of the 'new' NEF exposure events.
Bahador <NTT DOCOMO> asks for clarifications regarding new events.
Belen (Ericsson) provides comments.
David (Samsung) replies to comments from OPPO and NTT DOCOMO.
David (Samsung) replies to Ericsson.
Tricci (OPPO) thanks David (Samsung) for the responses, and more fundamental questions on how feasible for those events are triggered.
Jihoon (ETRI) asks a question.
Tricci (OPPO) responds to Jihoon (ETRI) question.
Mirko (Huawei) comments.
David (Samsung) answers to comments.
Tricci (OPPO) thanks David (Samsung) responses and would like to clarify OPPO's concern regarding to the new events.
David (Samsung) answers to OPPO.
Tricci (OPPO) thanks the patient from David (Samsung) to respond to OPPO, and OPPO will provide a more clarifications to David and hoping that it is more clear on explaining OPPO's concern on the new events of this CR.
Belen (Ericsson) provides comments, details are needed as explained in earlier emails.
David (Samsung) provides r01, answers comments.
Tricci (OPPO) thanks David (Samsung) revision, unfortunately, OPPO still feel more concrete discussions are needed and can not accept this CR as is.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r03, is okay with r01 with some updates as proposed.
Tricci (OPPO) sustains objection against this CR and responds to David (Samsung) and would be happy to capture this for CC#3/4 discussions.
David (Samsung) finds OPPO's objection unreasonable and unacceptable, provides r02 and would like it to be open in CC#3/4 if OPPO's objection is sustained.
David (Samsung) thanks Ericsson, would be OK with both r03 and r02.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Dongjoo (Nokia) can live with both r02 and r03.

CC#3 Discussion:
Samsung commented that there was an objection from OPPO and Ericsson provided a revision after which needs to be checked whether the objection is sustained. This should be left for further checking until the deadline and OPPO were asked to indicate their position over e-mail.

S2-2300144 (CR) 23.503 CR0799 (Rel-18, 'B'): DN Performance Analytics usage in PDTQ policy (Source: NTT DOCOMO)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: Support for using DN Performance Analytics by PCF in PDTQ policy negotiation and providing minimum QoS requirement.
Convenor comment:
Baseline for S2-2300123, S2-2300774.
e-mail discussion:
Tricci <OPPO> proposes to use this CR as the baseline to merge with S2-2300123 (from Ericsson) and S2-2300774 (from Huawei) to have the single stream of discussions for updating the common clauses in TS 23.503.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r01 and comments.
Bahador (NTT DOCOMO) replies to Belen (Ericsson) and provides r02.
Wang Yuan (Huawei) is ok to merge S2-2300774 into S2-2300144 and provides r03.
Tricci (OPPO) thanks Wang Yuan (Huawei) revision and would like to support the considerations from DoCoMo and Huawei. OPPO would like to cosign this latest revision of the CR. Please OPPO as the supporting company. Many thanks.
Bahador (NTT DOCOMO) replies to Yuan (Huawei) and provides r04.
Mirko (Huawei) comments and provides r05.
Bahador (NTT DOCOMO) replies to Mirko (Huawei).
Belen (Ericsson) provides r06.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Tricci (OPPO) responds to Bahador (NTT DOCOMO) based on the past discussions with Belen.
Wang Yuan (Huawei) proposes to go forward with r06 with a word 'may' added and the EN removed (as in late r07), and add Huawei as a cosigner.
Tricci (OPPO) accepts Wang Yuan (Huawei) proposal to go forward with r06 with a word 'may' added and the EN removed (as in late r07).
Belen (Ericsson) is okay with r06, and objects to the proposed additions to add the word 'may' and remove the Editor´s Note.
Asks to POSTPONE the CR if no agreement is reached.
Bahador (NTT DOCOMO) is okay with r06 with a word 'may' added (and keep the Editor´s Note as it is).
Wang Yuan (Huawei) is okay with the proposal proposed by Bahador (NTT DOCOMO).

CC#3 Discussion:
DOCOMO asked whether r06 removing the 'may' is acceptable. Ericsson commented that currently it is understood that the indication is required. This should be further discussed and indicated over e-mail.

S2-2300659 (CR) 23.502 CR3768 (Rel-18, 'B'): Hierarchical NSACF architecture enhancement (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: It is proposed to add the service operation of NSAC for hierarchical NSACF architecture option.
e-mail discussion:
Jinguo(ZTE) suggests to postpone the 502 CR.
Dongeun(Samsung) suggests to postpone the 502 CR and inform Tao (VC) that CR is marked as Approved in the latest Chairman's Note.

CC#3 Discussion:
This will be marked as postponed in the Chair notes.

S2-2300660 (CR) 23.502 CR3769 (Rel-18, 'B'): Hierarchical NSACF architecture in roaming enhancement (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: It is proposed to add the service operation of NSAC for Roaming scenarios.
e-mail discussion:
Jinguo(ZTE) suggests to postpone the 502 CR.
Dongeun(Samsung) suggests to postpone the 502 CR and inform Tao (VC) that CR is marked as Approved in the latest Chairman's Note.

CC#3 Discussion:
This will be marked as postponed in the Chair notes.

S2-2300973 (CR) 23.503 CR0872 (Rel-17, 'F'): Corrections to use of RSD validation criteria in URSP rules (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: Remove 'NOTE 8' from clause 6.6.2.1.
e-mail discussion:
Pallab (Nokia) proposes to re-open this at CC#3. There were some discussions in 0974 (mirror CR) to add a NOTE. 0973 shall also be revised to add the same NOTE as below:
NOTE: The precedence set for the different Route Selection Descriptors in a URSP rule has to ensure that Route Selection Descriptors that contain a Time Window or Location Criteria are checked before Route Selection Descriptors that do not contain a Time Window or Location Criteria.

CC#3 Discussion:
A note is needed in S2-2300973 and S2-2300974. This should be added to the Chair notes to see if there are objections to this by the deadline.
S2-2300974 (CR) 23.503 CR0873 (Rel-18, 'A'): Corrections to use of RSD validation criteria in URSP rules (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Rel-18 mirror CR: Summary of change: Remove 'NOTE 8' from clause 6.6.2.1.
Comment: S2-2300974: Mirror CR should have same WI Code as base CR.
e-mail discussion:
Pallab (Nokia) provides r01 to correct cover sheet.
Mirko (Huawei) comments.
Pallab (Nokia) responds to Mirko (Huawei).
Mirko (Huawei) responds.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Josep (DT) would suggest to try the CC. The change is small and there is agreement.
Pallab (Nokia) proposes to approve r01 + below NOTE. Separate email will be sent to re-open 0973 to add the same NOTE.
NOTE: The precedence set for the different Route Selection Descriptors in a URSP rule has to ensure that Route Selection Descriptors that contain a Time Window or Location Criteria are checked before Route Selection Descriptors that do not contain a Time Window or Location Criteria.
Mirko (Huawei) supports the proposal of Pallab (Nokia) and Josep (CC).

CC#3 Discussion:
This should be revised as an exact mirror of S2-2300973.

S2-2300152 (CR) 23.502 CR3674 (Rel-18, 'B'): AIMLsys: KI#7 NEF services description for assistance to member selection (Source: OPPO, Sony)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: Add a new Network Capabilities for external exposure. Describe a new member selection assistance procedure. Add a new service provided by the NEF and the corresponding service operation.
Convenor comment:
Baseline for S2-2300145, S2-2300270, S2-2300469, S2-2300575, S2-2301290.
e-mail discussion:
Jingran <OPPO> provides r01 which merge the S2-2300145, S2-2300270, S2-2300469, S2-2300575 and S2-2301290 into S2-2300152.
Tricci <OPPO> proposes to use this CR as the baseline to merge with S2-2300145, S2-2300270, S2-2300469, S2-2300575 and S2-2301290 to have a single stream of discussions to define the Member Selection Assistance Functionality in 23.502.
Vivian <vivo> provides r02 and some comments.
Jingran(OPPO) replies to vivo.
Yingying(CATT) provides comments.
Bahador <NTT DOCOMO> provides comments about 'additional information' and asks for clarifications about clause 4.15.X.2.
Dongjoo(Nokia) provides r03.
David (Samsung) provides r04.
Dongjoo (Nokia) questions on r04.
David (Samsung) replies to Nokia.
Jingran (OPPO) provides r05.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) provides comments on r05.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r06, objects to all revisions from r05 to initial version.
David (Samsung) provides r07 on top of r06.
Dongjoo (Nokia) provides r08 on top of r07.
David (Samsung) provides r09 on top of r08.
Jaewoo (LGE) provides r10 on top of r09.
Jingran (OPPO) provides r11.
Mehrdad (MediaTek Inc.) comments on all revisions.
Ulises (InterDigital Inc.) gives comments and provides r12.
Jingran (OPPO) replies to MediaTek and InterDigital.
Aihua(CMCC) replies and provides r13.
Dongjoo (Nokia) is fine with r13 and would like to co-sign.
Vivian (vivo) provides r14.
Jingran (OPPO) provides r15.
Jaewoo (LGE) provides r16.
Mehrdad (MediaTek Inc.) requests to add MediaTek Inc. as a co-source.
Jingran (OPPO) provides r17.
Ulises Olvera (InterDigital Inc.) requests to add InterDigital Inc. as a co-source.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r18.
Jingran (OPPO) provides r19.
Belen (Ericsson) provides r10, objects to r19.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Tao(VC) suppose Belen means r20 instead of r10.
Jingran(OPPO) confirm the latest version is r20 and is fine with r20.
Juan Zhang (Qualcomm) is fine with r20.
Bahador (NTT DOCOMO) accepts r20 only if clause '4.15.X' in this version is converted back to 'Annex X' as it was in r19; this change was happened in r19 -> r20 without discussion in the email thread.
Belen (Ericsson) cannot accept NTT DOCOMO proposal to revert it the new procedure into an Annex, Ericsson objects to such a proposal.
Jingran (OPPO) replies to NTT DOCOMO and provides r21 to the draft folder.
David (Samsung) comments on r20 and r21.
Mehrdad (MediaTek Inc.) is Ok with r20.
Jingran (OPPO) objects the r20. The control flow for AF direct communication with 5GC for member selection support is not a normative description. It is just an informative example, therefore it cannot belong to part of the normative session of the TS. This totally violates the 3GPP drafting rule. The informative example can only go to informative Annex.
Aihua(CMCC) is fine with r20.

CC#3 Discussion:
OPPO commented that r20 moves the change to the informative Annex which they do not agree with. OPPO asked whether it is allowed to have a clause in the main body which is purely informative. MCC replied that this is allowed and it is a matter of style on the choice to move informative parts to an informative Annex to clarify the status of this. Ericsson commented that this is an optional solution procedure and should be in the main body. Oracle suggested this is postponed as after discussion the remaining text is not complete and would benefit from further work and discussion. Qualcomm commented that they could agree r20 or to remove procedure from the Annex. MediaTek could not agree to remove the procedure from the Annex. Samsung proposed that if this is not acceptable as a separate procedure then a sub clause could be added to explain the procedure to use instead. China Mobile could accept to add the procedure to the Annex and refer to it from the main body of the TS. OPPO commented that they do not understand why we need to capture this incomplete procedure when this is already covered by the TS.
This was left for further discussion and if the proposed revisions are not acceptable and no resolution agreed then the CR should be postponed.

S2-2300995 (CR) 23.501 CR4035 (Rel-18, 'B'): Introduction of partially Allowed NSSAI and Partially Rejected S-NSSAI (Source: Lenovo)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: It is proposed to specify the partially Allowed NSSAI and Partially Rejected S-NSSAI (according to the conclusions of the KI#5 in the from the TR 23.700-41).
e-mail discussion:
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides comments.
Genadi (Lenovo) responds to Peter Hedman (Ericsson).
Xiaowen Sun (vivo) provides comments.
Ashok (Samsung) comments.
Genadi (Lenovo) provides r01 mainly based on comments from Peter Hedman (Ericsson).
alessio(Nokia) has strong concerns and cannot agree with this CR.
Haiyang (Huawei) suggests we can select one 501 CR as basis.
Alessio(Nokia) as mentioned has concerns on the contents of this revision and has proposed 868r01 to be used as basis.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides replies tpo the 'concerns' from Nokia.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r02.
Genadi (Lenovo) responds to Alessio(Nokia) and seeks for compromise.
alessio(nokia) replies to peter.
Iskren (NEC) suggests an update to the Partially Allowed NSSAI definition.
alessio(Nokia) objects to r03.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r03.
Iskren (NEC) comments.
Genadi (Lenovo) responds to Iskren (NEC) and provides r04 (removing the objected clauses).
Iskren (NEC) comments.
alessio(Nokia) could live with r04 with the understanding it needs lots of work still.
alessio(Nokia) Sorry : we mistakenly said r04 but we meant r05 which we provided 😊 disregard previous comment for notes.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides r07.
Haiyang(Huawei) provides r06.
Kundan(NEC) is not fine with any version not providing partially supported TA to the NG-RAN. we see clear advantage in providing to the NG-RAN in RRM procedure.
Peter Hedman (Ericsson) provides reply.
Kundan (NEC) provides R09 on top of R07.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Genadi (Lenovo) provides reply to Kundan (NEC).
Stefano (Qualcomm) provides R08 with editorial changes for readability.
Myungjune (LGE) is ok with r08 and wants to cosign.
Haiyang (Huawei) is ok with r08.
Ashok (Samsung) ok with r08.
Kundan(NEC) provides comment on r08.
Jinguo(ZTE) is fine with r08 and would like to cosign.
Alessio (nokia) is can live with r08 and would like to suggest this is technically endorsed as basis of further work (we need lots of changes anyhow).
Genadi (Lenovo) replies to Kundan (NEC) comment on r08.
NEC(Kundan) supports Genadi proposal.
Alessio(Nokia) ok with the update.
Iskren (NEC) supports the CR and would like to co-sign.

CC#3 Discussion:
Lenovo commented that r09 was uploaded after the deadline and the changes to r08 were indicated: 'the UE is considered registered with the an S-NSSAI(s) of the Partially Allowed NSSAI in the whole Registration area, but the UE is allowed to use the User Plane resources only in the TA(s) included in the list of TAs associated with each the S-NSSAI'. This should be discussed and indications of agreement to this made over e-mail.

S2-2301359 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on RAN information exposure for XRM (Source: Ericsson)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
-
Comment: S2-2301359: Created at CC#2.
e-mail discussion:
Paul (Ericsson) provides Draft LS to RAN WG3 on on RAN information exposure for XRM.
Zhuoyun (Tencent) provides r02.
Dan(China Mobile) provides r01 with stating that these two aspects have been concluded in TR conclusion.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Xiaowan Ke(vivo) disagree all the revisions and original version, provides comments and update(see r03 in draft folder).
Zhuoyun (Tencent) is fine with r01-r03, prefers r03, objects to r00.
Paul (Ericsson) provides r04 in DRAFTS folder and asks to discuss it in CC#3.

CC#3 Discussion:
This should be discussed until the deadline and can be handled in CC#4 if necessary.


S2-2300322 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] LS on proposed method for Time Synchronization status reporting to UE(s) (Source: Ericsson)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Providing additional inputs and seeking feedback based on responses SA WG2 received in replies to LS S2-2209876.
e-mail discussion:
Devaki (Nokia) provides r01 for DRAFT LS out to RAN2 in 322.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r02.
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides r03.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r04.
Devaki (Nokia) comments.
Devaki (Nokia) provides r05.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides comments and that we see the LS Out and the CR in 0407 to be approved together.
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides comments that can't accept r05 or r04, r02, r01. Only accepts r03 or r05+adding back clockclass which was removed for the question to RAN3 but not from the parameters description.
Devaki (Nokia) provides r06 to re-instate clock class on top of r05 as an option.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) cannot accept adding back clockclass unless more explanation is added what this refers to and how this can work. PTP clockClass cannot be used because it is PTP specific. PTP clockClass values refer to 'holdover specification of the applicable PTP Profile' as per IEEE 1588 clause 7.6.2.5, which has no meaning if ASTI is used; PTP clockClass will also not work if gNB uses GNSS as time source, which is what many operators use.

CC#3 Discussion:
Nokia provided _r06 and Qualcomm provided _r07. This should be discussed until the deadline and can be handled in CC#4 if necessary.

S2-2300407 (CR) 23.700-25 CR0002 (Rel-18, 'C'): TR 23.700 KI#1 conclusion update (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Qualcomm)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Summary of change: The following changes are introduced in the conclusions for KI#1: - Including Alternative 1 from Annex A in the conclusions for UEs in RRC_INACTIVE/IDLE. - Updating the naming used in KI#1 conclusions to further clarify when it refers to RAN timing synchronization status to TSCTSF (via OAM or control plane) or Clock quality information to UE. - Removal of open ENs.
e-mail discussion:
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides comments that we don't believe this conclusion addresses RAN2 concerns as well as potential security concerns with SIB usage, provide detailed revision of 0319 which is NOT Handled status.
Devaki (Nokia) provides r01 for S2-2300407.
zhendong (ZTE) provides r02.
Runze (Huawei) provides r03.
Devaki (Nokia) provides r04 (sorry I created r04 without knowing about r03, will need to provide another revision to merge the updates from r03).
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) comments.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) replies to Huawei.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r06.
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides comments with r05, sorry it seems we are completely out of sync with revision number. There was no r05 so I uploaded r05. Merger and a clean version will be needed with r06 from Qualcomm.
Devaki (Nokia) provides r09 (without the TSCTSF subscription for impacted UE(s)) and r10 (without the TSCTSF subscription for impacted UE(s)), considering the open discussion still based on r03. Kindly ignore r07/r08.
Runze (Huawei) replies to Jari (NTT DOCOMO).
Runze (Huawei) replies to Sebastian (Qualcomm) and provides r11(based on r09).
Sang-Jun (Samsung) provides r12.
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) responds to Runze.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) has the same questions as raised by Jari.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) provides r13.
Jari (NTT DOCOMO) provides r14.
Shabnam (Ericsson) provides comments r15.
Sebastian (Qualcomm) is not ok with r15.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Shabnam (Ericsson) objects to any revision that removes clockclass, as explained in the thread 0322 LS out, which we need to approve together, we believe ITU-T response includes this as one parameter so we should get RAN feedback before ruling it out.
Shabnam (Ericsson) can only accept r15, objects to other revisions, also needs to be approved together with the LS out in revision of 0322.
Devaki (Nokia) comments.
Runze (Huawei) replies to Jari (NTT DOCOM).
Runze (Huawei) provides more justification to Jari (NTT DOCOM).

CC#3 Discussion:
Nokia provided _r16, indicating the changes from _r15. Qualcomm commented that whether PDP Clock Class will be used is to be determined during the normative phase. This should be commented on over e-mail and may be checked in CC#4 if needed.

S2-2300464 (P-CR) 23.700-87: KI #1, update of conclusions on DC application ID . (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated, vivo)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
This contribution proposes update of conclusions for the usage of DC application ID in SDP.
e-mail discussion:
George Foti (Ericsson) provides comments.
Kefeng Zhang (Qualcomm replies George Foti (Ericsson) comments.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
George (Ericsson) proposes to postpone the pCR. It is unclear what this additional information is. SA4 is only discussing application binding. The text is not relevant for SA2.
Kefeng (Qualcomm) replies George (Ericsson) comments and ask for approval of the pCR.
Kefeng (Qualcomm) proposes to approve the pCR with following changes:
Removing the second bullet ' - When multiple Data Channels with different endpoints ...' and NOTE 4.
Rainer (Nokia) is ok with 464.
Rainer (Nokia) is ok to remove the second bullet.
George (Ericsson) provides response. If U remove this bullet I would be OK than.

CC#3 Discussion:
If there are no issues with r00 + NOTE by the comments deadline, then this will be agreed and revised.

S2-2300499 (LS OUT) [DRAFT] Reply LS on PDU Set Handling (Source: Tencent, Tencent Cloud)
Document for: Approval
Abstract: 
Reply LS to R2-2213351 on PDU set handling.
Comment: S2-2300499: Response to S2-2300053.
e-mail discussion:
Lei(Tencent) provides r01.
Lei(Tencent) comments and based on some offline discussion, suggest to focus on discussion in 0499 to save people's effort.
Dario (Qualcomm) comments and provides r02.
Lei(Tencent) provide comments and explains that choosing 0499 as baseline is supported by several companies and LS content needs to be based on multiple papers. Another revision considering multiple LS relies including 337 is being prepared.
Devaki (Nokia) provides r03, simplified version.
Lei(Tencent) agrees with Devaki (Nokia) that some text bring in r02 need to be remove, add some text from r00 to provide a better LS reply structure, provide r04.
Paul (Ericsson) provides r05 and comments.
Xiaowan Ke(vivo) provides r06.
Hui(Huawei) provides r07.
Xiaowan Ke(vivo) suggests Yixue(Tencent) to provide a version without change on change for easy review.
Lei(Tencent) replies to Xiaowan Ke(vivo) and provides r08 without change on change for easy review.
Mukesh (MediaTek) provides v09.
Mukesh (MediaTek) provides r10.
Chunshan(CATT) provides r11.
Lei(Tencent) provides comments and provide r12.
Mike (InterDigital) comments and provides r13.
Saso (Intel) provides r14.
Ellen (Google) comments and provides r15.
Paul (Ericsson) provides comments.
Chunshan(CATT) provides r16.
Lei(Tencent) provides comments and r17.
Lei(Tencent) asks to skip r17 and provide r18 for further review.
Hui(Huawei) provides r19.
Sudeep (Apple) comments on r19.
Saso (Intel) provides r20.
Paul (Ericsson) provides r21.
Lei(Tencent) provides r22, fixing 'to CT3' to 'to RAN2'.
Saso (Intel) provides r23.
Chunshan(CATT) provides r23.
Mike (InterDigital) comments and provides r24.
==== Revisions Deadline ====.
Dario (Qualcomm) can accept r21/r22/23 and objects to other revisions.
Youngkyo(Samsung) prefers r23.
Devaki (Nokia) comments that we prefer r24, can live with r21, r22 (an earlier version, r03), objects to all other versions that go beyond TR conclusions.
Devaki (Nokia) comments that we can also live with r23.
Hui (Huawei) prefers r22, can live with r07/08, r23, objects to all other versions.
Saso (Intel) prefers r23, can live with r24, objects to all other versions.
Sudeep (Apple) prefers r23.
Chunshan(CATT) objects all the versions. Only after the 'PDU sets with different PDU Set QoS parameters (i.e. PSER and PSDB) are mapped to multiple QoS flows ' is removed from the r23/r24,the r23 or r24 can be accepted.
Lei(Tencent) thinks r23 is the most likely agreed revision, so may I ask if people is fine to go with r23 plus removing of 'PDU sets with different PDU Set QoS parameters (i.e. PSER and PSDB) are mapped to multiple QoS flows'. Otherwise, suggest to discuss this LS in CC#3 and CC#4.
Xiaowan Ke(vivo) is OK with r23 plus removing of 'PDU sets with different PDU Set QoS parameters (i.e. PSER and PSDB) are mapped to multiple QoS flows'.
Yali (OPPO) comments and suggests a sentence to address the concern of Chunshan.

CC#3 Discussion:
InterDigital indicated they still have issues with the latest proposals and asked what was unacceptable about their _r24. This should be discussed until the comments deadline and can be raised in CC#4 if necessary.

4	SA2 July-2023 Ad-Hoc decision
There were no concerns raised about cancelling the potential ad-hoc meeting in July 2023. 
Vodafone asked whether the Rel-19 work planning discussions can be handled in the August meeting. The SA WG2 Chair replied that this needs to be done during the August meeting agenda planning which would be handled by the new SA WG2 leadership. If necessary Conference Calls can be organised for Rel-19 planning.
The July ad-hoc meeting will not be held and will be cancelled in the 3GPP Meeting Calendar.
MCC were asked to update the future meeting calendar with known meeting types and venues/regions.

5	New TD allocation
The following document numbers were allocated:
	9.14.1
	S2-2301761
	LS OUT
	Approval
	[DRAFT] LS on PS Data Off for IMS Data Channel
	China Mobile
	FS_NG_RTC

	10.4
	S2-2301361
	WI STATUS REPORT
	Information
	WI Status Report on Extensions to the TSC Framework to support DetNet (DetNet)
	Ericsson
	DetNet




6	AoB
It was agreed that LS In which no comments or replies are provided should be noted.
The SA WG2 Chair noted that a large number of documents are being postponed for PIN and asked whether this is on schedule or whether scheduled time is needed in February meeting. The Rapporteur (vivo) asked whether an additional 0.5 TU could be allocated to PIN for the February meeting. The work planning sheet was updated to add this and sent to the e-mail list. The Rapporteur reported that the FS_PIN Study can be set to 100% complete at this meeting.
Rapporteurs were asked to update their TR Cover sheets to reflect progress at this meeting.
Intel asked when the deadline for Rel-18 WIDs is to be. This is the same as the main meeting deadline. Any open issues should be uploaded to the CC#4 folder at least an hour before the CC in order to be able to try to quickly resolve issues.
As there is another meeting before TSG SA Plenary, controversial issues can be postponed to the February meeting.
It was clarified that documents which receive no comments may be accidently approved, but such mistakes can be raised in the CCs to avoid or correct this. It is useful to send a comment to the list indicating such documents in order to avoid such accidental approval.
The SA WG2 Chair did not think it was necessary to change the established SA WG2 e-meeting procedures (e.g. adding a CT WG1-style 'quiet period') to handle what is a low-level problem which can be resolved in the CCs.
The status on S2-2301034 was checked. The affected clauses should be added to the cover sheet. r00 with the cover sheet correction will be marked for approval.
Delegates were reminded that approved CRs need to be cleaned up to remove revisions on revisions before uploading the documents to the INBOX. Rapporteurs were asked to make a check of CRs to their TSs and indicate any issues found. It was clarified that it is the responsibility of the CR Author to ensure the correctness of their CRs.
S2-2301019 and S2-2301020:will be merged into S2-2300913 and S2-2300914 respectively.
S2-2301348: WI Status Report on Multiple location report for MT-LR Immediate Location Request for regulatory services (TEI18_MLR) should be withdrawn.
Deutsche Telekom commented that a number of AIs changed for this meeting and asked if this should be expected in future. The SA WG2 Chair replied that this meeting the order was changed to align with the UID order in the Work Plan to ease the reporting of status into TSG SA. The ordering should remain stable from now on.

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

Closed: 19 January 2023, 15.00 UTC

