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	S2-021936
	Alcatel, Hutchinson 3G UK
	MBMS: reference point between BM-SC and GGSN 
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021673
	July 2nd, posted by Laurent (Alcatel)
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	
	Approved

	
	
	
	S2-021937
	Vodafone
	MBMS User Plane to CRNC (Controlling RNC) and Multiple QoS  Level Concept
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021770
	Available at SA2#25
(File name is S2-021937r1)
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 4th, Laurence (Nortel) proposed to change the text in Chapter 6.15 of the tdoc.
July 4th, Meir asked Laurence to clarify her proposed text.

July 5th, Qing (Vodafone) proposed the revised text in chapter 6.15.

July 9th, Qing provided the Rev.2 (file name: S2-021937r2) included  Nortel, Bamboo and Lucent's comments.
July 10th, Ashok (Hughes) made comments and put a question on the case that only one UE was served by a CRNC.
July 10th, Qing replied to Ashok, that the detail issues should be solved in RAN WGs.
July 11th, Laurent (Alcatel) proposed the Rev.3.

July 11th, Laurent (Alcatel) commented on Ashok.

July 11th, Timo (Nokia) proposed to some modifications to the Rev.2.

July 12th, Laurent updated this tdoc to theRev.4 combining comments and proposal from Nokia and Alcatel.

July 12th, Qing supported the Rev.2.

July 12th, Frank proposed the text in Section 6.15 as the Rev.5.

July 12th, Qing and Laurent agreed with the Rev.5.
July 15th, Timo agreed with the Rev.5.
	18:00 CET on July 17th
The Rev.5 (by Siemens) approved

	
	
	
	S2-021938
	Lucent Technologies
	Revised proposal text on Discussion paper on impact of Iur on MBMS Iu bearer selection
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021775
	Available at SA2#25
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 11th, Laurent updated this tdoc with adding words “which is still FFS” to the sentence on Radio channel configuration.
July 11th, Frank (Siemens) proposed to revise the Rev.1 with 2 modifications proposed by Siemens.

July 12th, Indaka (Lucent) objected to remove “Impact on bearer path selection” section. Indaka proposed the Rev.3 which keep that section.
July 12th, Frank did not agree with Indaka’s objection.

July 12th Indaka proposed the Rev.4.

July 15th, Frank accepted the Rev.4.
	18:00 CET on July 17th
The Rev.1 (by Alcatel)

The Rev.4 (by Lucent) approved

	
	
	
	S2-021939
	Huawei
	Proposed Update on Iu-Flex Option 3 (Section 6.10.3)
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021703
	Available at SA2#25
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 1st, Bob (Huawei) resent this tdoc to MBMS e-mail approval.
July 4th, Juan (Ericsson) proposed to remove “deliver report from the RNC” from the last sentence of the the proposed new text.

July 5th, Mike (Lucent) provided a comment in additional to Juan.

July 5th, Lion (Huawei) replied to Juan and Mike.

July 5th, Bob revised to the Rev.1 with Juan, Mike, Lion and Frank.

July 12th, Timo (Nokia) proposed the Rev.2.
	18:00 CET on July 17th
The Rev.2 (by Nokia) approved

	
	
	
	S2-021940
	Nortel Networks
	Enhancement of Option 3 for MBMS Iu flexibility
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021749
	July 2nd, posted by Laurence (Nortel)
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 12th, Timo (Nokia) objected to S2-021940, because the first figure in this tdoc was contradicting with the Stage 1 document (TS 22.146).
July 12th, Mark (Nortel) replied to Timo’s objection. His response was that TS 22.146 was not appropriate for a Stage 1 document.
	Approved

	
	
	
	S2-021941
	Nortel Networks
	Iu Flexibility Option3 taken as working assumption
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021738
	July 2nd, posted by Laurence (Nortel)
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 4th, Mike (Lucent) commented on this tdoc, he incorporated the text on Iu-Flex issue into the Rev.1 of this tdoc.
	18:00 CET on July 17th
The Rev.1 (by Lucent) approved

	
	
	
	S2-021942
	Alcatel
	Data sources for MBMS service
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021672
	Available at SA2#25
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 4th, Antti (Nokia) objected to S2-021942, because the tdoc proposed to be possible for a UE to send data, but it is inconsistent with Stage1.
July 4th, Mike (Lucent) commented on Antti’s objection. Lucent supported to this tdoc.

July 5th, Frank replied to Antti.

July 5th, Antti’s view is that MBMS was a unidirectional service, i.e. a UE could only receive MBMS data.

July 5th, Mark (Nortel) disagreed with Antti.

July 5th Mike replied to Antti, Lucent didn’t object to this tdoc.

July 5th, Frank commented on Antti’s view.

July 5th, Kevin (mmO2) remarked on whether or not a UE could be a MBMS source.

July 5th, Frank commented on Kevin’s remark.
July 5th, Andre (Hutchison3G), Nicolas (Alcatel) and Kevin discussed whether a UE can be a source of MBMS data. Andre and Kevin mentioned that it was not required by the Stage 1.

July 5th, Frank commented on Kevin’s view.

July 5th, Meir  mentioned that a UE could be a MBMS data source.

July 5th, Mark’s comment was that a UE could be considered as a MBMS data sources from an architecture point of view.

July 8th, Nicolas commented on Nortel’s, Nokia’s, Andre’s and Kevin’s concerns.

July 8th, Mark replied to Nicolas, Mark suggested to reword Nicolas’s proposed text.

July 8th, Nicolas agreed with Mark’s rewording.

July 9th, Nicolas proposed the Rev.1 based the e-mail discussion.
	18:00 CET on July 17th
The Rev.1 (by Alcatel) approved

	
	
	
	S2-021984
	Nortel Networks
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021741
	Not available yet
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 5th, Laurence (Nortel) withdrew this tdoc.
	18:00 CET on July 17thWithdrawn

	
	
	
	S2-021988
	Bamboo MediaCasting
	Multiple QoS Profiles for an MBMS
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021726
	July 1st, posted by Meir (Bamboo)
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	July 4th, Juan (Ericsson) objected to S2-021988.
July 5th, Meir (Bamboo) replied to Juan’s objection.

July 5th, Juan did not agree to Meir’s comment.

July 5th, Meir replied to Juan, but Juan still had an objection to Meir.

July 8th, Meir answered Juan.
July 8th, Juan commented.

July 8th, Meir provided a general comment on the way forward.
July 9th, Frank (Siemens) commented Meir’s view.

July 9th, Mark (Nortel) objected to S2-021988.

July 9th, Meir proposed the Rev.1, The main difference is the designation of the transport of multiple QoS alternatives as FFS.
July 9th, Meir replied to Mark,

July 9th Mark agreed with Meir, but Mark provided additional comments on the 'service' stuff.

July 11th, Laurent (Alcatel) proposed the Rev.2.
July 12th Juan objected to The Rev.1 and Rev.2, because the revisions introduced a different solution from the original one in S2-021726.

July 12th, Meir proposed MBMS drafting group to accept the Rev.1 and continue these discussion in Toronto, 
	18:00 CET on July 17th
The Rev.1 (by Bamboo) approved


	
	
	
	S2-022011
	Siemens
	IP Unicast or Multicast for Iu and Gn
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-021832
	Available at SA2#25
	18:00 CET on July 13th
	
	Approved


