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1
Executive Summary:

1.1
General

The Push drafting session reviewed all the documents presented to it.  Only the parts of the documents relating to the main body of the TR were discussed.  On the comparison of SMS versus NRPCA, the group agreed to use the table in S2-040870 as the basis for comparison and the other comparison documents were noted.

1.2
Future Meetings

None

1.3
Output Documents:

1.3.1
Documents for presentation at plenary, agenda item 9.3 – Push

	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040749
	Siemens
	Mechanisms and Comparison for long-lived PDP Context
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary

	S2-040751
	RIM
	Comparison Table of Push Methods
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary

	S2-040752
	Siemens
	Comparison on NRPCA
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary


1.3.2
Documents for presentation at plenary, agenda item 10 - Drafting group reports & approval of outcome 

	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040740
	Push session chairman
	Push session report
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary

	S2-040750
	RIM
	NRPCA solution for Annex B
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary


1.3.3
Documents/changes agreed by drafting group

	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040748
	Siemens
	Editorial Corrections
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed in drafting group

	S2-040851
	Ericsson
	Always on
	
	
	
	
	
	Change in 5.1.4 agreed, with editorial correction


2
Detailed Report

2.1
Editorial

	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040746
	Siemens
	Editorial Corrections
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised in s2-040748

	S2-040748
	Siemens
	Editorial Corrections
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed in drafting group


Discussion: It was noted that some of the definitions are different from those defined in the stage 1, however it was agreed that they were correct for the use of the terms in the TR.
Conclusion: The text in square brackets was for information only and so needed to be removed.  Revised in s2-040748 and agreed.
2.2
Notification of PDP Context deactivation/Long Lived PDP Context

	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040747
	Siemens
	Mechanisms and Comparison for long-lived PDP Context
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised in S2-040749

	S2-040749
	Siemens
	Mechanisms and Comparison for long-lived PDP Context
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary


Discussion: For the proposed new 5.1.4.6, it was clarified that the push service is activated by an application on the UE.  It is expected that a notification will be sent to the application when the PDP context is deactivated.

RIM stated that they felt that it was not a good idea for the UE to re-establish the PDP context after the network has deactivated it as this would circumvent the operator control.  They asked for a statement that this behavior is not recommended.  Siemens feel that this really should depend on the cause value for the deactivation.  It was agreed that a statement should be added to encourage the use of suitable cause codes to help the UE determine if it should re-establish or not.

France Telecom was concerned that during roaming unexpected behavior may occur as the cause codes are sent from the SGSN.   E.g. the UE may never try and re-establish as it did not receive a cause code.  In this case, Ericsson suggested that the UE should try at least once to re-establish the PDP context.

RIM did not feel that the text in the comparison fairly represented the use of ICMP.  They felt that there is no need for the description as it is covered in the description above. Siemens concern is that ICMP only works if the packet is sent during the idle period between the deactivation and the IP address is reallocated.  RIM agreed that ICMP is not perfect, but sees that it does add another level of information without the need to poll.

Conclusion: revised in s2-040749
	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040851
	Ericsson, Nokia
	Always on
	
	
	
	
	
	Change in 5.1.4 agreed


Discussion: The group only discussed the change in 5.1.4. The proposed text in section 6 was left for the plenary discussion.

Conclusion: Change in 5.1.4 agreed with “temporary” changed to “temporarily”. 
2.3
Network side triggering of PDP context


	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040741
	RIM
	NRPCA solution for Annex B
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised in S2-040750

	S2-040750
	RIM
	NRPCA solution for Annex B
	
	
	
	
	
	Forwarded to plenary for agreement.


Discussion: S2-040741 showed a second proposal (to the one in the main body of the TR) for NRPCA to be included in the annex B. In this solution the DNS would not be able to cache addresses as the addresses would be changing.  Requests would have to go back to the home DNS. Ericsson queried if this was against the recommendation on how to use DNS.  RIM agreed that if it is possible do caching then it should be done, however, this proposal was not against the best practices defined by IETF as caching could not be done.

Ericsson queried if there are any race conditions if the UE is initiating a PDP context or there are other requests from the Push function at the same time as NRPCA occurs.  RIM felt that for the second case this should not occur as any additional requests from the push functions could be queued.  RIM stated that there is already a function in 23.060 to handle if NRPCA and UE initiated PDP contexts occur at the same time.

Siemens asked for text describing the difference between the two proposals, to help readers understand the differences as the comparisons are against the proposal in the main body of the TR. 

Conclusion: revised in S2-040750 to add text describing the differences between this solution and the solution in the main body of the TR. The revision will be presented in plenary.

	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040742
	RIM
	SMS Delivery Problem
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040743
	RIM
	Comparison of SMS and NRPCA
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040852
	Ericsson
	Comparison of SMS and NRPCA
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040745
	Nokia
	NRPCA impacts on system performance
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040768
	Orange
	Additional points for the discussion on SMS and NRPC
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040870
	Siemens
	Comparison and Conclusion
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted, table to be revised in 751 and comparison of NRPCA approaches  to be revised in 752


Discussion: A short presentation was made of each of the documents.  The proposals for conclusions were not discussed.  It was agreed to use the table in S2-040870, which compared Long Lived PDP contexts, NRPCA with static IP, SMS activated PDP contexts and NRPCA with dynamic IP addresses as a basis for comparing the different techniques.  It was noted that many of the stage 1 requirements are covered by OMA, so it was suggested that for those requirements, the text indicate that these are covered by the OMA specifications rather than say they are out of scope of the TR.

Nokia proposed adding a separate line for the performance issues raised in 745 as not all of the points were covered in the table.  It was agreed that this could be covered under the line for Performance requirements.

RIM proposed placing the details raised in the input documents in an Annex for reference.  However, it was felt that there was little benefit and so it was agreed not to do this.

It was agreed to add one additional line to show the further standardisation required for each option.

There was insufficient time to agreed text changes made on the comments, so RIM agreed to revise the table and provide this to the plenary session for agreement in plenary.

Siemens and RIM agreed to revise the comparison of the NRPCA approaches from S2-040870 and this will be provided to plenary in S2-040752

Conclusion: All input documents were noted. The comparison table will be in S2-040751 and the comparison of the NRPCA approaches will be in S2-040752.  Both documents will be presented at plenary.
	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040845
	Vodafone
	Thoughts on Push and NRPCA
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted.


Discussion: Proposes using the MAP messages directly rather than the SMSC. Concern was raised about the need to implement the signaling on the Push Function.  There was no proposal to add text to the TR so the document was noted and is expected to be presented again in plenary.

Conclusion: Noted
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	TDoc
	Source
	Title
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Cat
	Version
	Rel
	Result

	S2-040740
	Push session chairman
	Push session report
	
	
	
	
	
	

	S2-040741
	RIM
	NRPCA solution for Annex B
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised in S2-040750

	S2-040742
	RIM
	SMS Delivery Problem
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040743
	RIM
	Comparison of SMS and NRPCA
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040744
	Orange
	Spare
	
	
	
	
	
	

	S2-040745
	Nokia
	NRPCA impacts on system performance
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040746
	Siemens
	Editorial Corrections
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised in S2-040748

	S2-040747
	Siemens
	Mechanisms and Comparison for long-lived PDP Context
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised in S2-040749

	S2-040748
	Siemens
	Editorial Corrections
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed in drafting group

	S2-040749
	Siemens
	Mechanisms and Comparison for long-lived PDP Context
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary

	S2-040750
	RIM
	NRPCA solution for Annex B
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary

	S2-040751
	RIM
	Comparison Table of Push Methods
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary

	S2-040752
	Siemens
	Comparison on NRPCA
	
	
	
	
	
	To be presented in plenary

	S2-040768
	Orange
	Additional points for the discussion on SMS and NRPC
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040845
	Vodafone
	Thoughts on Push and NRPCA
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted

	S2-040851
	Ericsson
	Always on
	
	
	
	
	
	Change in 5.1.4 agreed

	S2-040870
	Siemens
	Comparison and Conclusion
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted, table to be revised in 751 and comparison of NRPCA approaches  to be revised in 752
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