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	AI
	TD#
	Type
	Title
	Source
	Rel
	Work Item
	Comment
	Revised To/From

	1
	
	
	Opening of the meeting & Agenda
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	S2-120001
	Agenda
	Proposed meeting agenda for SA WG2#82E
	SA WG2 Chairman
	-
	-
	
	APPROVED


	1
	S2-120201
	DISCUSSION
	Wiki usage during the SA2 88e E-Meeting
	SA WG2 Chairman
	-
	-
	
	APPROVED


	2.1
	
	
	IP Call Reminder
	
	
	
	
	

	The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group is drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of. The delegates were asked to take note that they were thereby invited: - to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP. - to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).

	6
	
	
	Release 8 and Release 9 Essential Corrections
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	S2-120021
	LS In
	LS from GERAN WG3: LLC AM not applicable from Rel-8
	GERAN WG3
	Rel-8+
	-
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2

12.01

- Chris questions whether GERAN3’s interpretation is correct. If not we should respond.

13.01

- Peter replies the incoming LS & attached CR are independent of LTE so it is OK.

- Frank gives background and believes 24.008 should keep the code point as a legacy R97/98 UE may ask the SGSN for it. A UE may not know about R99 QoS.

- Peter suggests we wait to see what CT1 does. LLC AM has presented IOT problems.

- Chris confirmed agreement that acknowledged/lossless modes should not be used for LTE UEs, but does not believe we agreed that we considered this for GPRS-only MEs.
- Karl-Heinz argues based on 23.401 rel-8 text that in a network deploying LTE ack’d/lossless modes will not be used but this doesn’t justify abandoning legacy features as these impact 2G/3G only networks.
18.01.2012

- Karl-Heinz argues that this should be NOTED and we leave this to CT1 to resolve
	NOTED


	6
	S2-120024
	LS In
	LS from GERAN WG2: LS on issues on inbound CSG mobility failure
	GERAN WG2
	Rel-9
	EHNB-GERAN
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED


	6
	S2-120030
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG2: LS on Limitation on PS voice RAB for Intra UMTS SRVCC
	RAN WG2
	Rel-8
	RANimp-HSPAVoIP
	Response drafted in S2-120173
	NOTED


	6.4

=>

6
	S2-120172
	DISCUSSION
	Intra-UMTS SRVCC Limitation
	ZTE
	-
	TEI8
	
	NOTED


	6.4

=>

6
	S2-120173
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on Limitation on PS voice RAB for Intra UMTS SRVCC
	ZTE
	-
	TEI8
	Response to S2-120030

18.01.2012
There was a rev1

- Haris uploads rev2 based on Curt’s comments 
	Rev ok?


	6.4

=>

6
	S2-120174
	CR
	23.216 CR0248: Intra-UMTS SRVCC handover correction
	ZTE
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	12.01
- Chris identified cover sheet issues.

- Haris is OK to make some of the changes

- Ralf points out that one proposed change (to 5.3.8) is wrong. 

- Haris proposes changed wording (no rev provided).

13.01

- Ralf further refines the proposed wording. (still no rev though)

- Andreas points out that for the rel-11 version, multiple video streams would not be multiplexed over a single bearer as vSRVCC restricts this.

- Haris uploaded rev1 with corrections to the cover sheet and wording from Ralf.

- David doubts whether this is technically possible.

14.01

- Haris responds to David requesting acceptable wording.

16.01

- David requests justification why all voice flows must be multiplexed over a single bearer.
- Fenqin points out issues then points out more changes needed (but does not supply a rev)
- Andreas replies to Fenqin regarding vSRVCC aspects (UMTS-UMTS is not supported).
17.01
- Laeyoung asks about 2 rel‑9 sentences, how are they corrected, and whether to change the WI code on the cover page to SAES-SRVCC?

- Haris agrees to post a rev on this. Changes to the cover sheet; adds a change to 5.3.4, adjusts textin 5.3.8 as well as the title in Rev2
- Curt suggests to add a note (no rev yet)
- Haris provides rev3
	Rev OK?

	6.4

=>

6
	S2-120175
	CR
	23.216 CR0249: Intra-UMTS SRVCC handover correction
	ZTE
	Rel-9
	TEI8
	13.01

- Haris uploaded rev1 with corrections to the cover sheet and wording from Ralf.
17.01.2012 

- Haris provides rev2, rev4
	Rev OK?

	6.4

=>

6
	S2-120176
	CR
	23.216 CR0250: Intra-UMTS SRVCC handover correction
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI8
	- Haris uploaded rev1 with corrections to the cover sheet and wording from Ralf.
17.01.2012 

- Haris provides rev2, rev3
	Rev OK?

	6.4

=>

6
	S2-120177
	CR
	23.216 CR0251: Intra-UMTS SRVCC handover correction
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI8
	16.01.2012
- Ralf proposes new wording for the Rel-11 version

17.01.2012 

- Haris provides rev2, adds a note for vSRVCC, then rev3
	Rev OK?

	6
	S2-120036
	LS In
	LS from TSG RAN: Reply LS on Capability handling of LTE TDD and FDD modes
	TSG RAN
	Rel-9
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	16.01.2012
- Peter asserts we can note the LS since the only action is to ‘assist where necessary’ so we should wait for RAN2 to ask for help.

- Nicolas supports Peter.

17.01.2012

- Miguel prefers to keep the LS open for the next F2F meeting.

- Songyean supports Peter also.

- Wangqiang supports noting the LS as it merely informs of status.

- Chris suggests to postpone based on the RAN2 reflector discussion.

- Miguel supports Chris.

- Haris prefers to NOTE this.

- Ming also prefers to NOTE this.

- Xipeng wants to keep this open

- Chris emphasizes that we cannot ignore implications of RAN2 discussions

- Ming agrees we need more time, but after RAN2 provides more info.
	NOTED
(Erik: whether we keep this open or not is irrelevant. If papers are submitted to SA2 89 we will consider them according to the agenda, as always. Let’s concentrate on the topic not the procedure.) 



	6
	S2-120041
	LS In
	LS from SA WG1: Reply LS on Handling of CS emergency call from non CSG member on a CSG cell
	SA WG1
	Rel-8
	HomeNB-3G
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED


	6.2

=>

6
	S2-120015
	LS In
	LS from CT WG3: LS on Deferred PCC Rule Operations
	CT WG3
	Rel-7
	PCC
	Responses drafted in S2-120063 and S2-120193

12.01

- Erik requested conslidation of this topic

13.01.2012

- Xiaoyun questioned the interpretation in 0063.. of the incoming LS


	NOTED?

	6.2

=>

6
	S2-120063
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on Deferred PCC Rule Operations
	Openet
	-
	-
	15.01
- Belen commented, see 0064

- Bart to revise

=> rev is needed!

See 0064

- Bart provides new wording consistent with rev10 of 0064, rev2 of 0065..0067 and rev3 of 0291 in rev1

18.01.2012

- Xiaoyun provides rev2

- Belen proposes to respond that we are still discussing this (no rev yet)

- Xiaoyun agrees with Belen, but asks about the CRs.

- Belen wants to keep the text as is in rel7.

- Alla is OK to defer the discussion on ‘completeness’ and only provide a partial answer to CT3
	Rev1 or rev2?

	6.2

=>

6
	S2-120193
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on Deferred PCC Rule Operations
	ZTE
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120015
	NOTED?

	6.1
	
	
	SAE: 23.401 and 23.060
	
	
	
	
	

	6.1
	S2-120049
	CR
	23.401 CR2248: Corrections to procedure handling of Service Request and S1-based handover
	New Postcom
	Rel-8
	SAES
	12.01 - Antti and Nicolas see no FASMO
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120050
	CR
	23.401 CR2249: Corrections to procedure handling of Service Request and S1-based handover
	New Postcom
	Rel-9
	SAES
	12.01 - Antti and Nicolas see no FASMO
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120051
	CR
	23.401 CR2250: Corrections to procedure handling of Service Request and S1-based handover
	New Postcom
	Rel-10
	SAES
	12.01 - Antti and Nicolas see no FASMO
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120052
	CR
	23.401 CR2251: Corrections to procedure handling of Service Request and S1-based handover
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	SAES
	12.01 

- Antti proposed to add a note that the change applies to prev. versions to this version. Nicolas supports the comment.
- Chris points out that ‘other specs affected’ should not be checked

- Siji provided rev02 with requested changes
	Rev2 OK?

	6.1
	S2-120105
	CR
	23.401 CR2255: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by MME
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-8
	SAES
	16.01.2012
- Shabnam argues the CRs should be noted because GSMA adoption should not cause updates; changes are not FASMO or motivated by problems that require solutions; DNS details are left to stage 3 as an explicit decision in SA2.
A rel-11 CR with an example deployment and reference to 29.303 may be acceptable.

- Itsuma responds that SA2 specs are wrong if they leave DNS details to stage 3. An option exists in 23.401/23.060 to support annex a DNS for the MME, but this is not described in stage 3. Do we remove 23060 annex A?
- Shabnam points out that 29.303 describes the DNS procedures for EPS. There is no discrepency.
17.01

- Antti points out that a change from may to shall is a funcational change for implementation. GSMA mandates do motivate this.

- Itsuma agrees to note the CRs

- Nicolas points out some issues and makes some comments that do not address the concerns raised above.
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120106
	CR
	23.401 CR2256: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by MME
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-9
	SAES
	
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120107
	CR
	23.401 CR2257: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by MME
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-10
	SAES
	
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120108
	CR
	23.401 CR2258: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by MME
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-11
	SAES
	17.01.2012
=> if we are to add a clarification to rel-11, we need to see a proposal soon!
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120109
	CR
	23.060 CR1572: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by SGSN
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-8
	SAES
	13.01
- Fenqin questions whether a change is correct as it is not aligned with the table.

16.01.2012

- Itsuma wrote that the table is correct, provides rev1.
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120110
	CR
	23.060 CR1573: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by SGSN
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-9
	SAES
	=> rev is needed
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120111
	CR
	23.060 CR1574: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by SGSN
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-10
	SAES
	=> rev is needed
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120112
	CR
	23.060 CR1575: Clarification of DNS Query type supported by SGSN
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-11
	SAES
	=> rev is needed
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120211
	CR
	23.401 CR2275: Corrects the mistaken IE in the create session request for EMC
	ZTE
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	12.01 – Chris pointed out the reason for change is inconsistent with the change.
- Antti disagrees & explains.

- Shabnam argues that there are technical errors in the proposal and therefore the CRs should be NOTED.

- Agrees the 2nd change is only a clarification. Asserts 1st change is not supported at stage 3 and gives reasons why that the proposal is better than what Shabnam described.
- Fenqin supports Shabnam, the PGW does the rejection. On the 2nd change only a clarification for rel11 would be acceptable, suggests text but does not provide a rev.

- Maulik expresses support for the CR based on technical justification but that CAT F for rel11 suffices.

- Haris asks Fenqin and Shabnam why based on stage 3 they believe it is the PGW not the MME that rejects? (still no rev supplied.)

17.01

- Fenqin checked with colleagues and PGW not MME rejects and cannot find the misalignment.

- Haris gives up on rel9 and rel10 changes, suggests we NOTE 0211 and 0212
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120212
	CR
	23.401 CR2276: Correct the mistaken IE in the create session request for EMC
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120213
	CR
	23.401 CR2277: Correct the mistaken IE in the create session request for EMC
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI9
	17.01.2012
- Rel11 version no longer has any mention of the first change in rev1.


	

	6.1
	S2-120216
	CR
	23.060 CR1586: Clarify reference point used inter-PLMN and intra-PLMN
	ZTE
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	12.02
- Antti states this is not FASMO. Supported by Roland and Chris.

- Haris argues 23401CR2076 (S2‑112432) set a precedent that this is an essential correction.

- Shabnam mentioned this was needed due to stage 3

- Chris argued we need a blanket statement

- Nicolas supports this

- Haris withdraws the proposal (NOTED)
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120217
	CR
	23.060 CR1587: Clarify reference point used inter-PLMN and intra-PLMN
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	12.01
- Antti states this is not FASMO. Supported by Roland and Chris
14.01

- Haris revises the sentence suggested by Chris, removes explicit references to inter-PLMN, revised the cover sheet and reason for change, changed to class F, align with 23.060 and 23.401. supplies rev1.
- Haris provides rev2
	NOTED?

	6.1
	S2-120218
	CR
	23.060 CR1588: Clarify reference point used inter-PLMN and intra-PLMN
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI9
	12.01
- Antti suggests a change. Supported by Roland and Chris.
14.01

- Haris revises the sentence suggested by Chris, removes explicit references to inter-PLMN, revised the cover sheet and reason for change, changed to class F, align with 23.060 and 23.401. supplies rev1

- Haris forgot to remove a change in rev1, supplies rev2

- Haris provides rev3
	Rev2 OK?

	6.1
	S2-120219
	CR
	23.060 CR1589: Clarification of the Iu release for emergency service.
	ZTE
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	16.01.2012
- Juan identifies inconsistency in the CR. She suggests rewording (but does not supply a rev)

- Ellen suggests further changes (but offers no rev)

- Fenqin points out that the change is incorrect.
	NOTED?

	6.1
	S2-120220
	CR
	23.060 CR1590: Clarification of the Iu release for emergency service.
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	
	NOTED?

	6.1
	S2-120221
	CR
	23.060 CR1591: Clarification of the Iu release for emergency service.
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI9
	
	NOTED?

	6.1
	S2-120230
	CR
	23.060 CR1540R1: Correction on Update Location at Attachment
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-8
	SAES
	16.01.2012
- Anti found a spelling error and pointed out that alignment of stage 2 and 3 where 3 is correct should only be done in rel 11.

- Josefin prefers an update with different text and only would accept this in rel-11.

- Nicolas updates the cover sheet and rewords the offending bullet.

17.01

- Josefin proposes wording changes to the change and cover sheet.

- Antti maintains this should only be done in rel11 or rel10 at most as it is not a FASMO

- Josefin agrees only rel11 is OK

- Wangqiaing will only pursue 0232 and 0233 revs


	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120231
	CR
	23.060 CR1541R1: Correction on Update Location at Attachment
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-9
	SAES
	
	NOTED


	6.1
	S2-120232
	CR
	23.060 CR1542R1: Correction on Update Location at Attachment
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	SAES
	17.01.2012
- Erik: set at NOTED? If Josefine and Antti change their minds, then a rel-10 version may be possible.


	NOTED?


	6.1
	S2-120233
	CR
	23.060 CR1593: Correction on Update Location at Attachment
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	SAES
	17.01 
- Nicolas supplies 0233rev2
18.01.2012

- Josefin seeks to note pre-rel-11, requests a fix to wording but does not supply a rev

- Nicolas uploads rev3 to address Josafin’s concerns

- Nicolas wrote that rev04 would be OK
	Is a rev OK?

	6.2
	
	
	SAE: QoS and PCC aspects
	
	
	
	
	

	6.2
	S2-120064
	CR
	23.203 CR0621: Corrections to deferred rule procedures
	Openet, Telcordia
	Rel-7
	PCC
	12.01
- Syed points out aninconsistency in the text andquestionswhether Cat A is appropriate for the mirrors as they differ from 0064.

13.01.2012

- Erik replied that deltas in Cat A mirrors are OK as long as the same concept applies to successive releases albeit with somewhat different implications as the TSs advance.

- Maurice agrees

- Weihua questions a change and suggests rewording of another (no rev)

- Bart replies to Syed: disagrees with ambiguity.

- Bart replies to Weihua’s comments that one change would be acceptable (no rev posted)

- Belen posted rev1 with changes to align with Ericsson’s view (to merge the CRs.)

- Xiaoyun requestes further changes on rev1 but does not supply a rev.
- David argues Xiaoyun’s concern is invalid.

- Weihua provides 2 options: no restrictions or disallowing the two settings simultaneously (but no rev)

- Syed is OK with the CR. Requests alignment with 0081.

15.01

- Belen commented that she updated the mirrors too, since SAPP is not on the agenda. Posted rev2
16.01.2012

- David provides an improvement of rev2 in rev3 ‘keeping with the proposal’

- Weihua further refined this in rev4

- Xiaoyun proposes refined wording in 

- Alla further modifies the proposal in rev5

- Xiaoyun and David are not happy with rev5. David is not happy with rev4.

- Bart agrees with principles discussed above (which revs does he accept?) They do not want to impose restrictions on having activation before the deactivation time.

17.01

- Weihua corrects the wording alignment with stage 3: install dynamic rules, activate pre-defined rules.

- Alla adds that a dynamic and predefined rule may be activated (at a certain time)- suggests ‘installed’ is the best term
- Alla provided an extended explanation of complete PCC rules in rev6; corrected a typo and reworded in rev7

- Belen added text in rev8

- Weihua modified terminology in rev9

- Alla further refined terminology in rev10 and suggests that if this is OK, to update the mirrors and an outgoing LS response.

- Xiaoyun asks for clarification of a sentence in rev 10. Argues that the distinction between activation and deactivation time in the rule definition and PCRF is not consistent with stage 3. Removes implementation descriptions in rev11.

- David clarifies rev10, explains its motivation. Rejects rev11 as it would be a technical change to the requirement out of scope for rel7.
- Bart agrees with David

18.01.2012

- Xiaoyun states that there is still time to do the work in CT3 and they have not yet implemented it, hence the inconsistency.

- David asks whether Xiaoyun agrees with rev10 & mirrors?

- Allot can accept rev10 or rev11 (etc)
	Rev10 or Rev11?

	6.2
	S2-120065
	CR
	23.203 CR0622: Corrections to deferred rule procedures
	Openet, Telcordia
	Rel-8
	PCC
	15.01
- Belen posted rev1 to remove SAPP considerations

- rev2 available, corresponds to rev10 of 0064
18.01.2012

- Xiaoyun provides rev3
	Rev2 or rev3?

	6.2
	S2-120066
	CR
	23.203 CR0623: Corrections to deferred rule procedures
	Openet, Telcordia
	Rel-9
	PCC
	15.01

- Belen posted rev1 to remove SAPP considerations
- rev2 available, corresponds to rev10 of 0064
18.01.2012

- Xiaoyun provides rev3
	Rev2 or rev3?

	6.2
	S2-120067
	CR
	23.203 CR0624: Corrections to deferred rule procedures
	Openet, Telcordia
	Rel-10
	PCC
	15.01

- Belen posted rev1 to remove SAPP considerations
- rev2 available, corresponds to rev10 of 0064
18.01.2012

- Xiaoyun provides rev3
	Rev2 or rev3?

	6.2
	S2-120068
	CR
	23.203 CR0625: Corrections to deferred rule procedures
	Openet, Telcordia
	Rel-11
	PCC
	Revised to S2-120291.
	Revised to S2-120291


	6.2
	S2-120291
	CR
	23.203 CR0625: Corrections to deferred rule procedures
	Openet, Telcordia
	Rel-11
	PCC
	Revised to S2-120291.

13.01.2012

- Weihua questions where there is a scenario that gives rise to a problem we need to solve. Points out the second change revision marking is incorrect.

- Bart agrees to change some formatting (but does not supply a rev)

16.01.2012

- Weihua questions whether there is a use case for usage monitoring or ADC rules?

- Konstantin points out problems with the text of the proposed change. He asks questions (but supplies no rev.)
- Alla reminds that we agreed not to touch ADC deferred rule aspects during the meeting. Answers Konstantin’s question.

(does not supply a rev)

- Bart withdraws the contribution as ADC rules are deferred to the next meeting. (still no rev!)

17.01

- rev3 available, corresponds to rev10 of 0064
18.01.2012

- Xiaoyun provides rev4
	Revision of S2-120291

Rev3 or rev4

	6.1

=>

6.2
	S2-120076
	CR
	23.060 CR1568: S4-SGSN procedure clarifications
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-8
	SAES
	12.01
- Iskren asks if this affects MS behavior?

- John S replies no

- Fenqin questions the new table, a new row seems wrong. Further the “ALL” filter is removed – asks what filter IDs will be sent over Gx to the PCRF?

13.01

- Miguel expressed similar concerns to Iskren. We cannot make certain assumptions implied by this paper. What differs from this proposal and what was brought to SA2 88?

16.01.2012

- John S responds to Fenqin’s questions, then to Iskren and Miguel, a set of answers.

- Iskren asks what an ‘old MS’ is. What is the FASMO problem solved by this CR?
- John S answers that the S4-SGSN and PGW respond to MS initiated PDP context procedures specification is unclear (see related CT3 LS, required to complete stage 3 work.)

- Irfan concurs there is no UE impact. OK for rel-11 change unless there is a FASMO justification. We use RAT type in PGW to determine whether to set up new bearers and the UE may/maynot provide linked filters.
- Iskren maintains that this is not FASMO, but no objections to a rel-11 version as a specification improvement.

- John replies rel-11 is better than nothing. Should we reply to CT3 that changes pre-rel-11 should be in line with the rel-11 solution?

- Fenqin rewords and provides editorials in rev1
	OK?

	6.1

=>

6.2
	S2-120077
	CR
	23.060 CR1569: S4-SGSN procedure clarifications
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-9
	SAES
	To be provided after Rel-8 CR discussions
	

	6.1

=>

6.2
	S2-120078
	CR
	23.060 CR1570: S4-SGSN procedure clarifications
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-10
	SAES
	To be provided after Rel-8 CR discussions
	

	6.1

=>

6.2
	S2-120079
	CR
	23.060 CR1571: S4-SGSN procedure clarifications
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	SAES
	To be provided after Rel-8 CR discussions
	

	6.2
	S2-120070
	CR
	23.203 CR0626: QoS Mapping
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-8
	SAES
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120071
	CR
	23.203 CR0627: QoS Mapping
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-9
	SAES
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120072
	CR
	23.203 CR0628: QoS Mapping
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-10
	SAES
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120073
	CR
	23.203 CR0629: QoS Mapping
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	SAES
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120081
	CR
	23.203 CR0633: Deferred PCC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-7
	PCC
	13.01.2012
- Weihua suggests some rewording (but does not supply a rev)


	NOTED


	6.2
	S2-120082
	CR
	23.203 CR0634: Deferred PCC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-8
	PCC
	
	NOTED


	6.2
	S2-120083
	CR
	23.203 CR0635: Deferred PCC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-9
	PCC
	
	NOTED


	6.2
	S2-120084
	CR
	23.203 CR0636: Deferred PCC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-10
	PCC
	
	NOTED


	6.2
	S2-120085
	CR
	23.203 CR0637: Deferred PCC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	PCC
	
	NOTED


	6.2
	S2-120086
	CR
	23.203 CR0638: Deferred UMC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	13.01
- Xiaoyun does not see the problem that needs to be solved.

- Alla pointed out the only difference between these and 0064..0069 is the distinction in behavior for de/activation times. Suggests to use the corresponding 0066, 0067 and 0068->0291 as the basis going forward.
- Belen agrees that this is the difference and a merge would be useful. Answered a question for clarification from Xiaoyun.

- Konstantin adds that the requirement is not clear, the text proposed has problems.
	NOTED
Merged into 0066

	6.2
	S2-120087
	CR
	23.203 CR0639: Deferred UMC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	
	NOTED 

Merged into 0067


	6.2
	S2-120088
	CR
	23.203 CR0640: Deferred UMC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	TEI9
	13.01
- suggests rewording to clarify that dynamic QoS rules are not directly provisioned in the BBERF.
	NOTED
Merged into 0068

	6.2
	S2-120189
	CR
	23.203 CR0651: PCRF addressing for MUPSAP
	ZTE
	Rel-9
	MUPSAP
	13.01
- Suggests an improvement of IP CAN session identification in rev1

- Xiaoyun is OK with rev1

- Weihua requests update of the summary of changes to reflect the deletion

15.01

- Xiaoyun provides rev2

16.01

- Weihua is ok with rev2

17.01.2012

- Belen is OK with rev02
	Rev2 OK?

	6.2
	S2-120190
	CR
	23.203 CR0652: PCRF addressing for MUPSAP
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	MUPSAP
	17.01.2012

- Xiaoyun uploaded Rev 02
	Rev ok?

	6.2
	S2-120191
	CR
	23.203 CR0653: PCRF addressing for MUPSAP
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	MUPSAP
	17.01.2012
- Xiaoyun uploaded rev02
	Rev ok?

	6.2
	S2-120194
	CR
	23.203 CR0654: Correction to deferred rules operations
	ZTE
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120195
	CR
	23.203 CR0655: Correction to deferred rules operations
	ZTE
	Rel-9
	TEI8
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120196
	CR
	23.203 CR0656: Correction to deferred rules operations
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI8
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120197
	CR
	23.203 CR0657: Correction to deferred rules operations
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI8
	
	APPROVED


	6.2
	S2-120234
	DISCUSSION
	Discussion on TFT operation when SGSN accesses to PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-8
	SAES
	
	NOTED


	6.2
	S2-120235
	CR
	23.203 CR0579R2: TFT operation when SGSN accesses to PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-8
	SAES
	17.01.2012
- Belen reduces the scope of the proposal in rev3

- Weihua further revises to rev4 to avoid problems described in 0234. (was not uploaded!)
- Belen prefers rev3 for technical reasons given.
- Irfan adds some text to capture information removed by rev3 from the original 0235, provides -rev4.

18.01.2012
- Belen adds a statement that the PCRF provides filters etc. and a note to clarify the conditions under which the PCRF cannot change QoS characteristics of an existing PCC rule. The text applies to E-UTRAN as well in _rev4
[ERIK NOTES THAT THERE IS A –rec04 AND A _rev04, IN THAT ORDER!]

- Weihua suggests rewording to remove a portion of _rev04 that he does not agree with.

- Belen does not agree

- Irfan is OK with rev5
	Rev of S2-114895

Rev ok?

	6.2
	S2-120236
	CR
	23.203 CR0580R2: TFT operation when SGSN accesses to PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-9
	SAES
	
	Rev of S2-114896

Rev ok?

	6.2
	S2-120237
	CR
	23.203 CR0581R2: TFT operation when SGSN accesses to PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	SAES
	
	Rev of S2-114897

Rev ok?

	6.2
	S2-120238
	CR
	23.203 CR0582R2: TFT operation when SGSN accesses to PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	SAES
	
	Rev of S2-114898

Rev ok?

	6.2
	S2-120239
	CR
	23.060 CR1594: TFT usage for the primary PDP context when using PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-8
	SAES
	16.01.2012
- John S remarks this removes the ability for the UE to add a TFT to the default bearer and this would require changes to NAS for rel-8.

- Irfan points out existing text to handle this and the lack of any requirement for the change’s new PGW behavior.
- Fenqin responds that this applies only to the MS-only case. Clarifies the UE can’t initiate a 2nd PDP context without TFT. Finally, the NW can add filters, just not the UE.

17.01.2012

- Irfan writes that it is not clear what is broken if a PGW accepts a TFT that a MS-only UE provides to its primary context. Won’t the change proposed will impact 29274, so this impacts the PGW/GGSN?

- Fenqin responds that the problem is that the UE will consider that one BEARER has a TFT and can establish another one without a TFT. Then a S4 SGSN will change this to a ‘create TFT’ operation code – but no TFT can be populated. To the 2nd point, the legacy UE need only be a ware that modification is rejected and won’t try the same thing. Any failure code can be reused. If we do not make this change, then the S4 SGSN has issues with the 2nd PDP context activation.

- Irfan asks why the Gn/Gp SGSN doesn’t have the same restriction. Irfan moves the text to the MS Only section in rev1.

- Fenqin agrees the Gn/Gp SGSN connecting to the PGW would have the same problem, but could not find where to put the change. Accepts Rev1

18.01.2012

- Peter objects to 239..241
- Fenqin explains again.

- Irfan explains to Peter

- Amit sees technical problems with the changes proposed.

- Peter argues the scenario described will not happen as an LTE capable UE has a default bearer concept.


	Awaiting final positions

	6.2
	S2-120240
	CR
	23.060 CR1595: TFT usage for the primary PDP context when using PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-9
	SAES
	18.01.2012

- Peter objects to 239..241
	Awaiting final positions

	6.2
	S2-120241
	CR
	23.060 CR1596: TFT usage for the primary PDP context when using PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	SAES
	18.01.2012

- Peter objects to 239..241
	Awaiting final positions

	6.2
	S2-120242
	CR
	23.060 CR1597: TFT usage for the primary PDP context when using PGW
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	SAES
	
	Awaiting final positions

	6.2
	S2-120243
	CR
	23.401 CR2282: Packet filter included in the Bearer resource modification procedure
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-8
	SAES
	13.01.2012
- Kaisu argues against the changes in the CR. Stage 3 is fine. From rel-11 onwards it could be considered.

- Fenqin replied with counterarguments.

- Iskren stated rel8 and rel9 changes are not needed.

- Fenqin asks why not clarify and complete the text?

15.01

- Kaisu asks if stage 2 is aligned with stage 3? She agrees that the packet filter id is needed in the case of changing the GBR but cannot agree to changing rel8 UE implementation.

- Fenqin sees this as FASMO as it is not clear how the PGW hands requests if >1 filter ID is used for the GBR resource. Suggests a change where pre-rel11 UE can support >1 filter ID, but only R8/R9/R10 terminals. For R11 onwards, we propose only using one filter ID.

- Iskren observes there remains unaccepable terminal impact. The change is not FASMO and should not be applied to frozen releases.

- Songyean supports Iskren and Kaisu. She does not see the  benefit of a rel-11 only restriction if rel 8-10 UEs can support multiple filter IDs.

- Fenqin replies that the issue must remain unclear – provides an explanation and rev1 and asks people to accept it.

- Songyean finds no restriction in stage and thus cannot assume the linkage of Filter IDs as Fenqin described. A change only to rel-11 would create a new compatibility issue. Suggests to defer this to SA2 89.

- Amit disputes there is agreement about high level principles and we should return to this.
	NOTED
POSTPONED

	6.2
	S2-120244
	CR
	23.401 CR2283: Packet filter included in the Bearer resource modification procedure
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-9
	SAES
	
	NOTED


	6.2
	S2-120245
	CR
	23.401 CR2284: Packet filter included in the Bearer resource modification procedure
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	SAES
	
	OK? (no rev!)

	6.2
	S2-120246
	CR
	23.401 CR2285: Packet filter included in the Bearer resource modification procedure
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	SAES
	
	OK? (no rev!)

	6.2
	S2-120279
	CR
	23.203 CR0658: Correcting Usage Monitoring event trigger
	Deutsche Telekom
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	13.01

- Xiaoyun suggests rewording (but no rev yet).

- Belen argues against a need for the change and that is an optimization if needed at all (not FASMO in any case, so only potentially applicable to rel-11)

- Alla points out stage 3 lacks removal of individual event triggers so an issue exists

- Sebastian replies that 23.203 is underspecified if the PCRF removes the trigger (what does the PCEF do?) or not (does the trigger stay active?) Provides 3 options (including the 1 selected in 0279)

- Sebastian replies to Xiaoyun that rev1 doesn’t help. He argues a simple solution is adequate. 

- Belen agrees the PCRF could remove the trigger but this should be considered an error case. Suggests requiring the PCRF to set the event trigger if the thresholds change to remove the ambiguity.

14.01

- Alla points out difficulties with Belen’s proposal, related to a scenario.

16.01.2012

- Sebastian agrees with Belen that it is currently an error case but there are 2 options: avoid the error (mark trigger as always set as per the CR) or mark the issue as an error case by mandating the PCRF to keep triggers active while monitoring is still active (proposal follows). No rev provided.

17.01

- Belen agrees with certain proposed rewording.

- Sebastian provides a change as per Belen’s proposal, as rev1
	Awaiting final positions

	6.2
	S2-120280
	CR
	23.203 CR0659: Correcting Usage Monitoring event trigger
	Deutsche Telekom
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	
	Awaiting final positions

	6.2
	S2-120281
	CR
	23.203 CR0660: Correcting Usage Monitoring event trigger
	Deutsche Telekom
	Rel-11
	TEI9
	
	Awaiting final positions

	6.3
	
	
	SAE: 23.402 (including eANDSF, MUPSAP, etc…) AND

IETF REFERENCE CORRECTION
	
	
	
	
	

	6.3
	S2-120297
	DISCUSSION
	Clean-up of IETF references in TS 23.402
	Orange
	Rel-8
	SAES
	
	NOTED



	6.3
	S2-120298
	CR
	23.402 CR1072: Update of IETF reference for IPv4 Support for Proxy Mobile IPv6
	Orange
	Rel-8
	SAES
	
	APPROVED



	6.3
	S2-120299
	CR
	23.402 CR1073: Update of IETF reference for IPv4 Support for Proxy Mobile IPv6
	Orange
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	
	APPROVED



	6.3
	S2-120300
	CR
	23.402 CR1074: Update of IETF reference for IPv4 Support for Proxy Mobile IPv6
	Orange
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED



	6.3
	S2-120301
	CR
	23.402 CR1075: Update of IETF reference for IPv4 Support for Proxy Mobile IPv6
	Orange
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED



	6.3
	S2-120302
	CR
	23.402 CR1076: IETF references clean-up
	Orange
	Rel-8
	SAES
	16.01.2012

- Gyuri points out that update of [17] is covered by 0298-0301 so it should not be 0302-0304. Also updating IKEv2 is tricky since 33.402 still refers to RFC 4306.

- Antoine is fine with rev1
	Rev1 OK?

	6.3
	S2-120303
	CR
	23.402 CR1077: IETF references clean-up
	Orange
	Rel-9
	SAES
	
	Rev1 OK?

	6.3
	S2-120304
	CR
	23.402 CR1078: IETF references clean-up
	Orange
	Rel-10
	SAES
	
	Rev1 OK?

	6.3
	S2-120305
	CR
	23.402 CR1079: IETF references clean-up
	Orange
	Rel-11
	SAES
	
	Rev1 OK?

	8.3

=>

6.3
	S2-120053
	CR
	23.261 CR0011: IETF reference update for 23.261
	New Postcom
	Rel-10
	IFOM
	
	APPROVED



	8.4

=>

6.3
	S2-120306
	CR
	23.402 CR1080: Removal of reference to IETF Draft for IPv6 Prefix Delegation
	Orange
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	17.01.2012

- Stefan changes a reference in 23.402 as rev1

- Antoine is OK with rev1, seeks to change the title, though
	Rev1 OK?

	8.4

=>

6.3
	S2-120307
	CR
	23.402 CR1081: Removal of reference to IETF Draft for IPv6 Prefix Delegation
	Orange
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	17.01.2012

- Stefan changes a reference in 23.402 as rev1
	Rev1 OK?

	9.13.1

=>

6.3
	S2-120056
	CR
	23.060 CR1567: IETF references update for 23.060
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01.2012

- Stefan R argued that we should not update MIPv4 references as MIPv4 in 23.060 has not been updated, maintained, deployed, etc. Rev1 omits this.

- Antoine doesn’t have a strong view on the MIPv4 reference. Suggests changing this to a Cat A CR and issuing a TEI10 CR.

14.01

- Siji supports Antoine’s suggestion.

- Stefan R does not want to update MIPv4 in 23.060 and supplies rev2

16.01

- Siji either wants to update the reference or remove it.

- Erik points out that removing the reference would have to be accompanied by removing the feature which goes beyond the scope of 9.13.x.

- Siji is OK keeping the reference, provides rev3.
	Rev3 OK?

	9.13.1

=>

6.3
	S2-120058
	CR
	23.401 CR2253: IETF reference update for 23.401
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED



	9.13.3

=>

6.3
	S2-120310
	CR
	23.327 CR0022: Update of reference to obsolete IETF RFCs
	Orange
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	17.01.2012

- Gyuri updates to avoid IKEv2 reference updates yet in rev1

- Antoine points out that SA3 already updated the ref on 33.402 to RFC 5996, so the original version is fine.

- Gyuri is OK with the original version after checking
	Rev1 OK

	9.13.3

=>

6.3
	S2-120061
	CR
	23.402 CR1046: IETF reference update for 23.402
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	12.01

- Antoine agrees to the change for rel-11, but earlier releases as well. Suggests we focus on 0298 to 0307 as they subsume this change.

13.01

- accepts Antoine’s proposal
	NOTED



	9.13.3

=>

6.3
	S2-120311
	CR
	23.402 CR1082: Update of IETF reference for Internet Key Exchange Protocol
	Orange
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	17.01.2012

- Gyuri suggests we NOTE this as 33.402 still refers to RFC 4306.
	NOTED or is this OK now?

	6.4
	
	
	Other (e.g CSFB, SMSoSGs, Emergency, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	6.4
	S2-120097
	DISCUSSION
	Clarification of ISR activation condition for NMO II RAU and Periodic RAU
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-8
	SAES-CSFB
	
	NOTED



	6.4
	S2-120098
	CR
	23.272 CR0720: Clarification of ISR activation condition for NMO II RAU and Periodic RAU
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-8
	SAES-CSFB
	12.02

- Nicolas posted rev01 with cover sheet changes and rewording.

- Antoine makes an editorial comment on wording

- Nicolas replies it is OK as is

- Yingzhe did not find the stage 3 statement to align with; found a typo; suggests rewording; questions why this is a Rel-8 change.

13.01

- Itsuma is OK with rev1. Responds to Yingzhe with a pointer to 24.301, agrees with need for the typo correction; provides a justification that this is a Rel-8 FASMO 

- Magnus argues this is not needed as it is already clear in 23.401
- Nicolas points out that it is not specified adequately how to set ISR Activated in the RAU Accept Answer so a change is needed.

- Fenqin clarifies that it is not ambiguous and the change is therefore unnecessary
- Nicolas expresses what he sees as the fundamental problem & what must be fixed.

16.01.2012

- Itsuma agrees to remove NMO II/III changes as this is already covered; cover sheet and editorial changes too. Responds to Magnus: only seeking the SGSN not to disable ISR for periodic RAU. Uploads rev2

- Haris sees a change in which the ISR activation flag is set in every TAU/RAU accept message as a general ISR change, not specific to the 23.272 clause under discussion

- Itsuma does not disagree with Haris but asks if the 23.272 part could be resolved now?

- Magnus replies that even networks that do not deploy ISR would have to ‘activate’ it in accept messages according to the proposal. Rel-8 ISR impacts on networks and nodes that have not been touched by ISR so far is too late.

- Itsuma suggests rewording with ‘which supports ISR’ (but no rev)

- Karl-Heinz is concerned that the wording proposed seems technically incorrect.

- Itsuma confirms Karl-Heinz is right. Proposes text.

17.01.2012

- Magnus observes that an operator is not allowed to have other conditions/configurations/preferences that turn off ISR. Magnus expressed further concern about the wording.

- Itsuma believes the change applies only to SGSNs that implement ISR.

- Magnus suggested working on this at a F2F meeting if ISR activation is in the periodic RAU as the UE might deactivate ISR for other reasons.

18.01.2012

- Itsuma provides rev4
	Rev OK?

	6.4
	S2-120099
	CR
	23.272 CR0721: Clarification of ISR activation condition for NMO II RAU and Periodic RAU
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-9
	SAES-CSFB
	18.01.2012

- Itsuma provides rev1
	Rev ok?

	6.4
	S2-120100
	CR
	23.272 CR0722: Clarification of ISR activation condition for NMO II RAU and Periodic RAU
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-10
	SAES-CSFB
	18.01.2012

- Itsuma provides rev1
	Rev ok?

	6.4
	S2-120101
	DISCUSSION
	CSFB MO call failure when ISR is activated
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-8
	SAES-CSFB
	12.01

- Nicolas questions the scenario, if there is an issue. Haris also has a concern. Curt also questions the scenario.

13.01

- Itsuma still sees ambiguity.

- Nicolas justifies that this is not a problem.

15.01

- Kaisu the UE will handle the LAU/RAU immediately if the stored LAI != the broadcast LAI. So the change is not wrong but we cannot be sure someone could interpret the current spec so that the principles would not apply in the UE.

16.01

- Sangsoo agreed we do not need the CR. Has further questions on 0103 (see below)

- Itsuma states that it is not clear whether the LAI in the UE is the one in the combined update in GERAN/UTRAN or E-UTRAN.

- Peter demonstrates that stage 3 is complete and clear.

- Itsuma agrees MM will support NMO II/II. Asks if there is a reference in 24.008 for GMM? As NMO I for RA/LA update remains unclear.
	NOTED?

	6.4
	S2-120102
	CR
	23.272 CR0723: Clarification of LAU/RAU for CSFB UE when ISR is activated
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-8
	SAES-CSFB
	
	NOTED?

	6.4
	S2-120103
	CR
	23.272 CR0724: Clarification of LAU/RAU trigger for CSFB UE when ISR is activated
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-9
	SAES-CSFB
	
	NOTED?

	6.4
	S2-120104
	CR
	23.272 CR0725: Clarification of LAU/RAU trigger for CSFB UE when ISR is activated
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-10
	SAES-CSFB
	
	NOTED?

	6.4
	S2-120163
	CR
	23.401 CR2266: Warning System details move to TS 23.041
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	13.01

- Shabnam updated CRs to refer to the proper 23.041CR. and made further cover sheet fixes suggested by Maurice off line in rev1
	Rev1 APPROVED


	6.4
	S2-120164
	CR
	23.401 CR2267: Warning System details move to TS 23.041
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-9
	TEI8
	13.01

- Shabnam updated CRs to refer to the proper 23.041CR. and made further cover sheet fixes suggested by Maurice off line.
	Rev1 APPROVED


	6.4
	S2-120165
	CR
	23.401 CR2268: Warning System details move to TS 23.041
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-10
	TEI8
	13.01

- Shabnam updated CRs to refer to the proper 23.041CR. and made further cover sheet fixes suggested by Maurice off line.
	Rev1 APPROVED


	6.4
	S2-120166
	CR
	23.401 CR2269: Warning System details move to TS 23.041
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	TEI8
	13.01

- Shabnam updated CRs to refer to the proper 23.041CR. and made further cover sheet fixes suggested by Maurice off line.
	Rev1 APPROVED


	6.4
	S2-120247
	CR
	23.272 CR0733: Clarification about PLMN selection for CS domain
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	16.01.2012

- Magnus disputes that there is a FASMO error or even that the spec is incorrect (though it may not be completely clear.) Only rel-11 would be acceptable.

- Haris, ZTE has no strong views but the consequences if not approved are too weak (no technical issues now). Also rewording is proposed. (no rev is provided)

- Curt agrees with Magnus

17.01.2012

- Xiaobo accepts to fix this in rel-11 only. 

- Nicolas accepts Xiaobo’s rev1
	Rev ok?

	6.4
	S2-120248
	CR
	23.272 CR0734: Clarification about PLMN selection for CS domain
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	
	Rev ok?

	6.4
	S2-120249
	CR
	23.272 CR0735: Clarification about PLMN selection for CS domain
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	TEI9
	17.01.2012

- Updates the cover sheet and accepts Haris’ proposal in rev1.
	Rev ok?

	6.4
	S2-120312
	CR
	23.272 CR0737: Correction for downlink unreachable due to mis-suspending
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	13.01

- Iskren reminds us that this CR was noted at SA2 82E (01.11) and elsewhere: Defer to a F2F meeting.

14.01

- Xipeng agreed the previous solution was rejected, but asserts that 0312 contains a new solution and requests input from operators.

16.01.2012

- Xiaobo points out technical shortcomings of the proposal and requestes further feedback (of the concrete proposal in 0314)

- Nicolas agrees the issues raised in 0312 and 0314 are valid use cases. 0314 does not solve all issues, only the charging and paging issue. 0312 also doesn’t solve other use cases. Proposes to solve the issues in SA2 89.

17.01

- Xipeng asserts this is a minor change to the MME as it can remember that the eNB triggered CSFB and to return to ECM-IDLE. Per stage 3, the UE performs TAU after return to EUTRAN due to 1x/CSFB. Couldn’t we expand this to CSFB failure?

- Sangsoo requested delay conclusion to SA2 89 as well.

- Peter agrees we need more analysis and time.

- Xipeng clarifes the handling of the UE to nonDTM GERAN where the UE finally selects UTRAN scenario in rev1. Is this acceptable?

- Nicolas updates the summary of change and reworded the normative text (no change in principles) in rev2.

- Peter suggests new wording (but no rev)

- Iskren is not happy with rev2 as it introduces a new requirement for RAU before a CS call. The use case is rare. This will change the rel9 CT1 spec for an improvement which is not acceptable. Suggests to defer this topic.

18.01.2012

- Curt agrees we need more time to discuss.

- Xipeng agrees with Nicolas’ revision. CT1 mandates TAU after CSFB/1xCSFB. There is room to optimize for the ISR case but it is subtle and could fail. Mandating TAU will always work.

- Peter remains unconvinced

- Kaisu supports deferral of this topic.

- Xipeng provides more explanation to Peter. Asks Kaisu if anything is wrong? Points out this is not rare because IRAT measurement is skipped in CSFB redirection.

- Iskren disagrees and feels this is indeed rare.


	NOTED
POSTPONED

	6.4
	S2-120313
	CR
	23.272 CR0738: Correction for downlink unreachable due to mis-suspending
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	
	NOTED
POSTPONED

	6.4
	S2-120314
	CR
	23.272 CR0739: Correction for missed suspending in CSFB
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	
	NOTED
POSTPONED

	6.4
	S2-120315
	CR
	23.272 CR0740: Correction for missed suspending in CSFB
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Rel-10
	TEI9
	
	NOTED
POSTPONED

	8
	
	
	Release 10 Maintenance
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4

=>

8
	S2-120011
	LS In
	LS from CT WG1: Reply LS on IMSI Paging for CSFB
	CT WG1
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	Response drafted in S2-120271
	NOTED


	8.4

=>

8
	S2-120271
	LS OUT
	Response LS on IMSI Paging for CSFB (reply to C1-115308)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120011
	APPROVED



	8
	S2-120022
	LS In
	LS from GERAN WG2: Reply LS on Fast Return after CSFB
	GERAN WG2
	Rel-10
	-
	
	NOTED?

	8
	S2-120027
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG2: LS on MBMS reception from non-RPLMN
	RAN WG2
	Rel-10
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Postponed S2-114741 from S2-88. Response drafted in S2-120229
	Rev of S2-114741
NOTED?

	8
	S2-120038
	LS In
	LS from SA WG1: Reply LS on charging at ePDG and 3GPP AAA in non-3GPP access to EPC architecture
	SA WG1
	-
	-
	Response drafted in S2-120157

13.01.2012

- see wiki Nicolas posted an argument (see 0153) to start an off-line disucssion.

16.01

- Nicolas argues there is no reason to mix up the BNG and ePDG. Stage 3 does not specify the ePDG use case since there is no spec for it. AAA is not involved in charging in the EPC now. To clarify current spec for the SGW, uploads rev1.

17.01.2012

- Marco does not disagree on the conclusion. Points out that 23.234 for I-WLAN does include AAA based charging.

- Chunhui supports 0275 and to postpone the outgoing LS. Withdraws 0153 and 0157.
	NOTED?

	6.3

=>

8
	S2-120157
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on charging at ePDG and 3GPP AAA in non-3GPP access to EPC architecture
	ZTE
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120038
	NOTED



	6.3

=>

8
	S2-120153
	CR
	23.402 CR1057: Charging at ePDG and 3GPP AAA in non-3GPP access to EPC
	ZTE
	Rel-8
	SAES
	12.01

- Nicolas identified this as for Rel-11. Comments further that this CR is not comprehensive and disagrees with the use of STa for accounting and documentation of this in 23.402.

13.01

- Chunhui argued that the requirement applies back to rel-8

- Wenruo replied that SA1 only asked what we should do and prefer to modify only rel-11. 

- Stefan R supports Wenruo’s comments. 

17.01

Nicolas suggests the CR to ePDG canbe agreed for rel-11
 => 0275rev2 
 => send an LS later (see 0276rev1), or an interim LS from here saying we agreed to a CR on the ePDG for rel-11 and continue to study other cases.
Otherwise, SA5 may not have time to complete rel11.
	NOTED



	6.3

=>

8
	S2-120154
	CR
	23.402 CR1058: Charging at ePDG and 3GPP AAA in non-3GPP access to EPC
	ZTE
	Rel-9
	SAES
	
	NOTED



	6.3

=>

8
	S2-120155
	CR
	23.402 CR1059: Charging at ePDG and 3GPP AAA in non-3GPP access to EPC
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	SAES
	
	NOTED



	6.3

=>

8
	S2-120156
	CR
	23.402 CR1060: Charging at ePDG and 3GPP AAA in non-3GPP access to EPC
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	SAES
	- a rev is needed
	NOTED



	9.13.3

=>

8
	S2-120276
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on charging at ePDG and 3GPP AAA in non-3GPP access to EPC architecture (reply to S2-120038)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	-
	-
	Response to noted LS S2-114729

17.01

- Nicolas provides rev1 with the statement described above (see 0153 discussion)

- Chunhui requests  we NOTE this and wait for results in BBAI progress.
	Ok rev?

	9.13.3

=>

8
	S2-120275
	CR
	23.402 CR1071: Non-3GPP Access VPLMN charging
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	17.01

- Nicolas provides rev2 (see 0153 discussion) including ZTE support.
	Ok rev?

	8
	S2-120044
	LS In
	LS from SA WG3: Reply to LS on authentication signalling with external networks over S2b
	SA WG3
	Rel-10
	-
	Postponed S2-115238 from S2-88

16.01.2012

- Gyuri argues we should NOTE this as we have considered it fully.
	Rev of S2-115238

NOTED?

	8
	S2-120229
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on MBMS reception from non-RPLMN
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	-
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Response to S2-120027
	APPROVED


	8.1
	
	
	3GPP Packet Access (TEI10: Essential corrections to 23.401 and 23.060 in release 10, LIPA_SIPTO)
	
	
	
	
	

	8.1
	S2-120002
	DISCUSSION
	Correction to MME Overload Control Actions
	Telcordia, NCS, Sprint
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	NOTED



	8.1
	S2-120003
	CR
	23.401 CR2247: Correction to MME Overload Control Actions
	Telcordia, NCS, Sprint
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	16.01.2012

- Antoine modifies terminology, ordering (consistency) and cleaned up the cover sheet in rev1

- Antti reminds that stage 2 does not need all cases and actions specified in stage 3. Rel-11 mirror needs more, but we can do this after we reach agreement. Adds only one new bullet in rev2

- Deb argues that these CRs are not needed as the change ‘for that MME’ is already in the clause and low priority handling is already covered 

- Vijay rebuts that ‘for that MME’ is only for consistency, but not critical. One case of MME overload is missing – we should make stage 2 and 3 consistent. Suggests 0003rev1 is OK

17.01.2012

- Rikard agrees with Deb. Stage 2 must not contain all cases and actions.

- Vijay does not understand the objection: it is technically correct. 4 companies wanted to align 23.401 to 36.413 to avoid misinterpretation. Antti’s revision suggested adding more…

18.01.2012

- Antti can live with rev2 though this is not needed. He rejects rev3
	Ok rev?

	8.1
	S2-120090
	CR
	23.401 CR2254: Correction to MME Overload Control Actions
	Telcordia, NCS, Sprint
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	
	Ok rev?

	8.1
	S2-120125
	CR
	23.401 CR2262: Correction of the PGW selection for SIPTO permission
	CATT
	Rel-10
	LIPA_SIPTO
	
	APPROVED


	8.1
	S2-120126
	CR
	23.401 CR2263: Correction of the PGW selection for SIPTO permission
	CATT
	Rel-11
	LIPA_SIPTO
	
	APPROVED


	8.1
	S2-120149
	CR
	23.401 CR2259: Add warning NOTE when using PAP for external authentication
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	13.01.2012

- Gyuri this is neither an essential correction nor needed as PAP was only an example.

16.01.2012

- Chunhui reports that LS S3‑111200 states rel-10 and later and that this is an action for SA2. Also, rel-10 alignment and corrections are on the agenda explicitly.

- Gyuri argues this is not a FASMO error and we should be strict, but he can live with a TEI11 change to rel-11.

17.01.2012

- Chunhui accepts the proposal and will provide a rev.


	NOTED


	8.1
	S2-120150
	CR
	23.401 CR2260: Add warning NOTE when using PAP for external authentication
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	18.01.2012

- Chunhui provides rev1
	Rev ok?

	8.1
	S2-120158
	CR
	23.401 CR2261: LIPA PDN connection handling when the UE's CSG membership changes
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	12.01

- Maulik questions the meaning of key text in the proposal.

13.01.2012

- Yingzhe responds that LIPA connections are based on a subscribed APN not a wildcarded APN.

- Huarui agrees current wording is flawed and suggests a rewording.

- Hong does not see the problem.

- Fenqin asserts the problem is not related to the wildcard APN. LIPA use with wildcard APN would not make sense. Suggests rewording to capture the scenario under discussion.

- Hong agrees a more general statement would be useful and questions whether there are scenarios in which a wildcard APN may be useful.

- Yingzhe responds to Huarui’s concerns and accepts Fenqin’s proposal, uploading Rev1.

16.01

- Juan agrees to Fenqin’s proposal but in some text is needed (no rev supplied)

- Hong agrees with Juan’s idea but replies with a different change proposal and debates which clauses to change (no rev supplied)

- Juan has a different view of which clauses to change, suggests more text to add and is OK with Hong’s proposals. (no rev supplied)

- Huarui is fine with the proposal

- Yingzhe uploaded 02 (OK with this, based upon Hong’s proposal), and rev 03 adding HSS information storage data and a requirement on the MME (does not support rev3)

- Hong cleans up the cover page, adds general text and clean ups in rev4

17.01

- Juan removes a restriction that the UE can establish only 1 PDN connection for LIPA, based on rev4 with this change, provides rev5

- Nicolas clarifies changes for release in a hybrid cell, csg cell and editorials in rev6

- Fenqin argues the change for 5.16 is not needed, only 4.3.16.

- Nicolas argues it is useful.

- Fenqin maintains that we should keep the same principles, suggests rewording.

- Nicolas is fine with this requests Fenqin provide the rev.

- Fenqin promises rev7 for this purpose.

- Yingzhe further updates Fenqin’s proposal with minor rewording in rev8

- Nicolas is OK with rev8, but there are changes over changes. These are removed in rev9

- Fenqin is fine with Rev9

18.01

- Hong is OK with rev9

- Sami asks if some text can be deleted

- Hong replies that the text is needed to describe the scenario
	Ok rev?

	8.1
	S2-120159
	CR
	23.060 CR1579: LIPA PDN connection handling when the UE's CSG membership changes
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	18.01.2012

- Yingzhe provides an update of the cover page in rev1
	Ok rev?

	8.1
	S2-120171
	CR
	23.401 CR2271: Avoid UE requested bearer resource modification in LIPA
	Panasonic
	Rel-10
	LIPA_SIPTO
	The Rel-11 mirror is missing.

12.01

- Kaisu identifes a new UE requirement (the UE recognizes that a connection is a LIPA PDN connection) and that this scenario is not clear in SA2, so we mayhave to change the restriction later; questions the problem [severity]; considers this an optimization not a fix and inappropriate for rel-10
- Shabnam agrees

13.01

- Eddie provides some clarification in Rev1 on justification, adjust shall to may.

- Huarui shares Kaisu’s concerns and states this is not a correction (not cat F) and that there is no requirement.

- Sami shares Kaisu’s concern and cannot accept Rev1 either.

16.01

- Eddie modifies his proposal to a implemenation clarification NOTE uploaded as rev2

- Sami does not accept rev2 either. Why add implementation notes (even if valid?) Optimizations are possible in implementations but do not belong in the spec.

- Shabnam agrees with Sami and adds that the change would prevent additional LIPA bearer support in future and emphasizes the change makes impelementation assumptions.
	NOTED



	8.1
	S2-120214
	CR
	23.401 CR2278: Clarify reference point used inter-PLMN and intra-PLMN
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	13.01.2012

- Roland is not sure changes are needed – but if they are they should be aligned with 23.401 and 23.060. Suggests rewording. Questions the need for a complete list of data forwarding paths.

14.01 

- Haris revises the sentence suggested by Chris, removes explicit references to inter-PLMN, revised the cover sheet and reason for change, changed to class F, align with 23.060 and 23.401. supplies rev1

16.01

- Shabnamsuggests revised wording of the note. (but no rev yet)

- Nicolas is OK with the rewording but asks shouldn’t there be a statement on S5 and S11 as these can be inter-PLMN?

17.01.2012

- Shabnam responds to Nicolas that this is captured by the rewording (promised by Haris)

- Haris provided wording from Shabnam improved by Kevin for 0214/0215/0216 (rev2) and 0218 (rev3)

- Antti, given the wording of the note, does not see this is essential. Will not object though.
	Rev OK?

	8.1
	S2-120215
	CR
	23.401 CR2279: Clarify reference point used inter-PLMN and intra-PLMN
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	14.01 

- Haris revises the sentence suggested by Chris, removes explicit references to inter-PLMN, revised the cover sheet and reason for change, changed to class F, align with 23.060 and 23.401. supplies rev1

17.01.2012

- Haris supplies rev2
	Rev OK?

	8.1
	S2-120286
	CR
	23.401 CR2291: Permit RRC release in parallel to S1 release
	Vodafone
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	13.01.2012

- Atsushi suggests ‘may’ instead of ‘should’ in the CR wording (no rev supplied)

- Frank argues that the procedure sequence cannot be changed unconditionally as S1 states UE context release procedure should be initiated (not shall be).

- Chris points out the UE Context Release Request cannot be rejected by the MME and the ‘should’ may refer to scenarios where the MME has already released the context

16.01

- Songyean prefers ‘may’ as ‘should’ could change the rel-10 eNB implementation

- Frank argues that there should be no additional way to release RRC independently of S1 signalling as otherwise the MME decides. Frank recommends starting with 23.272 to improve CSFB handling.

- Chris disagrees: either end can command the release of resources.

- Frank responds by asking why general handling should change depending on possible causes. This CR proposes the eNB always starts by releasing RRC before it asks the MME.

- Songyean agrees. We should allow the eNB to wait to command the MME.

- Chris changes the ‘should’ to a ‘may’ to avoid 23.401 contradicting 23.272 – leaving other aspects implementation dependent as rev1.

- Frank adds some clarification why we are doing this for CSFB not in general as rev2.
	Rev OK?

	8.1
	S2-120287
	CR
	23.401 CR2292: Permit RRC release in parallel to S1 release
	Vodafone
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	Rev1 and 2 exist
	Rev OK?

	8.1
	S2-120288
	CR
	23.401 CR2293: S1 connection and mobility from 2G/3G to LTE without PDP context
	Vodafone
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	12.01

- Maulik asks questions.

- Chris replies.

- Maulik proposes a change (no rev yet.)

- Wangqiang points out a rel-10 optimization in CT1. Asks if the change is meant to address a pre-rel-10 terminal?

- Nicolas supports Wangqiang. Identifies some ambiguity for clean up, but prefers to leave handling implementation dependent in the MME. Offers 2 ways forward.

- Haris questions why the ME box was not ticked and points out that the applicability of the change may be broader than stated and this must be considered with CT1.

16.01.2012

- Songyean UE re-attach is already specified in stage 3. Stage 2 clarification should be simple. Suggests removal of text and a new phrasing. (no rev provided)

17.01

- Kaisu agrees that others that CT1 has already defined reattach in 24.301. Supports Samsung’s comments.

- Chris adds a change over change to show additional considerations, adds to the comments on the cover sheet, neglects to tick the UE impact box in rev2.

- Fenqin replies that this issue is known to CT1, who decided to leave it as an implementation option. Supplies the original LS.

- Chris responds that someone else pointed out this LS too. It is not a practical implementation option to have the MME keep S1 connections alive and the UE waiting for the S1 connection to release.

- Fenqin’s view is that CT1 should discuss this first.

- Chris replies that an issue made up of NAS + S1 + RRC cannot be solved by CT1 alone.

- Fenqin will not oppose any suitable proposal. Let’s discuss this F2F then with CT1.

- Maulik questions the text in rev2 and provides rev3.

- Chris writes that CT1 has decided they can’t solve the problem themselves, so starting with CT1 won’t work. Let’s send them an LS from the e-meeting stating that we’re thinking of agreeing to rev2 (or rev3) and ask if they have comments. They could then respond during our next meeting.

- Fenqin is ok with the idea. What is the scope of the LS (only cause 40, or also 9&10? Considering only new MME/UE or legacy also?)

18.01

- Kaisu supports the proposal to defer this CR
	Rev OK?

	8.1
	S2-120289
	CR
	23.401 CR2294: S1 connection and mobility from 2G/3G to LTE without PDP context
	Vodafone
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	17.01

- Peter asks that before we agree to UE impacts, we should discuss this F2F. He does not see a FASMO issue (the consequence is ‘slow mobility from 2G/3G to LTE’ but this is already solved.)

18.01

- Songyean observes the 1st paragraph may impact the NAS and AS layers of the UE. Comments then removes the 1st paragraph and does not to tick the UE box, as rev4.

- Kaisu supports the proposal to defer this CR
- Chris accepts to defer to SA2 89
	NOTED
POSTPONED

	8.2
	
	
	QoS-related (PEST, eVocoder, policy related aspects of other WIs, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	8.2
	S2-120250
	CR
	23.203 CR0509R1: The reasonable corrections to 23.203
	Huawei, Hisilicon, NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED


	8.2
	S2-120251
	CR
	23.203 CR0510R1: The reasonable corrections to 23.203
	Huawei, Hisilicon, NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED


	8.3
	
	
	Mobility-related (MAPCON, FlowMob, SMOG)
	
	
	
	
	

	8.3
	S2-120119
	CR
	23.402 CR1041R1: Clarification on ISMP and ISRP
	China Telecom, ZTE, Huawei
	Rel-10
	MAPCON; IFOM
	13.01.2012

- Sami argues the new requirement is in conflict with previous assumptions.

16.01

- Haining responds that there is a problem to solve and offers improved wording in rev1.

- Antoine replies that the ‘shall’ is not acceptable as it is a requirement on operators. A NOTE would be OK as a guide to wise operation but not a requirement.

- Ivano supports Antoine and Sami. A NOTE to ANDSF is not a FASMO correction.

- Nicolas agrees the CR is not needed

- Haining provides rev2 and changes the clarification to a NOTE revises again to rev3

- Suggests rewording but p[rovides no rev
	NOTED


	8.3
	S2-120120
	CR
	23.402 CR1042R1: Clarification on ISMP and ISRP
	China Telecom, ZTE, Huawei
	Rel-11
	MAPCON; IFOM
	18.01.2012

- Haining adds a note instead of a clarification in rev1, revised again to rev2
	Rev of S2-115049 rev ok?

	8.3
	S2-120121
	CR
	23.402 CR1052: Clarification for the non-3GPP access system
	China Unicom, ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED


	8.3
	S2-120117
	CR
	23.402 CR1051: Clarification for the non-3GPP access system
	China Unicom, ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED


	8.3
	S2-120127
	CR
	23.402 CR1061: APN provision in non-3GPP to 3GPP handover
	CATT
	Rel-10
	MAPCON
	17.01.2012

- Apostalis  points out problems on the cover page, and suggests rewording of the changes. Uploads rev1 with the changes.

- Gyuri supports Apostalis, but argues this is not a FASMO change. There is however no UE or UICC impact. Can we agree to Category D? Only rel-11 acceptable.

18.01

- Yanfei agrees UICC is not affected. Disagrees with Gyuri that there is no error, as the UE does not always send an APN as the curren text mandates. Provides rev2

- Stefan provides rev3

- Apostalis is OK with rev2 and rev3

- Yanfei is OK with rev3

- Nicolas found rev3 more confusing than rev2 and supplies rev4
	Rev ok?

	8.3
	S2-120128
	CR
	23.402 CR1062: APN provision in non-3GPP to 3GPP handover
	CATT
	Rel-11
	MAPCON
	18.01 

- Yanfei provides rev2
	Rev ok?

	8.3
	S2-120147
	CR
	23.402 CR1053: Cleanup for the removal of HSS notification during PDN connection release in Non-3GPP access network
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	13.01.2012

- Stefan R disagrees with removal of HSS & AAA from the figures. Provides Rev1.

17.01.2012

- Chunhui is OK with rev1.

- Gyuri modifies the cover page, terminology, added Stefan’s change elsewhere where needed, asks whether the principle applies wherever the AAA context applies during HSS/AAA initiated detach procedures? uploads rev2

18.01

- Stefan provides some additional text to several procedures in rev4 

- Chunhui adds a missing section in rev5
	Rev OK?

	8.3
	S2-120148
	CR
	23.402 CR1054: Cleanup for the removal of HSS notification during PDN connection release in Non-3GPP access network
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	18.01.2012

- Chunhui provides rev1
	Rev ok?

	8.3
	S2-120151
	CR
	23.402 CR1055: Correction of the reference for the access to external private networks via S2b
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED


	8.3
	S2-120152
	CR
	23.402 CR1056: Correction of the reference for the access to external private networks via S2b
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED


	8.3
	S2-120180
	CR
	23.402 CR1038R2: UE behaviour when switching on the WLAN interface due to ANDSF policies
	Motorola Mobility
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	13.01

- Adrian seeks to simplify the changes, provides rev1.

16.01

- Apostalis added a clarifying note to mention I-WLAN in rev2.

- Gerardo questions this change as it adds ‘a new way for the UE to perform PLMN selection, obsoleting the I-WLAN PLAMN selection.'

17.01.2012

- Apostalis explains the rationale and asks if any revision is really needed?

- Hong brings up a number of roaming issues.

- Apostalis points out that roaming considerations do not apply to the CR.

- Sami asks how the UE can be sure of the PLMN on the WLAN side without selecting it first, to stay in the same PLMN when following ISMP instructions?
- Apostalis responds to Sami that this is not an issue and similar to how the system works today.

- Sami counters that if this is the case can’t stage 3 take care of getting the list of PLMNs back?

- Gerardo remains unconvinced and points to the bigger question why the UE should stay in the same PLMN if there is a PLMN offering a WLAN? Responding to Sami – I tis not clear how this would work with non-seamless WLAN. How can the UE distinguish the PLMN the WLAN is connected to unless I-WLAN selection is performed.

- Adrian provides rev3 to clean up some editorials and rev4, changing ‘WLAN to 3GPP’  to ‘‘alternative radio technology to 3GPP”

- Apostalis replies to Gerardo and Sami that the goal is to redirect traffic to the PLMN via WLAN not to cause the UE to simply use WLAN.

- Gerardo replies to Adrian that we cannot make assumptions about PLMN selection as it is not in our specs. This requires more time as in a F2F meeting. Responding to Apostalis he disagrees about the premises of the argument and about the conclusion.

18.01.2012

- Hong supports Gerardo’s requeste to agree on the principles first. SSIDs are not location specific in many nets (including in Singapore!)

- Nicolas supports deferral of this topic.

- Apostalis concedes we need further work.
	NOTED

POSTPONED



	8.3
	S2-120181
	CR
	23.402 CR1039R2: UE behaviour when switching on the WLAN interface due to ANDSF policies
	Motorola Mobility
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	13.01

- Adrian seeks to simplify the changes, provides rev1.
	NOTED

POSTPONED



	8.3
	S2-120227
	CR
	23.402 CR1063: Clarify the logical interface function on UE
	China Mobile
	Rel-10
	MAPCON
	12.01

- Kaisu does not see the requirement for support as it is not needed for S2c and whether the scenario needs to be treated in 23.402 as it is above the MT.

13.01

- Stefano supports this view and further there is no evidence that stage 3 specs are incorrect. There would be no stage 3 impact.

- Sami objects
16.01

- Tao offers a change to support “NBM UE to support  IP address preservation and seamless” in rev1.

- Apostalis wrote that the CR points to a specific implementation of the UE and does not provide a good enough justification since our specs do not clarify implementation aspects.

17.01

- Peter supports Kaisu, Apostalis, Stefano and Sami.
	NOTED


	8.3
	S2-120228
	CR
	23.402 CR1064: Location identification by non-3GPP access information
	China Mobile
	Rel-10
	MAPCON
	16.01.2012

- Ivano expressed that current specs do not provide information needed for this proposal to the ANDSF.

- Wenruo agrees with the reason for change in the CR  and points to existing specification that would allow the UE to provide the AP MAC to the ANDSF. Also – this is missing in 24.302 and should be completed there.

- Chunhui the purpose of the CR is to support the UE not the UE or AAA. From the UE is OK, from AAA, Ivano is right.

- Ivano agrees with Wenruo requests a rev.

- Sami requests that this be brought as a CR to CT1 not added as an example to rel-10 stage 2.

- Tao responds to Sami that stage 3 has info that would be beneficial elsewhere (23.402). makes changes proposed by Wenruo in rev1.

- Apostalis agrees there is no standard way to get the AP’s mac addr but this could be used even if not in 23.402. The problem ‘the network does not have accurate UE location information’ would require another CR or WI.

- Kevin points out that access points can be moved and this affects the inferred location of the UE.

- Stefano argues this is not a FASMO correction.

- Tao responds to Kevin that APs don’t move much. Can change to rel11 if needed.

- Nicolas to Ivano: use of MAC addresses is from GAN and abandoned due to issues with the db. MAC addr is of no use for location purposes.

- Apostalis supports Nicolas.

- Stefano supports Nicolas.

- Tao provides rev02 for rel11 only
	NOTED


	8.3
	S2-120252
	CR
	23.402 CR1065: Add UE location report on Gx interaction
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	16.01.2012

- Gyuri exchanges steps A2 and A3 to preserve similarity with section 7.2 in rev1.

17.01.2012

- Wenruo is fine with rev1.
	Rev1 OK?

	8.3
	S2-120253
	CR
	23.402 CR1066: Add UE location report on Gx interaction
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	18.01.2012

- Wenruo provides rev1, then rev2 with a figure update
	Rev ok?

	8.3
	S2-120254
	CR
	23.402 CR1067: Correction on handover indicator in PBU
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	16.01.2012

- Gyuri wrote that there is no need to align stage 2 to stage 3. Stage 2 includes an indicator. How this is used/set is stage 3.

17.01.2012

- Wenruo points out this is alignment amongst stage 2 within 402.

- Gyuri responds that this is not an essential correction as stage 3 is complete and correct so rel10 is not needed. (Erik: I infer a rel11 change is OK.)

18.01.2012

- Wenruo pointed out an error in clause 8.2.7 for the HO indicator. This is added in rev1
	NOTED


	8.3
	S2-120255
	CR
	23.402 CR1068: Correction on handover indicator in PBU
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	18.01

- Wenruo provides rev1
	Rev ok?

	8.3
	S2-120267
	CR
	23.402 CR1069: Alignment of PMIP protocol stacks
	Juniper Networks, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	WITHDRAWN
(LATE)



	8.3
	S2-120268
	CR
	23.402 CR1070: Alignment of PMIP protocol stacks
	Juniper Networks, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	
	WITHDRAWN
(LATE)



	8.4
	
	
	Other (eMBMS, eMPS, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4
	S2-120006
	CR
	23.246 CR0272: Updating Rel-10 version removing MBMS service area configuration using M3
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Verizon Wireless, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei, NSN
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	APPROVED


	8.4
	S2-120136
	DISCUSSION
	SRVCC recovery due to incomplete IMS session continuity procedure
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	NOTED


	8.4
	S2-120137
	CR
	23.216 CR0246: SRVCC recovery due to incomplete IMS session continuity procedure
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	13.01.2012

- Fredrik asks how the MSC or MME would distinguish between cases. Suggests to consider this at stage 3.
- Adrian points out a scenario to cover (UE anchored in the ATCF, then not – how does the HSS then MME get updated?)

14.01

- Curt argues we must handle this in SA2 to handle ‘system level’ aspects and points out added solutions can counter Fredrik’s concerns. (no rev provided)

16.01

- Changle agrees stage 2 work should be done & the error case is valid. Points out an additional 2 problems to solve. (no rev provided)

- Antoine remarked that failure handling procedures are normally out of scope of stage 2 and also Adrian’s example doesn’t work as roaming changes MME, finally the procedure would fail in the scenario it is designed to recover from.

- Curt counters that this is not just for HSS failure & there are other examples.

17.01.2012

- Fredrik rejects the scenario as permanent error as unlikely. Failure scenarios would require more work. Leave error description to stage 3. It would suffice to say that if a permanent error arises, the MME should note that and decide to prevent any further SRVCC HO & leave this to stage 3 to implement.

18.01.2012

- Curt updates figure and text some and uploads rev2
	NOTED?

	8.4
	S2-120138
	CR
	23.216 CR0247: SRVCC recovery due to incomplete IMS session continuity procedure
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-11
	TEI10
	16.01.2012

- Nicolas agrees there is an issue, per the reason for change. Questions the solution and suggests new text (but no rev).

18.01.2012

- Curt updates figure and text some and uploads rev1
	NOTED?

	8.4
	S2-120139
	CR
	23.272 CR0727: Clairfication of detach procedure in case of ISR activation
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	12.01

- Itsuma asked a question about the scenario

- Yingzhe explains that this aligns with text already in stage 3.

- Curt asserts the scenario does not exist.

13.01

- Yingzhe disagrees with Curt.

- Itsuma suggests that this is a TEI11 not TEI10 as it is only alignment.

- Curt states that the behavior is independent of ISR or CSFB usage according to stage 3. Why make change sto CSFB for clarification? Do this directly in stage 3.

- Nicolas supports Yingzhe and the CR. Aligns the 3rd with the 1st paragraph in rev3.

- Yingzhe argues the clarification is needed.

- Curt posits that there is no need to align to stage 3 as legacy Gs behavior is complete and correct already.

17.01.2012

- Sangsoo asks why do we need the CR. The ME box should be ticked as it affects UE operation.

18.01.2012

- Yingzhe asks to proceed

- Erik replies this is up to the WG and alignment is not always proper for frozen rels.

- Itsuma submits the CR should be rel11 only but will not object to rel10.
	NOTED?

	8.4
	S2-120198
	CR
	23.272 CR0730: Clarification SMS MT service
	ZTE
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	WITHDRAWN

(LATE)



	8.1

=>

8.4
	S2-120204
	CR
	23.272 CR0732: Correction on handling of SGs paging in CN failure case
	Samsung
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	See S2-120204 comments in yellow.
	NOTED, 

Merged with S2‑120270



	8.4
	S2-120269
	CR
	23.272 CR0703R2: CM Service Request during MO-LR procedure (resubmission of S2-114205)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	17.01

- Sangsoo asks why we need the CR and why the ME box is ticked?
	Rev of S2-114205

Ok?

	8.4
	S2-120270
	CR
	23.272 CR0736: Corrections to SGs paging for CSFB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	12.01

- Nicolas proposes rev01 corrects the cover sheet including supporting companies

- Yingzhe adds 0204 to the discussion and suggests that the case without TMSI can be left to stage 3 and that 4.8.X is no longer needed.
13.01

- Songsoo suggests merging 0204 with 0270 and cosigns but has technical concerns with one statement.

- Nicolas agrees with the concerns and suggests rewording. [Rev02]

- Songsoo agrees.


	Rev2 ok?

	8.5
	
	
	Network Improvements for Machine-Type Communications (NIMTC)
	
	
	
	
	

	8.5
	S2-120113
	CR
	23.060 CR1525R1: Alignment of the section on MTC with GERAN specifications
	Renesas Mobile Europe, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	17.01.2012

- Wangqiang agrees with the concept, but the change requires rewording and some of the change removed. In rev1

- Matti uploaded the rev for Wangqiang, with changes: adding the additional reference as requested, in rev1

- Wangqiang is OK with the change from Matti (to this and 0114)
	Rev of S2-114228 rev ok?

	8.5
	S2-120114
	CR
	23.060 CR1576: Alignment of the section on MTC with GERAN specifications
	Renesas Mobile Europe, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	17.01.2012

- uploads Wangqiang’s suggestions, with changes as rev1
	Rev ok?

	8.5
	S2-120129
	CR
	23.401 CR2264: Essential correction of general NAS level MM congestion control
	CATT
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	16.01.2012

- Wei does not accept the reason for change.

- Siji responds that the CRs are correct but not necessary.

- Haining rebuts that the purpose is to complete the mechanism and offers arguments against Wei & Siji’s points. Notes that without this correction, a proposal in CT1 will not work.

- Peter assessed current specs and concluded that the MME does not reject UE requests until a certain time passes. The MME logic to store times and stop after the time expires is optional. Stage 2 is sufficient for stage 3 to complete.

- Hucheng provides a rationale why the changes is needed and asks Peter and Wei to accept it.

- Siji replies to Hucheng that the MME cannot distinguish emergency service from a NAS request.

- Vijay does not accept the CR as it states the MME can reject subsequent requests, but a rel-11 requirement forbids overload control to adversely impact MPS. The change cannot be applied to rel-11 and therefore it should not be applied to rel-10 alone.

- Panasonic asks for clarification and supports Peter’s comments.
- Hucheng justifies his changes to various parties above
	NOTED


	8.5
	S2-120130
	CR
	23.401 CR2265: Essential correction of general NAS level MM congestion control
	CATT
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	
	NOTED


	8.5
	S2-120131
	CR
	23.060 CR1580: Essential correction of general NAS level MM congestion control
	CATT
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	
	NOTED


	8.5
	S2-120132
	CR
	23.060 CR1581: Essential correction of general NAS level MM congestion control
	CATT
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	
	NOTED


	8.5
	S2-120205
	CR
	23.401 CR2273: NAS backoff timer handling for UE with emergency services
	Samsung
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	13.01.2012

- Sangsoo suggests merging with 0222 but points out one difference.

- Genadi is OK with the merge. He seeks clarification of a number of points.

16.01

- Sangsoo responds but does not announce a rev.

- Ellen comments that there is no need to support one scenario (also argued by Genadi).

- Sangsoo posts the merge of 0205 and 0222 removing SM backoff timer handling per Genadi and ‘Service user’ removed from the description per Genadi and Ellen.

- Genadi suggests further changes to the text (but does not supply a rev)

- Hucheng expressed concerns and Sangsoo responds with counter arguments.

- Erik uploaded rev2 for Sangsoo

17.01.2012

- Genadi is OK with rev2

17.01.2012

- Hucheng asks a question that may result in changes

- Genadi sees the potential for alignment if service user terminology changes.

- Sangsoo provides rev3 and mirrors

18.01.2012

- Sangsoo responds to Hucheng, the MME’s choice and timing of use of APNs is an implementation detail. No changes are needed.

- Ellen is OK with rev3 but the cover page is incorrect (the CN should not be ticked.)

- Sangsoo provides rev4
	Rev2 ok?

	8.5
	S2-120206
	CR
	23.401 CR2274: NAS backoff timer handling for UE with emergency services
	Samsung
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	18.01

- Sangsoo provides rev2
	Rev ok?

	8.5
	S2-120207
	CR
	23.060 CR1584: NAS backoff timer handling for MS with emergency services
	Samsung
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	18.01
- Sangsoo provides rev2
	Rev ok?

	8.5
	S2-120208
	CR
	23.060 CR1585: NAS backoff timer handling for MS with emergency services
	Samsung
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	18.01
- Sangsoo provides rev2
	Rev ok?

	8.5
	S2-120222
	CR
	23.401 CR2280: Handling of the MM back-off timer in the UE during emergency sessions
	Panasonic
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	The Rel-11 mirror is missing.
	NOTED

Merged (eventually) into S2-120205, 06

	8.5
	S2-120223
	CR
	23.060 CR1592: Handling of the MM back-off timer in the UE during emergency sessions
	Panasonic
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	The Rel-11 mirror is missing.
	NOTED

Merged (eventually) into S2-120207, 08

	8.5
	S2-120224
	CR
	23.401 CR2281: Clarification on PLMN selection for emergency attached UE with a back-off timer running
	HTC
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	The Rel-11 mirror is missing.

13.01.2012

- Itsuma questions why PLMN selection is modified by the MM reject & BO timer in the change?

- Wangqiang agrees with Itsuma

- Ellen agrees the change may cause confusion.

- Erik requested rewording

14.01

- Ellen concedes that the CR leads to the problematic conclusion that the MM timer would apply to PLMN selection which cannot be agreed, so requests we NOTE the proposal.
	NOTED



	8.5
	S2-120256
	CR
	23.401 CR2189R1: Service user correction for MTC congestion control
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	13.01

- Deb does not see the need for these changes and points out flaws with some of the text.

14.01

- Shabnam agrees with Deb

16.01

- Vijay responds with some changes he views as needed. Please see also the S2-110256 wiki  page (no rev supplied).

16.01.2012

- Wangqiang states that without the changes would limit the applicability of overload handling to the MT as the service user may not perform checking. Also this would leave specs inconsistent between stage 2 and 3.

- Peter asks why there is no 060 version of this? 060 uses priority service wording as well. Shouldn’t these specs be kept consistent?

- Curt responds that no change to 060 is needed. Further suggests text changes but no rev.
- Vijay agrees with Curt’s wording and proposes further changes but no rev.
- Wangqiang supplies rewordingin rev1 then rev2.

18.01.2012

- Deb changes teerminology and reminds that MPS HSS check is not part of the MTC overload strategy… see rev3

- Hanna asks why the ME box is ticked? Seems no reason to do so. Changes terminology back to NSN’s version, adds some rewording and unticks the ME box in rev4.

- Wangqiang does not agree to Hanna’s rewording. Is ok with rev2 and rev3.

- Shabnam disagrees to add MPS subscription aspects as proposed. Also the ME box must be ticked as this is done in stage 3. Provides rev5.

- Wangqiang proposes a change but does not provide a rev

- Hanna still prefers not to tick the ME box

- Shabnam explains

- Wangqiang is OK with rev3 or rev5
	Rev of S2-114157

Rev2 OK?

	8.5
	S2-120257
	CR
	23.401 CR2286: Service user correction for MTC congestion control
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	17.01.2012

Wangqiang supplied the mirror CRs, rev1 and rev2

18.01.2012

- Deb changes teerminology and reminds that MPS HSS check is not part of the MTC overload strategy… see rev3


	Rev ok?

	8.5
	S2-120258
	CR
	23.401 CR2287: TAU trigger upon receipt of paging in congestion
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	15.01

- Wei agrees to the reason for change, but do not see a reason to copy stage 3 into stage 2 specs. Suggests that only the change to 5.3.3.0 is useful.

16.01.2012

- Peter sees this as a stage 3 alignment and not FASMO. Thus there is no need for a rel-10 CR and it is close to stage 3 so the argument is not strong to proceed with rel-11.

- Wangqiang explains his reasoning and asks Wei and Peter to agree to changes.

- Wei suggests rewording (but does not provide a rev)

- Wangqiang cleans up the reason for change, adds a new bullet above note 1, removes detailed description, uploads rev1.

17.01

- Wei suggests a wording change, does not think the descriptionof the first change is wrong per se. (no rev provided)

18.01.2012

- Wangqiang updates text rather than adding a note, also to the 23.060 version. 
	NOTED?

	8.5
	S2-120259
	CR
	23.401 CR2288: TAU trigger upon receipt of paging in congestion
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	17.01.2012

- if only the rel11 version is acceptable, does it need to be changed?
	NOTED?

	8.5
	S2-120260
	CR
	23.060 CR1598: RAU trigger upon receipt of paging in congestion
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	17.01

- Erik assumes the 0258 comments apply here.
	NOTED?

	8.5
	S2-120261
	CR
	23.060 CR1599: RAU trigger upon receipt of paging in congestion
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	NIMTC
	17.01

- if only the rel11 version is acceptable, does it need to be changed?
	Waiting final status…

	8.5
	S2-120282
	CR
	23.236 CR0048R2: Corrected MTC terminology
	Vodafone
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	
	APPROVED


	8.5
	S2-120283
	CR
	23.060 CR1496R2: PS Domain Overload Control when using Network Mode of Operation II
	Vodafone
	Rel-10
	TEI10, NIMTC
	18.01.2012

- Ming provides rev1 with some text removed
	Rev of S2-114348

Rev ok?

	8.5
	S2-120284
	CR
	23.060 CR1600: PS Domain Overload Control when using Network Mode of Operation II
	Vodafone
	Rel-11
	TEI10, NIMTC
	18.01.2012

- Ming provides rev1 with some text removed
	Rev ok?

	9
	
	
	Release 11
	
	
	
	
	

	9.13.4

=>

9
	S2-120007
	LS In
	LS from CT WG1: LS on the condition to deactivate ISR by the SGSN
	CT WG1
	Rel-11
	ISR
	Postponed S2-114724 from S2-88. Response drafted in S2-120266

12.01

- Magnus argued optimizations per S2-120266 and S2-120203 are not needed.

13.01.2012

- Stefano supports Magnus. Further the scenario is rare.

- Sangsoo argues that LTE without CSFB or only IMS used for voice/SMS would require a change & this is not a rare scenario.

- Xiaobo argues the scenario is not a corner case

- Nicolas argues that this is a corner case.
- Curt agrees this occurs seldom, only appropriate for rel11. For rel11 it is beneficial.

17.01

- Xiaobo suggests rewording for 0266 (but uploads no rev). He suggests further work on 0265 (but uploads no rev)

- Sangsoo requests rewording that describes the disagreement in a different way.

- Curt disagrees SGs is always available to a UE if it is CSFB configured. Proposes to respond that we could not agree and want to wait till the requirements become clear. (no rev yet)

- Stefano answers that as this is a corner case, it is possible, but offers rewording that goes further to say we need no solution for now, in rev2

18.01.2012

- Xiaobo dissents and requests that “SA2 believes” be rephrased to “The majority of SA2 believes…” Addresses the point from curt in rev3

- Haris does not accept rev1 or rev2
	Rev of S2-114724

NOTED?

	9.13.4

=>

9
	S2-120266
	LS OUT
	[Draft] Reply LS on the condition to deactivate ISR by the SGSN
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	Response to S2-120007

Rev needed!
	NOTED?

	9
	S2-120008
	LS In
	LS from CT WG1: LS on multimedia CAT (Customized Alerting Tones) and vSRVCC in the alerting phase
	CT WG1
	Rel-11
	SRVCC-CT
	Response drafted in S2-120209

17.01.2012

- Laeyoung asks if we should postpone this as vSRVCC is not on the agenda?

- Martin supported postponing this.

vSRVCC is not on the agenda
	NOTED

POSTPONED to a future SA2 meeting

	9
	S2-120209
	LS OUT
	Response LS on multimedia CAT (Customized Alerting Tones) and vSRVCC in the alerting phase
	Samsung
	Rel-11
	vSRVCC
	Response to S2-120008

- Laeyoung asks if we should postpone this as vSRVCC is not on the agenda?

vSRVCC is not on the agenda
	NOTED

POSTPONED to a future SA2 meeting

	9.13.4

=>

9
	S2-120009
	LS In
	LS from CT WG1: LS on MSC Selection for MSC in Pool at MME and SGSN
	CT WG1
	Rel-11
	-
	Responses drafted in S2-120134 and S2-120290

See 0123
	NOTED



	9.13.4

=>

9
	S2-120134
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on MSC Selection for MSC in Pool at MME and SGSN.
	TeliaSonera
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120009

See 0123

Merged with 0290
	NOTED



	9.13

=> 

9
	S2-120122
	DISCUSSION
	Discussion on improvement to MSC (re-)selection at MME/SGSN
	TeliaSonera
	-
	-
	See 0123


	NOTED



	9.13

=>

9
	S2-120123
	CR
	23.236 CR0049: Introduction of NRI based MSC in Pool Selection for combined procedures in SGSN.
	TeliaSonera
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01.2012

- Peter asks what are the UE impacts?

- Nicolas comments that the use of NRI would onlyw ork if all CN nodes have been updated, that the reason for change is insufficient and the new feature is quite substantial and inappropriate for an e-meeting.

- Nils responds to Nicholas the CN nodes need to be updated at once; offers improved wording; the error goes back to rel5. To Peter: agrees the ME will be impacted. Suggests asking CT4 if a network solution could be found without UE impact. Provides rev2 to 0290, suggests postponing CRS 0123 and 0123. 0122 can be noted, 0134 merged with 0290.

Postponed (expect contributions SA2 at a future meeting.)
	NOTED



	9.13

=>

9
	S2-120124
	CR
	23.272 CR0726: Introduction of NRI based MSC in Pool Selection for combined TA/LA procedures in MME.
	TeliaSonera
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	See 0123

Postponed (expect contributions SA2 at a future meeting.)
	NOTED



	9.13.4

=>

9
	S2-120290
	LS OUT
	draft reply LS on MSC Selection for MSC in Pool at MME and SGSN (re C1-115219).
	Vodafone
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120009

13.01.2012

- Nils disagrees with text in the draft reply. Argues that the problem arises at stage 2 and suggests CRs to fix the problem in 0123 and 0124.

- Chris replies to reach an understanding of the problem with Nils.

16.01.2012

- Nils supplies rev1

See 0123

- Nils supplies rev2

17.01.2012

- Chris aims to agree on the problem definition first and asks some questions.

- Magnus replies with 5 comments on solutions outlined in rev2.

- Nils provides answers to Chris and Magnus.

- Chris describes the scenario to verify this is the problem.

- Nils confirms this is precisely the scenario with one variation (it doesn’t have to be national roaming.)
	Rev2 OK?

	9
	S2-120010
	LS In
	LS from CT WG1: LS on Service Awareness in the VPLMN
	CT WG1
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120012
	LS In
	LS from CT WG1: Reply LS on length of security in PWS
	CT WG1
	Rel-11
	PWS_Sec
	
	NOTED?

	9
	S2-120016
	LS In
	LS from CT WG4: Reply LS on Request to define extensions to H(e)NB to SeGW interface for BBAI
	CT WG4
	Rel-11
	BBAI
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120017
	LS In
	LS from CT WG4: LS on clarification of BBAI BB1
	CT WG4
	Rel-11
	BBAI
	Response drafted in S2-120161
	Postpone to a future SA2 meeting.

	9.13

=>

9
	S2-120161
	LS OUT
	[DRAFT] LS response on clarification of BBAI BB1 (C4-113136)
	Ericsson, ST- Ericsson
	Rel-11
	BBAI
	Response to S2-120017
	Postpone to a future SA2 meeting.

	9
	S2-120020
	LS In
	LS from TSG CT: LS on M2M devices with dual priority applications.
	TSG CT
	Rel-11
	SIMTC
	16.01.2012

- Peter sees no issue with the text. Can we note in the ‘minutes’ that we assume such modeling and expect minor CRs to stage 2 once CT1 has done their stage 3 CRs). Then NOTE the LS…

- Songyean replies that SA2 needs to be involved due to configuration and who does this configuration. Seeks to postpone work.

- Peter responds asking what difficulties exist with the model. Fine with postponing discussions to SA2 89.

- Haris points to SA notes that CT1 will take the lead.

- Karl-Heinz points out there are only 2 possible priorities. How can CT1 take the lead?

- Erik attempted to clarify CT and SA guidance and that SA2 will be involved in Q2.
	NOTED


	9
	S2-120023
	LS In
	LS from GERAN WG2: Reply LS on length of security in PWS
	GERAN WG2
	Rel-11
	PWS
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120025
	LS In
	LS from TSG GERAN: Reply LS on Service Identification for RRC Improvements in GERAN
	TSG GERAN
	Rel-11
	SIRIG
	Response drafted in S2-120062

16.01.2012

- Nicolas observes there is 

no action for SA2, so this LS can be noted.
	NOTED?

	9.13.2

=>

9
	S2-120013
	LS In
	LS from CT WG3: LS on Subscription Id for Intermediate Spending Limit Report Request
	CT WG3
	Rel-11
	QoS_SSL-CT3
	Postponed S2-115339 from S2-88. Responses drafted in S2-120192 and S2-120264

Postpone to a future SA2 meeting as QoS_SSL is not on the agenda?
	NOTED

Postponed till a future SA2 meeting

	9.13.2

=>

9
	S2-120192
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on Subscription Id for Intermediate Spending Limit Report Request
	ZTE
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120013

Postpone to a future SA2 meeting as QoS_SSL is not on the agenda?

13.01

- Weihua asked a question for clarification

16.01.2012

- Xiaoyun states that if 0075 is acceptable, so should this LS Out


	NOTED

Postponed till a future SA2 meeting

	9.13.2

=>

9
	S2-120264
	LS OUT
	[Draft] Reply LS on Subscription Id for Intermediate Spending Limit Report
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	QoS_SSL
	Response to S2-120013

Postpone to a future SA2 meeting as QoS_SSL is not on the agenda?
	NOTED

Postponed till a future SA2 meeting



	9
	S2-120014
	LS In
	LS from CT WG3: Reply LS on Service Identification for RRC Improvements in GERAN
	CT WG3
	Rel-11
	SIRIG
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120018
	LS In
	LS from CT WG4: Reply LS on Service Identification for RRC Improvements in GERAN
	CT WG4
	Rel-11
	SIRIG
	Responses drafted in S2-120062 and S2-120118
	NOTED?

	9
	S2-120019
	LS In
	LS from TSG CT: LS on Work progress on RRC Improvements in GERAN
	TSG CT
	Rel-11
	SIRIG
	Response drafted in S2-120062

16.01.2012

- Nicolas observes there is 

no action for SA2, so this LS can be noted.
	NOTED?

	9
	S2-120062
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on Service Identification for RRC Improvements in GERAN
	Allot Communications (agoldner@allot.com)
	-
	SIRIG
	Response to S2-120025, S2-120018, S2-120019

13.01.2012

- John S seeks a shorter reply as per S2-120118 as ADC info is not needed for CT4 to start their work.

- Alla is OK with 0118 but seeks to clarify the architecture and assumptions

- Haris suggests discussion of 0062 at SA2 89 not here.

- John S supports Haris’ remark.

16.03

- Wenruo supports Haris’s remark.

- Nicolas believes 0118 is the correct response.

- Alla stressed that 0062 does not propose an architecture it seeks to improve awareness of existing PCC standards so that CT4 will take it into account when working on their solution for SIRIG
	NOTED



	9.13

=>

9
	S2-120118
	LS OUT
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on Work Procedure on RRC Improvements in GERAN
	China Mobile
	Rel-11
	SIRIG
	Response to S2-120018

17.01.2012

- John provides editorial comments in rev2.

- Zhiqiang is OK with rev2
	Rev ok?

	9
	S2-120026
	LS In
	LS from GSMA IREG: Liaison Statement on IMS APN access by Non-IMS Terminals
	GSMA IREG
	-
	BBAI
	Postponed S2-115233 from S2-88. Response drafted in S2-120170
	NOTED
POSTPONED (more to do later, everyone agrees)

	9.13

=>

9
	S2-120169
	DISCUSSION
	VoLTE APN access by Non-VoLTE Terminals
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-11
	-
	13.01.2012

- Jari argues that there is a UE impact for alternative 1. IREG requested a solution with no impact to the UE. The comparison table is updated in Rev1.

- Ralf supports Jari. With further modifications. Leans towards alt2. supplies Rev2

- Haris comments alt 3 can be ruled out now, but alt1 vs alt2 requires more discussion

- Jari asks why the LTE radio should remain active if the user disables data services

- Haris replied to terminate calls with an IMS only UE

16.01.2012

- Adrian begins a discussion on Alt 2, with Atsushi, Antoine, Ralf…


	NOTED



	9.13

=>

9
	S2-120170
	LS OUT
	[DRAFT] LS on VoLTE APN access by Non-VoLTE Terminals
	NTT DOCOMO
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120026

17.01.2012

- Atsushi uploads rev1 (from 0169 rev02)

- Hangna supports Alt 2. Suggests some additional arguments (but does not supply a rev)

- Antti argues that Alt 2 cannot support the ‘SIM Swap Case’ scenario mentioned in the LS. An PDN connection to an IMS APN is a waste of resources and such a UE maynot get any data connectivity depending on how the APN is configured. Alt 1 and 3 have too many drawbacks to be recommended either.

- Ralf is OK with Hanna’s proposal. Can we identify that we have evaluated but not concluded in SA2?

- Hanna (to Antti) agrees 1 problem in the LS is not solved. Asks further questions.

- Antti is fine with a reply as Ralf suggests.

- Haris is confused by rev1 and seeks to postpone the LS to a future release.

- Ralf prefers to respond with an analysis has been performed and no one liked Alt 3 and no other statements.

- Karl-Heinz does not accept rev1. Suggests responding only that “in order to avoid issue 1 of the incoming LS, either the non-IMS UE should send an APN and/or the IMS APN should not be the subscription default.”

- Ralf’s latest version follows his proposal, see rev2

18.01.2012

- Atsushi suggests to note the topic and postpone it , provides a presentation (will not be considered in the e-meeting)

- Ralf is OK deferring but sees value in rev2

- Atsushi is neutral on an early message to GSMA

- Itsuma would prefer to remove all pro/con language 

- Hanna, better to defer than send incomplete info

- Itsuma provides rev3 removing pro/con states SA2 will work further

- Ralf is OK with rev3
	Awaiting final disposition

	9
	S2-120028
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG2: LS on NAS->AS indication for access requests subject to EAB
	RAN WG2
	Rel-11
	SIMTC-RAN_OC
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120029
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG2: Response LS on MBMS assistance information for service continuity
	RAN WG2
	Rel-11
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120031
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG2: Reply LS on length of security in PWS
	RAN WG2
	Rel-11
	PWS_Sec
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120032
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG3: LS on CSFB awareness in UMTS
	RAN WG3
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	Postponed S2-115295 from S2-88. Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120033
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG3: LS on RAN sharing for H(e)NB
	RAN WG3
	Rel-11
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Responses drafted in S2-120116, S2-120274 and S2-120295
	NOTE/POSTPONED?

	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120115
	DISCUSSION
	Network sharing considerations for H(e)NBs
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	-
	TEI11
	13.01.2012

- Wangqiang suggests combining RAN sharing discussion. See 0274 and 0295

- Nicolas supports Wangqiang.  

- Miguel argues that unlike NSN’s (0295) and A-Lu’s (0274). Seeks to add discussion of the CN and in particular of the HeNB GW. (no action suggested)

16.01

- Irfan moved discussion to the S2-120115 wiki page.

- Roland supports 0274 with simplifications and clarifications in rev2

- Nicolas reintroduces one sentence in rev3.

[Very high level summary of wiki discussion]

- Irfan supports ALU 0274.
- Ulf supports Miguel until we understand the complexity of changes.

17.01.2012

- Irfan abandons the wiki for discussion (sigh) and suggests H(e)NB architecture is RAN3’s remit. SA2 got the LS as we maintain network sharing and to check whether the scenario is impacted by this. There are 2 options. Ulf requested more info on how complex the multiple H(e)NB GW solutions would be – let’s let RAN3 do this analysis. Also, how complex is the first option for operators?

- Nicolas asks whether this new architecture option can be discussed in the rel-11 time frame?

18.01.2012

- Miguel rejects that this is a very large change and provides arguments. (no rev)
	NOTED


	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120116
	LS OUT
	Reply LS on RAN sharing for H(e)NB
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	-
	TEI11
	Response to S2-120033
	NOTED


	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120274
	LS OUT
	Response LS on RAN sharing for H(e)NB (reply to R3-113148)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120033

13.01.2012

- Nicolas tried to merge 0295 into 0274 in rev1, removing MOCN as Wangqiang proposed and including figures NSN added, with some changes.
	Rev ok?

	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120295
	LS OUT
	Response LS on RAN sharing for H(e)NB
	Nokia Siemens Network
	-
	TEI11
	Response to S2-120033
	NOTED


	9.13.3

=>

9
	S2-120034
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG3: LS on Absolute Start Time for MBMS Data Delivery
	RAN WG3
	Rel-11
	MBMS
	Response drafted in S2-120278
	NOTED


	9.13.3

=>

9
	S2-120278
	LS OUT
	Response LS on Absolute Start Time for MBMS Data Delivery
	Alcatel-Lucent
	-
	-
	Response to S2-120034
	APPROVED


	9.13.3

=>

9
	S2-120277
	CR
	23.246 CR0273: Correction to Absolute Start Time for MBMS Data Delivery
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120035
	LS In
	LS from RAN WG3: LS on MME/eNB behaviour in case of broken SCTP connection.
	RAN WG3
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	Response drafted in S2-120263
	Depends on outcome of 262/272, etc.

	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120263
	LS OUT
	[Draft] Reply LS on MME/eNB behaviour in case of broken SCTP connection
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	Response to S2-120035
	Must check status

	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120262
	CR
	23.401 CR2215R1: MME behaviour in case of SCTP connection loss
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01.2012

- Roland sees no need for changes. If any, Roland supports 0272 instead of 0262.

- Nicolas asks whether there is inconsistency in handling of preservation vs. deactivation in 23.401 5.3.5. 

- Siji does not find a contradiction, prefers 0272 to 0262.

- Frank agrees with Nicolas that the text is confusing & argues against concerns raised by Roland.

- Roland considers the new wording removes the possibility for operators to apply certain policies due to eNB failure or SCTP loss (e.g. perserve all, deactivate only GBR)

- Frank agrees to reintroduce a note for local S1 release. GBRs may be preserved when eNBs fail. When radio connection is lost, there is no such option.

- Roland observes the same text exists in 060 for RNC failure & considers how it works today.

- Frank is not happy with RAN3’s CR. We should clarify eNB and MME local S1 release in stage 2 and ask RAN3 to adjust to this.

- Songyean answers that it is strange to write this in the S1 release procedure clause as both eNB and MME locally clean up. This should be left to stage 3 to document. Provides rev2.

17.01

- Irfan observes that this text was added in Elbonia Oct 2009! Supports GBR bearer release in a ‘non-controlled’ manner. Provides rev1.

- Nicolas posts that for controlled change to idle state, we should keep bearers, as thisis only due to Inter-RAT redirection, user inactivity, etc. whereas for radio connection lost, etc. the GBR bearers can be deactivated. Supports Irfan’s rev1.

- Frank provides a rev1 (!!! Erik: Is this the fourth rev1?)

- Songyean asks whether it is appropriate to handle this in the S1 release procedure? She proposes not to address this at stage 3 and just provide a short description with the first sentence in the CR?

- Nicolas does not see the confusion and asserts this procedure is the correct place to document it. Stage 3 cannot see MME states so cannot address the concern. What is wrong with rev1?

- Songyean asserts the first sentence is enough.

- Frank explains that the change to the S1 release procedure describes all that is to be done. RAN3 cannot address MME ECM state or S1 related / dependent resource handling.

17.01

- Roland doesn’t see the need for text in 0262, prefers 0272rev1

- Frank will remove all but the first sentence in rev3

- Nicolas suggests all bearers (not only GBR) are released due to eNB failure or SCTP loss. Uploads rev4

- Frank responds that removing all bearers would detach the UE which is not what we seek. Rev3 is better.

- Nicolas is ok with rev3 now.

18.01

- Songyean is ok with rev3

- Roland is OK with rev3

- Siji is OK with rev3
	Rev of S2-114901

Rev OK?



	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120272
	CR
	23.401 CR2289: MME behaviour in case of broken S1 signalling connection
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	NOTED



	9.13.1

=>

9
	S2-120273
	LS OUT
	MME behaviour in case of broken S1 signalling connection
	Alcatel-Lucent
	-
	-
	18.01.2012

- Nicolas is fine with 0263 instead
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120037
	LS In
	LS from SA WG1: SA WG1 Proposed Response LS to SA WG5 on including Wi-Fi / LTE RAT combination for Inter-RAT ESM
	SA WG1
	Rel-11
	FS_ENER
	Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120039
	LS In
	LS from SA WG1: Reply LS on EAB Requirements
	SA WG1
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	NOTED


	9
	S2-120040
	LS In
	LS from SA WG1: LS on EAB Requirement for RAN Sharing
	SA WG1
	Rel-11
	SIMTC
	
	NOTED


	9
	S2-120042
	LS In
	LS from SA WG1: Reply LS on LS on MBMS reception from non-RPLMN
	SA WG1
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	NOTED


	9
	S2-120043
	LS In
	LS from SA WG1: Reply LS on length of security in PWS
	SA WG1
	Rel-11
	-
	
	NOTED


	9
	S2-120045
	LS In
	LS from SA WG3: Reply LS on length of security in PWS.
	SA WG3
	Rel-11
	-
	Postponed S2-115241 from S2-88
	NOTED


	9
	S2-120046
	LS In
	LS from SA WG3: PWS: Role and architecture of the CBC and CBE nodes
	SA WG3
	Rel-11
	-
	Postponed S2-115242 from S2-88
	Rev of S2-115242

NOTED?

	9
	S2-120047
	LS In
	LS from SA WG3: Reply LS on Security considerations for providing CSG ID lists for equivalent PLMNs (S3-111106/S2-114717)
	SA WG3
	Rel-11
	Sec11
	Postponed S2-115243 from S2-88
	Rev of S2-115243

NOTED?

	9
	S2-120048
	LS In
	LS from SA WG4: Reply LS on MBMS assistance information for service continuity
	SA WG4
	Rel-11
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Postponed S2-115236 from S2-88. Proposal to NOTE. No action for SA WG2
	NOTED



	9
	S2-120210
	CR
	23.216 CR0252: vSRVCC High Level Concepts Figure correction
	Samsung
	Rel-11
	vSRVCC
	13.01.2012

- Laeyoung corrected the CR to be based on the proper TS version and made other fixes in Rev1.

=> vSRVCC is not on the agenda for SA2 88e, so this CR must be deferred to a future SA2 meeting.
	NOTED

	9.13
	
	
	TEI11: Minor Corrections and Clean up of release 11 versions of TSs (Category D or F CRs)
	
	
	
	
	

	9.13.1
	
	
	TEI11 3GPP Packet Access Related (e.g. TS 23.060, 23.401, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	9.13

=>

9.13.1
	S2-120054
	CR
	23.002 CR0245: Editorial and reference corrections to 23.002
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1
	S2-120055
	CR
	23.060 CR1566: Editorial corrections to 23.060
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01.2012

- Antti cleaned up the cover page, undid some changes in rev1.

- Siji accepts rev1 except for the change to 3.2, proposes rev2.

14.01

- keeps 2nd change in scope from Anti, removes the UTRAN abbreviation from 3.2, rewords cover page. Supplies rev2
	Rev2 OK?

	9.13.1
	S2-120057
	CR
	23.401 CR2252: Editorial corrections to 23.401
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1
	S2-120141
	CR
	23.401 CR2171R1: Remove the redundant IE
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1
	S2-120142
	CR
	23.401 CR2140R1: Correct the 'MS' to the 'UE' which accesses via E-UTRAN
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01.2012

- Haris corrects the reason for change in rev1
	Rev of S2-113053

Rev ok?

	9.13.1
	S2-120145
	CR
	23.060 CR1467R2: Correct the behavior upon receipt of Teardown Indication
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1
	S2-120160
	CR
	23.060 CR1582: Minor Corrections - References and Abbreviations
	NTT DOCOMO
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01

- Antti proposes to NOTE this proposal because the 1st change is covered by 0055 and 0056 and the 2nd change is not correct

- Siji supports Antti

- Syed agrees the 1st change is covered by 0056 but disagrees on the 2nd change. Argues to remove the term from the spec.

16.01.2012

- Antti concedes that the definition is not needed but observes there is one use of MT in 060 meaning Mobile Terminal (table 3 of 6.3.4.1) Otherwise it is mobile termination.

- Peter concurs

- Syed provides rev1 to remove overlap with 0055 and 0056 on IETF reference

- Siji points out that the first of rev1 still overlaps with 0055.

- Syed addresses this in rev2. 

- Siji prepares a rev with cover page fixes, provides rev3.

- Syed is OK with this

17.01.2012

- Syed removes the ME box tick, changes category D to F, removes changes to the cover sheet, as rev 04

- Siji is fine with 04
	Rev4 OK?

	9.13.1
	S2-120167
	CR
	23.401 CR2270: Barring sub-categories
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01.2012

- Wangqiang supports the 1st change (though a similar proposal was rejected for reasons given) and the concept for the 2nd change – though the 2nd change is not category F.

15.01

- Wei drops the second change as it may be cat B or C and keeps the first change in rev1.
	Rev1 OK?

	9.13.1
	S2-120168
	CR
	23.060 CR1583: Barring sub-categories
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1
	S2-120199
	CR
	23.401 CR2188R1: Correction in PDN GW initiated bearer deactivation
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01.2012

- Frank asks whether additional occurrences of ‘without optimization’ should also be removed? (no rev supplied)

- Uploads changed text per Frank’s suggestion as Rev1
	Rev of S2-114147

Rev1 OK?

	9.13.1
	S2-120202
	CR
	23.401 CR2272: UE state management for broken SCTP
	Samsung
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01

- Frank disagrees that SCTP loss should be mentioned as it is in this CR (the only change), rather it is covered in another section.

- Apostalis questions if a problem exists at all? RAN3 has covered this case & nothing in 23.401 is in error.

17.01.2012

- Irfan agrees with Frank that if there are any changes this would be in 262 or 272. Note this.

- Siji supports Frank and Irfan

- Songyean does not accept that 0262 and 0202 are exclusive nor that 0202 is incorrect.

- Roland supports Frank & Irfan: this can be noted.

- Nicolas agrees thiscanbe noted
	NOTED



	9.13.1
	S2-120225
	CR
	23.251 CR0039: Editorial corrections on redirection message for Non-supporting UEs in a MOCN configuration
	HTC
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1
	S2-120285
	CR
	23.401 CR2290: Correction of CS service block by HSS to MME signalling
	Vodafone
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1
	S2-120294
	DISCUSSION
	Network Sharing Architectures for H(e)NB Subsystem
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	-
	TEI11
	
	NOTED


	9.13.1
	S2-120296
	CR
	23.401 CR2295: BCM handling for EPC
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01.2012

- Maulik fixes the cover page, removes a requirement (shall) to avoid duplication, other comments states backwards applicability, removed unneeded references, aligned with terminology in 23401 – supplied rev2

17.01.2012

- Josefin suggests rewording to rev2

- Irfan responds to Josefin essentially accepting her changes and providing rev3

- Yingzhe is uncomfortable with the description of ‘bearer control mode’ for E-UTRAN since it is not negotiated or needed as a concept otherwise. (no rev provided)
	Rev ok?

	9.13.2
	
	
	TEI11 PCC and QoS Related (e.g. TS 23.203, 23.060, 23.401, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	9.13

=>

9.13.2
	S2-120004
	CR
	23.060 CR1564: Indication of Change in BCM by PDN-GW to MS
	Cisco
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01.2012

- Irfan asks whether the NRSU needs to be stored in the GGSN/PGW to distinguish whether to support UE/NW BCM. If so, this is a FASMO CR going back to rel-7.
- Fenqin suggests rewording (but does not supply a rev)

- Maulik proposes (future) changes to 23.401, agrees from rel7 onwards may be needed (but won’t insist) and agrees GGSN/PGW storage is required and supplies rev1.

- Fenqin responds that one change is not needed and another’s scenario is not clearly applicable.

- Maulik and Amit describe the scenario further.

14.01

- This is a functional modification of Rel11 and not appropriate for this agenda item.
16.01

- Peter provides background and the assumption BCM would not change. There’d be a fallback from MS/NW to NW-only. No possibility of going from NW to MS/NW.

- Amit asserts BCM changes will be common and must be handled.

- Maulik requests more time to discuss this at SA2 88e and for rel-11 only, attempts to clarify change of BCM, provides rev02

- Maulik responds to Songyean (no new rev).

- Fenqin will provide rev03
	Awaiting final disposition…

	9.13

=>

9.13.2
	S2-120005
	CR
	23.060 CR1565: Alignment of S4-SGSN behaviour for PDP Ctx involving streaming or conversational traffic class
	Cisco
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	12.01

- Erik pointed out cover page issues and questioned why not TEI10

- Maulik agrees with all points and supplies Rev1 and an additional comment as per 0049 that the change applies to earlier versions

13.01.2012

- Erik responded changes in rev1 are OK but cover pages should have no rev marks 

- Maulik provides rev2 to fix the cover page
	Rev OK

	9.13.2
	S2-120059
	CR
	23.203 CR0620: Editorial corrections to 23.203
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.2
	S2-120074
	CR
	23.203 CR0630: Restriction of usage of open Sy requests
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	QoS_SSL
	QoS_SSL is not on the agenda for SA2 88e.
	NOTED



	9.13.2
	S2-120075
	CR
	23.203 CR0631: Removal of Subscriber Id from Intermediate Spending Limit Report Request
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	QoS_SSL
	QoS_SSL is not on the agenda for SA2 88e.
	NOTED



	9.13.2
	S2-120080
	CR
	23.203 CR0632: Correction for Application Instance Identifiers
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	SAPP
	SAPP is not on the agenda for SA2 88e.
	NOTED



	9.13.2
	S2-120089
	CR
	23.203 CR0641: Deferred ADC Rules
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01

- Syed states this should be NOTED as it is handled in 0291.
	NOTED



	9.13.2
	S2-120091
	CR
	23.203 CR0642: Editorial correction on captions of Figures in TS 23.203
	China Unicom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01.2012

- Erik: this violates drafting rules. There is no error, only strange style (for historical reasons.) The change may break references to the TS from other specifications (in and outside of 3GPP!)
	NOTED



	9.13.2
	S2-120092
	CR
	23.203 CR0643: Editorial correction on the numbering of NOTEs in TS 23.203
	China Unicom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.2
	S2-120182
	CR
	23.203 CR0644: Conditions of accumulated usage reporting correction
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	14.01

- Alla seeks rewording of the conditions to initiate user monitoring reports (no rev provided)

16.01

- Xiaoyun accepts Alla’s suggestion and uploads rev1.

- Alla is OK with rev1.

- Belen suggests a  NOTE instead, as we won’t mention all possible triggers for the PCEF. See rev3

- Alla agrees to the idea of the NOTE but seeks a pointer to relevant clauses to avoid ambiguity.

- Xiaoyun adds the references in rev4

- Alla is fine with rev4

- David revises the note to not use the word trigger and corrected some editorial issues in rev5

- Xiaoyun is ok with rev5
	Rev ok?

	9.13.2
	S2-120183
	CR
	23.203 CR0645: Including the BBERF interaction in the subscription information update procedure
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	17.01.2012

- Xiaowan asks what the new PCC decisions mean? Don’t they result in PCC decisions to the PCEF, QoS decisions to the BBERF, etc.?

- Alla agrees with those considerations and suggests rewording. (no rev)

- Xiaoyan further proposes improved wording. (no rev)

- Alla finds many issues and doubts this can be resolved during the e-meeting.

- Xiaowan rewords, supplies rev1

- Xiaoyun responds to Alla that terminology can be resolved in the future…
	NOTED?

	9.13.2
	S2-120184
	CR
	23.203 CR0646: PCRF addressing for the PDN connections from the UE to the same APN
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	14.01

- Alla asks do we need the change? 1 PGW is always used for the same APN. There is no ambiguity. Proposes to note this.

15.01

- Xiaoyun does not see how current principles help with PCRF selection.

- Alla points at text that already answer Xiaoyun’s concerns.

16.01

- maintains that the second change is needed.

- Alla responds with a counterproposal that removes proposed text and restates the requirement to capture all of what Xiaoyun seeks in rev1.

- Konstantin questions the need for the CR. Also the cover page mentions a change to clause 7.6.2 that does not exist (after rev1)

- Erik expressed dislike of modifying requirements sections of frozen TSs.

17.01.2012

- Xiaoyan maintains that the PCRF-PGW correspondence for a given APN is not clear in stage 2 and would require alignment at stage 3.
	NOTED?

	9.13.2
	S2-120185
	CR
	23.203 CR0647: Editorial correction of PCC architecture
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.2
	S2-120186
	CR
	23.203 CR0648: Adding usage monitoring control function over Gx reference point
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01

- Syed  wrote: The change applies to Gx and Sd reference points. Supplies a rev1

14.01

- Alla responded with further changes to correct terminology and ‘action numbers’ in rev2

- Belen replied that SAPP is not on the agenda. Does not agree with rev1 or rev2.

- Alla answered that she’s OK with the original version and SAPP aspects can be added later.

15.01

- Syed is fine to defer changes for SAPP till later also. Supplies rev3 removing SAPP aspects but keeping minor editorial fixes.

- Xiaoyun accepts rev3.

16.01.2012

- Konstantin questions whether the new text is consistent with existing text

- Xiaoyun requests a text proposal from Konstantin.

- Konstantin suggests rewording (but does not supply a rev)

- Alla remarks that the TDF/Sd revisions will occur later when SAPP is on the agenda. Offers further changes to Konstantin’s suggestion.

- Xiaowan agrees to Alla’s proposal and supplies rev4
	Rev OK?

	9.13.2
	S2-120187
	CR
	23.203 CR0649: Some corrections of IP-CAN session establishment procedure
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01

- Belen offers changes to avoid duplication of rules refer to 23.126 and remove unnecessary text in rev1.

17.01

- Xiaoyun agrees with part of rev1 but not the other, provides rev2.

- Xiaoyun provides rev03.
	Rev OK?

	9.13.2
	S2-120188
	CR
	23.203 CR0650: Correction to QoS rule definition
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	13.01

- Weihua requests directly citing 29.12 for the definition

14.01

- Alla expressed that defining QoS predefined rules is not editorial and not on the agenda (as it is an enhancement.) Further the PCRF is not aware of these rules. Propose to note this CR.

15.01

- Xiaoyun asserts predefined QoS rules were introduced in rel9, but no definition.

- Alla agrees that CT3 made assumptions and this aligns with those assumptions (see 29.212) – do we need to clarify this to CT3 or accept it (by agreeing this CR)?

16.01

- Xiaoyun responds to Weihua suggesting new text

- Weihua further refines it

- Xiaoyun supplies rev1

17.01.2012

- Xiaoyun asks what to do?

- Erik replies that ‘completion’ is not necessary, but ‘clarification’ is desirable between stage 2 and stage 3 before freezing (as this is not a correction of a FASMO error.)

18.01.2012

- Belen asks that this be noted as more work is needed.
	NOTED

POSTPONED

	9.13.2
	S2-120292
	CR
	23.203 CR0661: Alignment of stage 2 onto stage 3 for CSG reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	
	WITHDRAWN (LATE)


	9.13.2
	S2-120293
	CR
	23.203 CR0662: Alignment of stage 2 onto stage 3 for CSG reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	WITHDRAWN
(LATE)



	9.13.3
	
	
	TEI11 Non-3GPP Access Related (e.g. TS 23.402, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	9.13.3
	S2-120060
	CR
	23.402 CR1045: Editorial corrections to 23.402
	New Postcom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	18.01.2012

-Gyuri provides rev1 to clean up and correct the changes
	APPROVED


	9.13.3
	S2-120093
	CR
	23.402 CR1047: Editorial correction on captions of Figures in TS 23.402
	China Unicom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01.2012

- Gyuri questions this change

- Erik agrees, as this violates drafting rules
	NOTED



	9.13.3
	S2-120094
	CR
	23.402 CR1048: Editorial correction on some sentences in TS 23.402
	China Unicom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.3
	S2-120095
	CR
	23.402 CR1049: Editorial correction on the numbering of NOTEs in TS 23.402
	China Unicom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.3
	S2-120096
	CR
	23.402 CR1050: Supplement of abbreviations in TS 23.402
	China Unicom
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.3
	S2-120135
	CR
	23.402 CR1044R1: Clarification on the scope of ISRP Filter Rule priority
	LG Electronics
	Rel-11
	MAPCON, IFOM
	
	APPROVED


	9.13

=>

9.13.3
	S2-120162
	P-CR
	Additional BBF interworking S2b procedure
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, AT&T, Huawei, ZTE
	Rel-11
	BBAI
	BBAI is not on the agenda for SA2 88e. The corresponding LS S2-120017 is postponed to a future SA2 meeting.
	NOTED



	9.13.3
	S2-120200
	CR
	23.402 CR1018R1: Corrections in handover procedures
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.4
	
	
	TEI11 IMS Related, (e)MBMS and CSFB (e.g. TS 23.216, 23.246, 23.272, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	9.13.4
	S2-120069
	CR
	23.216 CR0241R1: Release resource in RAN at SRVCC procedure
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	16.01.2012

- Andreas points out an error 23.401 should be 23.060 in NOTE 8. (does not supply a rev)

- Fredrik provides rev1

- Frank shows how 23.401 has misaligned message naming and requests this not spread to other specs. He suggests wording but does not provide a rev

17.01.2012

- Fredrik provides rev2
	Rev of S2-114949

Rev ok?

	9.13.4
	S2-120133
	CR
	23.002 CR0242R2: Clarification on GUP data repository's role as logical function in the HSS
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.4
	S2-120179
	CR
	23.272 CR0729: Correction of reference
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	
	APPROVED


	9.13.1

=>

9.13.4
	S2-120203
	CR
	23.272 CR0731: Handling of ISR deativation for CSFB enabled UEs
	Samsung
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	See discussion for 0007

Rev needed!
	Status depends on 0007

	9.13.4
	S2-120226
	CR
	23.216 CR0253: Timing of Suspension Procedure during SRVCC to GERAN without DTM Support
	Renesas Mobile Europe, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	CR Cover page is an embedded document!

Rev needed to correct the CR cover page!
17.01.2012

- Kaisu fixedthe cover page in rev1
- Hanna requests that the ME box on the cover page not be ticked

- Kaisu wanted to tick it to draw attention to the independence of the timing from the UE. If no one has concerns, Kaisu will provide a rev without the ME box ticked.

18.01.2012

- Hanna provides rev2 with the ME box unticked and rewording.
	Rev OK?

	9.13.4
	S2-120265
	CR
	23.272 CR0705R1: Clarification about ISR maintenance for CSFB
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	See discussion for 0007

Rev needed!
	Rev of S2-114192

Status depends on 0007


