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	Suggestions

	S2-2106085
	[DRAFT] LS to SA WG4 and SA WG6 on Service announcement issues
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Robbie (Ericsson) corrects the pCR number to 6085

Thomas (Nokia) provides r01

Robbie (Ericsson) provides r02

Thomas (Nokia) provides r03

Robbie (Ericsson) comments

Robbie (Ericsson) provides r04 to fix the reference clause

Thomas(Nokia) replies

Zhenhua (vivo) comments

Zhenhua (vivo) provides r05

LiMeng (Huawei) provides r06, and suggest to checkin CC#4.
	r05 revised to S2-2106913
	Please check whether r06 is fine 

	S2-2106913
	[DRAFT] LS to SA WG4 and SA WG6 on Service announcement issues
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Revision of S2-2106085r05
	APPROVED
	

	S2-2105646
	23.247: Correct [4.2.2] Broadcast data provisioning .
	Ericsson
	Thomas (Nokia) proposes to Note this contribution

Judy (Ericsson) comments that Thomas (Nokia)’s proposal to note the paper lacks technical basis.

Thomas (Nokia) replies to Judy that the CR lacks a technical basis and brings misalignment

Thomas (Nokia) provides r02

LiMeng (Huawei) provides r01.

Judy (Ericsson) provide r03

Judy (Ericsson) provide r04

Judy (Ericsson) commented that r04 is provided by Thomas (not by Judy), and there is no agreement in CC to use “Configuration” for MBS Session management. r04 is not acceptable.

Youngkyo(Samsung) provides comments.

LiMeng (Huawei) agrees Youngkyo and provides comments.

Judy (Ericsson) insists on using “MBS Session Creation” instead of “MBS Session Configuration” for MBS Session management procedure.

Thomas (Nokia) confirms that he provided r04, replies to Judy that in a preparatory Telco everyone except her was fine with “configuration”, and object against r00, r01 and r03

Tao(VC) R02 seems the only one without objection. Can we go with r02,

Youngkyo(Samsung) supports r02 and objects the other revision.

Judy (Ericsson) comment that per offline discussion, we will go for r04 + removing “configure information about and”, there CC#4 discussion is needed

LiMeng (Huawei) accepts the proposal of Judy.

Thomas (Nokia) accepts bringing this to CC.

Youngkyo(Samsung) withdraws objection and is okay to bring this to CC.

Judy (Ericsson) thanks Youngkyo(Samsung) and propose to go for r04 + remove “configure information about and” + add “Editor’s Note: Term alignment in the TS for MBS Session Management is needed in place of configuration” per offline discussion

Xiaoyan (CATT) accepts only r02, and objects to other revisions (including r00).


	r02 revised to S2-2106919
	

	S2-2106919
	23.247: Correct [4.2.2] Broadcast data provisioning .
	Ericsson
	Revision of S2-2105646r02
	APPROVED
	

	S2-2106507
	23.247: Updates to Multicast session join and session establishment procedure.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai-Bell
	Thomas (Nokia) provides r01 to merge all proposals for Clause 7.2.1.3 as proposed by the rapporteur

Zhenhua (vivo) provides r02

Judy (Ericsson) provides r03, including merging 5631 & 5652, replace service operations etc

LiMeng (Huawei) provides r04 base on r03, including merging 6083, and further modify the text to align the service operations.

zhendong(ZTE) provides the r05

Thomas(Nokia) provides the r06

Thomas(Nokia) provides the r07

Miguel (Qualcomm) provides r08

LiMeng (Huawei) clarifies r07 is provided by LiMeng (Huawei).

Judy (Ericsson) accepts r04 & r05, does not accept r06 &r07&08 as is and request some changes, explained below.

Xiaoyan (CATT) prefers r05.

Thomas (Nokia) objects against r05, but supports the proposal of Judy to go with r08 and the improvements she suggested

Suggest bringing this to the CC

LiMeng (Huawei) is fine to bring it to CC#4, but suggests we offline work out an agreeable version.
	For CC#4
	Would it be acceptable to have 

r08 + Judy’s suggestion?
Step 5: add back “LL MC address”
Step 6: remove text  “or active”, “indicate to the UE that the session is not active” 

After the new NOTE 3a, add “Editor’s Note: The implication of not triggering PDU Session UP activation in NG-RAN when SMF informs the NG-RAN of UE join requires RAN collaboration”.

Before step 13b, add “Editor’s Notes: whether 13b to 13e can be skipped for multicast N10mb is FFS”


	S2-2106453
	23.247: Updates to configuration procedures .
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai-Bell
	Thomas (Nokia) provides r01 to perform merging

Xiaoyan (CATT) provides r02.

Judy (Ericsson) provide r03 and does not accept revisions that uses 'Configuration' to name the MBS session management procedure and includes proposal to let UDM handle application data in UDR.

Chunshan (Tencent) provide r04.

LiMeng (Huawei) wonder if we need to remove the changes on 7.1.1.0 of 6453 to avoid having overlapping proposals with 5628.

LiuWei(Panasonic) provide r05.

Robbie (Ericsson) provides r06 to move 7.1.1.0 to 5628.

Xiaoyan (CATT) provides r07.

Judy (Ericsson) accepts r03, objects to all other revisions, and comments

Youngkyo(Samsung) prefer to keeping the current terms and so objects r03 and prefers r07.

Thomas (Nokia) asks Judy if she can accept r06 (provided by Ericsson), perhaps with some improvements

Suggest bringing this issue to the CC

Xiaoyan (CATT) accepts r01 and r02, and objects to other versions.

Xiaoyan (CATT) accepts r01, r02 and r07, and objects to other versions.

Youngkyo(Samsung) withdraw objection and may bring to CC.


	r07 revised to S2-2106938
	

	S2-2106938
	23.247: Updates to configuration procedures .
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai-Bell
	Revision of S2-2106453r07
	APPROVED
	

	S2-2106124
	23.247: Minimization of data loss.
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Paul (Ericsson) objects to this pCR. Given that RAN WGs have not yet progressed that topic, the proposal is not acceptable to be introduced.

Thomas (Nokia) provides r01

zhendong(ZTE) provides comments,

Fenqin (Huawei ) propose r02

Youngkyo(Samsung) proposes to note it and waiting RAN3 decision.

Zhenhua (vivo) cannot agree r00-r02

Fenqin (Huawei) provide a response

Zhenhua (vivo) provides r03

Youngkyo(Samsung) is okay with r03, but opposes to the other versions r00-r02.

Paul (Ericsson) objects to all revisions of this pCR, i.e. r00, r01, r02 and r03.

Fenqin (Huawei) suggest to bring it to CC#4.
	NOTED
	

	S2-2106420
	23.247: Individual Delivery for location-Based Multicast services.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai-Bell
	Thomas (Nokia) provides r01

Robbie (Ericsson) raises concerns.

Thomas(Nokia) provides r02 to address the concerns of Robbie.

LiMeng (Huawei) provides r03 to simplify the content and remove the part not related to local MBS/location-dependent MBS.

Robbie (Ericsson) comments.

Fenqin (Huawei) provides r04.

Youngkyo(Samsung)provides r05.

Robbie (Ericsson) proposes to postpone this pCR.

Thomas(Nokia) replies to Robbie, suggest bringing this to cc

LiMeng (Huawei) agrees with Thomas.
	POSTPONED
	

	S2-2106122
	23.247: Support of multicast service available within a limited area.
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Fenqin (Huawei) provides r01

LaeYoung (LGE) provides r02.

Youngkyo(Samsung) provides r03.

Zhenhua (vivo) provides r04.

Paul (Ericsson) asks question for clarification.

Fenqin (Huawei) provide a response

Paul (Ericsson) provides r05.

Fenqin (Huawei) provides r06.

Paul (Ericsson) comments and proposes to add an EN: Details of Xn handover procedure will be aligned with RAN3. This section makes a lot of assumption on Xn handover stage 3 level details and thus we think it is appropriate to add that EN.

R07 is uploaded in DRAFTS folder.

Thomas(Nokia) accepts r05, objects against other revisions

Fenqin (Huawei) provide a comment and propose to bring it to CC#4

Thomas(Nokia) replies to Fenqin

Fenqin (Huawei) provide a response

Fenqin (Huawei) suggest to check with r07.

Thomas(Nokia) replies to Fenqin and suggests to postpone this document

Youngkyo(Samsung) prefers not to postpone the whole paper.

Thomas(Nokia) could agree r05 with editor´s notes

Fenqin (Huawei) propose to bring this to CC#4
	For CC#4
	Would it be acceptable to have 

r05 + EN, or other revisions?
Youngkyo suggests that:

Editor's note:          The details of Xn handover procedure will be aligned with RAN3.

	S2-2106450
	23.247: Changing service area of multicast session.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai-Bell
	Judy (Ericsson) ask a Q

LiMeng (Huawei) considers to use a separate clause.

LiMeng (Huawei) provides r01.

Judy (Ericsson) comments

LiMeng (Huawei) provides r02

Thomas(Nokia) accepts r02

Judy (Ericsson) comments that having QoS update clause separated from MBS service area update does not show the synergy when both QoS and Area are updated, therefore propose to postpone.

Thomas(Nokia) replies to Judy,

raises concern that Judy came with her comment very shortly before revision deadline.

Suggest a way forward for the CC.

Judy (Ericsson) responds to Thomas(Nokia) and propose to postpone to next meeting when a more stable baseline is available.

Thomas(Nokia) replies to Judy.

LiMeng (Huawei) suggests to discuss it in CC#4, based on r02 and add a NOTE.
	For CC#4
	Would it be acceptable to have 

r02 + NOTE, e.g.,:

“NOTE: the QoS update and Service Area Update procedures can be executed in combination and how to document this combination will be addressed in the next meeting”
Also see the objection from Judy.

	
	
	
	
	
	


