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1   Introduction
The following email discussion was started on Monday 24th February.

9.3.3:

	CB: # 7_Email007-NAS_non-delivery

-  If we follow st2 interpretation, gNB triggers N2 release and then NAS non-delivery indication -> if so, st3 correction is needed; if we follow st3 interpretation, gNB does not send the NAS non-delivery indication -> if so, st2 correction is needed (Nok,Orange proposal)

- Ask SA2, CT1, CT4 to clarify usage before deciding? (E///)

- if no agreement possible, “do nothing” and capture in Chairman’s notes?

(Nok)

Summary of offline disc R3-201120


2   Description 

There are two possible solutions. 

Solution 1: extend the scope of the NAS Non delivery by allowing to use it also in the case where the NAS PDU was received by the gNB in a message different than the DL NAS Transport (corresponds to 38.413 CR in tdoc R3-200141). 

Solution 2: keep the scope of NAS Non delivery in TS 38.413 untouched and clarify in stage 2 TS 38.300 that when the AMF receives the UE Release Request message with cause “UE not reachable” after having sent the PDU Session Release Command it shall implicitly consider that the NAS PDU was failed to deliver towards the UE (.corresponds to 38.300 CR in tdoc R3-200139).
At last RAN3#106 meeting, Nokia brought a CR in line with solution 1. The problem was acknowledged but some companies also voiced that solution 2 could work. At this RAN3#107 meeting Nokia brought CRs for both solutions 1 and 2. Solution 2 seems implied through tdoc R3-200969.
It was pointed out that solution 2 very likely implies an update of 38.300 such as presented in tdoc R3-200139.

During the final online discussions, it was pointed out that solution 1 could bring additional complexity. A majority of companies therefore seem to prefer solution 2 provided that it gets the blessing of SA2 i.e. does not contradict SA2 intention through their statement in TS 23.501.
3   Conclusion and proposal

Proposal: It was decided to send an LS to SA2 to check what is the exact interpretation of SA2 statement in TS 23.501 and whether it is aligned with solution 2. The LS is in R3-201362.
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