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1   Introduction

SA2 has concluded on the use of NSSAI as a set of S-NSSAI (Single-NSSAI) (s) used across all interfaces.

The only open point from SA2 is “whether the NSSAI used over RRC is the same as over NAS is FFS”. SA2 open point reads as follows in section 5.15.2 of [2]:

Editor's note:
Whether NSSAI in RRC and NAS are exactly the same, is to be determined. The NSSAI is used to select the AMF, whereas, the S-NSSAI is used to assist the selection of a Network Slice instance.
Tdoc R3-171141 states that the size of RRC message 5 has constraints which lead to avoid including in this message the NSSAI received over NAS by the UE (the “accepted NSSAI”) and proposes alternatives solutions which result in increase of signaling and processing in the 5GC and over the interfaces.

We think that the points above concern primarily RAN2 and SA2 and these groups should first confirm these points.

We therefore propose to send an LS to RAN2, SA2 which does not make assumptions as in R3-171142 but instead asks factual questions.

We therefore propose to agree to send the LS as presented below.
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1. Overall Description:

For network slicing SA2 has agreed that the gNB will select the AMF entity and the RAN part of the Network Slice based on NSSAI received over RRC but has left open whether this NSSAI will be the same as the full “accepted NSSAI” received over NAS.

Some companies in RAN3 think that including in RRC message 5 the full NSSAI received over NAS is not suitable due to size constraints of the RRC message. RAN3 would like RAN2 to feedback on this problem and in case it would be confirmed, how severe it would be.

In case RAN2 would confirm the problem above is severe and needs to be fixed, RAN3 has discussed two possible alternatives:

· Alternative 1: UE includes only the highest priority S-NSSAI in RRC message 5,

· Alternative 2: UE includes in RRC message 5 only the list of SST of each S-NSSAI which is comprising the NSSAI.    

RAN3 understanding is that the drawback of the alternatives 1 & 2 above is that it can result in the selection of an AMF which is not suitable and therefore immediately followed by a re-route towards another AMF.
RAN3 would like to ask SA2 to feedback whether the increase of signalling induced by such alternative approaches would be acceptable or not.

2. Actions:

To RAN2: 
ACTION: 
RAN3 respectfully asks RAN2 to feedback whether including the full NSAI in RRC message 5 is a severe problem that needs to be fixed or not. 
To SA2: 
ACTION: 
RAN3 respectfully asks SA2 to review the two alternative approaches and feedback on the increase of signalling that they can generate.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN3 Meetings:

TSG-RAN3 Meeting #96

15-19 May 2017

Hangzhou, China.

TSG-RAN3 Meeting #97

21-25 August 2017

Berlin, Germany.

