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	Reason for change:
	[bookmark: SP-220807]Based on the agreed WID “5G AM Policy” in S2-2207871/SP-220807, this CR implements the conclusion in TR 23.700-89 for 5GS to EPS mobility with N26:
[bookmark: _Toc112913229][bookmark: _Toc112913399]8.1.2 For deployment with N26-based interworking
The following conclusion are agreed:
-	When a UE moves from 5GC to EPC, the MME sets the "RFSP Index in use" value the same as the value in the UE context received from AMF via N26 if the UE context in AMF also contains a validity period.
-	When the validity period expires, the MME re-evaluates the RFSP Index value according to current specification (see clause 4.3.6 of TS 23.401 [5]).
-	The validity period, i.e. "RFSPinUseExpiryTime" is selected by PCF for a UE. When the PCF for a UE provides the Authorized RFSP Index indicating the UE to move to 4G, it may also provide the value of "RFSPinUseExpiryTime". If the AMF selects the RFSP Index in use identical to the authorized RFSP Index, it should store the received "RFSPinUseExpiryTime" in UE context in AMF and further also send the received "RFSPinUseExpiryTime" to MME in UE context along with the "RFSP Index in use" when N26 interface applied.
-	When mobility happens between MMEs before the "RFSPinUseExpiryTime" expires, the remaining value of the "RFSPinUseExpiryTime" should also be sent to the new MME. The new MME handles RFSP Index in the same way as for mobility from the AMF to the MME as described above.
-	When a UE is served by the EPC, there is no use case or requirement to provide updated RFSP Index from 5GC to the EPC. 
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[bookmark: _Toc114665361][bookmark: _Toc106188081]5.17.2.2	Interworking Procedures with N26 interface
[bookmark: _Toc114665362]5.17.2.2.1	General
Interworking procedures using the N26 interface, enables the exchange of MM and SM states between the source and target network. The N26 interface may be either intra-PLMN or inter-PLMN (e.g. to enable inter-PLMN mobility). When interworking procedures with N26 is used, the UE operates in single-registration mode. For the 3GPP access, the network keeps only one valid MM state for the UE, either in the AMF or MME. For the 3GPP access, either the AMF or the MME is registered in the HSS+UDM.
The support for N26 interface between AMF in 5GC and MME in EPC is required to enable seamless session continuity (e.g. for voice services) for inter-system change.
The UE's subscription may include restriction for Core Network Type (EPC) and RAT restriction for E-UTRA. If so, the UDM provides these restrictions to the AMF. The AMF includes RAT and Core Network type restrictions in the Handover Restriction List to the NR. The AMF and NR use these restrictions to determine if mobility of the UE to EPS or E-UTRA connected to EPS should be permitted. When the UE moves from 5GS to EPS, the SMF determines which PDU Sessions can be relocated to the target EPS, e.g. based on capability of the deployed EPS, operator policies for which PDU Session, seamless session continuity should be supported etc. The SMF can release the PDU Sessions that cannot be transferred as part of the handover or Idle mode mobility. However, whether the PDU Session is successfully moved to the target network is determined by target EPS.
Similarly, the UE's subscription may include restriction for Core Network Type (5GC) and RAT restriction for NR. If so, the HSS provides these restrictions to the MME. The MME includes RAT and Core Network type restrictions in the Handover Restriction List to the E-UTRAN. The MME and E-UTRAN use these restrictions to determine if mobility of the UE to 5GS or NR connected to 5GS should be permitted. If the SMF+PGW-C receives the PDU session ID from UE via PCO and know 5GC is not restricted for the PDN connection by user subscription, the SMF+PGW-C sends the mapped QoS parameters to UE. When the UE moves from EPS to 5GS, for the case when the MME has selected SMF+PGW-C even for PDN connections that cannot be relocated to the target 5GS, the SMF+PGW-C determines which PDN Connections can be relocated to the target 5GS, e.g. based on capability of the deployed 5GS, subscription and operator policies for which PDN Connection, seamless session continuity should be supported etc. The SMF+PGW-C and NG-RAN can reject the PDN Connections that cannot be transferred as part of the handover or Idle mode mobility.
For the case when the MME has selected standalone P-GW for a PDN connection for which session continuity is not supported and the AMF cannot retrieve the address of the corresponding SMF during EPS to 5GS mobility, the AMF does not move the PDN connection to 5GS.
NOTE 1:	When applying the AMF planned removal procedure or the procedure to handle AMF failures (see clause 5.21.2) implementations are expected to update the DNS configuration to enable MMEs to discover alternative AMFs if the MME tries to retrieve a UE context from an AMF that has been taken out of service or has failed. This addresses the scenario of UEs performing 5GS to EPS Idle mode mobility and presenting a mapped GUTI pointing to an AMF that has been taken out of service or has failed.
In the case of mobility from 5GS to EPS, if the MME lacks certain capability, e.g. MME not supporting 15 EPS bearers, the 5GC shall not transfer the UE EPS bearers and/or EPS PDN connections that are not supported by the EPC network. If the MME does not support 15 EPS bearers, the AMF determines which EBIs cannot be transferred to EPS, and retrieves the EPS bearer contexts from the SMF+PGW-C for the EBIs that can be transferred to EPS.
NOTE 2:	How the AMF determines which EBIs can be transferred to EPS is according to local configuration, e.g. according to DNN, S-NSSAI, ARP associated with an EBI.
In the case of mobility from 5GS to EPS, if the mobility is triggered by the PCF when it determines to modify the RFSP Index value to indicate a change in priority from 5G access to E-UTRAN access for the UE as specified in TS 23.503 [45], the PCF may, based on operator policy, include a validity time in the message sent to the AMF. If the AMF receives RFSP in Use Validity Time and selects the RFSP Index in use identical to the authorized RFSP Index as specified in clause 5.3.4.3, then the AMF provides the MME the RFSP in Use Validity Time, which indicates the time by which the RFSP Index in use will be used in the MME as specified in clause 4.11.1.5.x of TS 23.502 [3]. 
NOTE X:	The RFSP in Use Validity Time is to allow the UE to stay in EPS for a period of time to avoid the potential ping-pong issue (i.e., 5GS keeps sending the UE to EPS based on authorized RFSP Index from PCF, and the EPS keeps sending the UE back to 5GS immediately based on the subscribed RFSP Index.  
Editor’s Note: Whether PCF needs to be aware the modified RFSP index indicates a change of priority from 5GC to EPC is FFS.
* * * End of Changes * * * 

