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1	Overall description
From R2 LSSA2 thanks RAN2 for the Reply LS on RAN2 agreements for MUSIM in R2-2111329/S2-2108997. In that LS SA2 noted the following:
RAN2 found inconsistent between CT1 and SA2 specification on alternative IMSI calculation in EPS. Based on the CT1 spec, NAS will forward the accepted IMSI offset to lower layers. This is aligned with RAN2 agreement on PF/PO calculation for EPS since the AS layer needs the IMSI offset to calculate the UE_ID. However, SA2 specifies that the IMSI offset is used by the NAS layer to calculate an alternative IMSI instead of the UE_ID, and it seems that the NAS layer needs to forward the alternative IMSI to the AS for the determination of paging occasions as specified in TS 36.304. So based on the SA2’s specification, SA2 is not aligned with both RAN2 and CT1’s agreements. RAN2 prefers that the alternative IMSI is to be calculated in AS layer (i.e. aligned with CT1 specification).
SA2 has discussed the inconsistency mentioned in the reply LS (R2-2111329) byfrom RAN2 and sees is no mismatch between SA2 and stage 3. 	Comment by Lars: From Juan
According to TS 23.401 clause 4.3.33.5, the UE and the MME use the Accepted IMSI oOffset to determine an aAlternative IMSI value and use the Aalternative IMSI value instead of the IMSI to calculate to PO/PF timing for Paging Timing Collision Control. 	Comment by Lars: Based Steve text
For the network, Furthermore, tthe MME uses the Alternative IMSI value to determine the UE Identity Index Value (UE_ID) and provides the UE Identity Index Value (UE_ID) in the S1 PAGING message (as specified in TS 36.413) to the eNB. This means that the eNB does not require any additional parameters or information, and can use the provided UE Identity Index Value (UE_ID) to performs the additional calculations to derive the PO/PF for Paging Timing Collision Control. 
For the UE, the SA2 specifications describes the calculation for the aAlternative IMSI value and refers to TS 36.304 for the rest of the calculation needed to determine the PO/PF to TS 36.304. Importantly, SA2 does not specify which layer in the UE (NAS or AS) performs the calculation. 
As the SA2 specification was not clear enough and created discussion in RAN2, SA2 has agreed to update the text to make it more explicit. 
[bookmark: _Hlk87977697]SA2 kindly ask RAN2 to take the SA2 response into consideration and to provide feedback if needed. 
2	Actions
To RAN3
ACTION: 	SA2 kindly ask RAN2 to take the SA2 response into consideration and to provide feedback if needed.
3	Dates of next TSG SA WG2 meetings
3GPPSA2#149-e	14 - 25 February 2022	Electronic Meeting
3GPPSA2#150	4 - 8 April 2022	TBD









