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1. Discussion
SA2#154AHE agreed S2-2301621(TS 23.501 CR3924) introduces following requirement to support URSP Provisioning in EPS:
"When the UE first registers in 5GS, the UE includes the Indication of URSP Provisioning Support in EPS in the UE Policy Container carried in Registration Request. Only when receiving this indication in the UE Policy Container, the PCF will provision the URSP to UE in EPS."
Observation:
If fulfilling this requirement in CT1, the indication of URSP provisioning support in EPS would be included in the UE STATE INDICATION message according to initial registration procedure specified in clause 5.5.1.2.2 of TS 24.501. However, sending the UE STATE INDICATION message needs to satisfy following condition:
"If the UE has one or more stored UE policy sections:
-	identified by a UPSI with the PLMN ID part indicating the HPLMN or the selected PLMN; or
-	identified by a UPSI with the PLMN ID part indicating the PLMN ID part of the SNPN identity of the selected SNPN and associated with the NID of the selected SNPN;
then the UE shall set the Payload container type IE to "UE policy container" and include the UE STATE INDICATION message (see annex D) in the Payload container IE of the REGISTRATION REQUEST message."
Issue:
If there is no stored UE policy sections, this indication is not able to be carried by the UE STATE INDICATION message included in the UE policy container. In another word, using "UE policy container" is not a workable solution.
Alternatives:
Alt-1: Define a new Payload container type to convey this indication to the PCF.
If CT1 agree to go this way, CT1 can go ahead to implement the stage 2 requirement first. Because alt-1 does not change SA2's solution mechanism of providing this indication. SA2 can just change the payload container name to align with CT1 conclusion.
Alt-2: AMF relays this indication to the PCF. For example, extending the UE 5GMM capability IE to include this indication.
If CT1 agree to go this way, CT1 need to inform SA2 to change the way of providing this indication as early as possible.
2. Proposals
1. CT1 should reach a consensus on an alternative (which may not limited to the two alternatives above) to get rid of the issue as early as possible.
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]An LS should be sent to SA2 to inform the issue identified by CT1. LS C1-230179 is submitted for this purpose.
