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1	Overall description
SA2 would like to thank CT1 regarding the LS on providing unavailability configuration during initial registration (attach) procedure. SA2 provides following answer.

	As part of the work on 5GSAT_Ph2, CT1 has specified the Unavailability information IE and the Unavailability configuration IE, which the UE and the network can use to negotiate the parameters related to the unavailability period, respectively (see TS 24.301 sc. 9.9.3.69 and 9.9.3.70). CT1 has decided to:
· allow the network to provide the Unavailability configuration IE to the UE during the initial registration (attach) procedure. The rationale is that the network may have the information about the discontinuous coverage during initial registration while the UE cannot provide unavailability information, if any, to the network before receiving the indication of the support for the unavailability period in the network. This decision is reflected in the attached CRs to TS 24.301 and TS 24.501; and
· make the unavailability type a mandatory field in the Unavailability information IE provided by the UE to the network in the registration and de-registration procedure. The rationale is that the NW needs to know whether or not it should determine the unavailability period duration and the start of the unavailability period based on the discontinuous coverage available in the network. This is reflected in the encoding of the Unavailability information IE in TS 24.301 sc. 9.9.3.69.
CT WG1 kindly asks SA WG2 to take the above into consideration and align their specifications accordingly.



SA2 Answer: SA2 agreed to allow the AMF/MME to provide the Unavailability Period Duration and/or Start of Unavailability Period (if known), to adjust the parameters based on the AMF/MME's knowledge, if the UE attempts initial registration (attach) via satellite access. SA2 has approved the attached CR#5382 to TS 23.501 and CR#3777 to TS 23.401 to clarify this aspect.
For EPS, the Unavailability Period is only defined for discontinuous coverage. Therefore, the Unavailability Type field is not required for the UE in EPS. Also, SA2 discussed during SA2#160 meeting whether to including the Unavailability Type and Start of Unavailability Period in de-registration, and decided that these parameters should only be included in the registration request message and not in the de-registration request as in the attached CR#5141R2.
2	Actions
To CT1:
SA2 kindly asks CT1 to take above information into consideration.
3	Dates of next TSG-SA WG2 meetings
TSG SA WG2 Meeting #163			May 27 – 31, 2024		Jeju, Korea
TSG SA WG2 Meeting #164			Aug 19 – 23, 2024		Maastricht, Netherlands
