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1. Overall Description:

CT1 thanks RAN2 for their LS on inclusion of selected PLMN into the complete message in R2-1813424/C1-186303. 
CT1 has identified following issues, if AMF and UE-NAS layer are out of sync for selected PLMN ID till now:

1. If the AMF initiates authentication procedure, the AMF will use old allocated PLMN ID(say PLMN ID-1) whereas the UE will use the currently camped PLMN ID(say PLMN ID-2) in the calculation of Kamf. Thus authentication procedure will fail.

2. If the AMF initiates de-registration procedure with cause #11 assuming UE is on PLMN ID-1, whereas the UE is camped on PLMN ID-2 then the UE will move the PLMN ID-2 to the forbidden PLMN lists instead of PLMN ID-1. As a consequence of this UE will not try for service on PLMN ID-2. 
CT1 notes the following text from the RAN3 LS in C1-186657/R3-186231:
“RAN3 has analysed the related scenarios and concluded that even though there is a possibility of a mismatch, the RAN is in full control of this possibility and can apply the same UE handling policies regardless of selected PLMN while the UE remains in RRC_INACTIVE.  Furthermore, RAN can take appropriate actions if needed e.g. when configuring a new RNA in case of PLMN ambiguity. More generally, since the UE’s RNA is a subset of the TAI list received from the 5GC, the RAN would not expect to apply differentiated handling within the TAI list, irrespective of PLMNs. RAN3 also understands that the mismatch is resolved as soon as the RAN moves the UE into RRC_CONNECTED.”

CT1 understands from above text that RAN can resolve this issue without NAS layer involvement. Thus, no changes to CT1 specifications are required.
2
Actions

To RAN WG3
ACTION: 
CT1 kindly requests RAN WG3 to confirm that the issue mentioned by RAN2 in R2-1813424/C1-186303 is resolved without NAS involvement.
To RAN WG2, RAN WG3
ACTION: 
CT1 kindly requests to take the above information into account.
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