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1	Overall description	Comment by Nishith Tripathi/5G Protocol Standards /SRA/Senior Professional/Samsung Electronics: Thanks, Bharat.
Samsung is fine with the changes made by Bharat/Qualcomm.
[bookmark: _Hlk7620913]Since SA2 stated in S2-2004688 that “Earth-fixed Tracking Areas are assumed”, RAN3 agreed that “Tracking Area is coupled with geographical area” in RAN3#109, then in RAN2#113 it was further agreed that “the network may broadcast more than one TACs per PLMN in a cell” in order to support Tracking Area management in NTN, e.g. Earth-moving scenario.	Comment by Qualcomm-Bharat: We think this history is not necessary.	Comment by Nokia: Agree with QC.

RAN2 has discussed the tracking area update procedure and has made the following agreements:	Comment by Qualcomm-Bharat: This is also to inform SA2 on potential stage 2 impact.
· The network may broadcast more than one TACs per PLMN in a cell
· When the network stops broadcasting a TAC, the UE needs to know it
· RAN2 assume UE does not do TAU if one of the currently broadcasted TAC belongs to UE’s registration area
· RAN2 confirm that in NTN when TAC change in SI happens is up to network implementation, i.e. it may not exactly sync up with real-time illumination on ground

To follow the principle “the AS shall report tracking area information to the NAS” specified in TS 38.304, currently there are two options in RAN2 has discussed the following two options:
· Option 1: AS still reports only one TAC for one PLMN even if more than one TACs per PLMN are broadcasted in an NTN cell.
· Option 2: AS indicates all received TAC(s) for one PLMN to NAS layer.

RAN2 would like to inform CT1 and SA2 that RAN2’s preference is option 2majority of companies think option 1 has larger RAN2 impact as AS layer has to select one TAC from the broadcast ones to report to NAS layer thus RAN2 has preference for option 2. , and the reason is that it’s not clear to RAN2 how to implement option 1, i.e. how to select the reported TAC for one PLMN when multiple TACs are broadcasted for this PLMN in a NTN cell. And RAN2 also assumes UE does not do Tracking Area Update if one of the currently broadcasted TAC belongs to UE’s registration area.	Comment by CATT: ‘Majority of companies’ is more correctly.	Comment by Qualcomm-Bharat: We are not sure the original text adds good justification. Which TAC to select is common issue for both options.
	Comment by Huawei: Which solution has a bigger NAS impact should be decided by CT1, in RAN2 we could only say “option 1 has a larger RAN2 impact as AS should decide which TAC to report, so RAN2’s preference is option 2.”

RAN2 would also like to ask the following question to CT1:
· Is option 2, i.e. “AS indicates all received TAC(s) for one PLMN to NAS layer”, feasible from a NAS layer perspective?	Comment by Nokia: Such indication is feasible from NAS point of view. The question should be rather if NAS can downselect the ‘correct’ TAC if more than one is indicated by AS layer. Or would NAS prefer to obtain just a single value.
· 	Comment by OPPO: As commented above, we don’t need to ask this.


2	Actions
To CT1:
ACTION: CT1 is kindly requested to take the RAN2’s considerationabove information into account and respond to RAN2’s questionprovide feedback.
To SA2:
ACTION: SA2 is kindly requested to take the RAN2’s considerationabove information into account and provide feedback, if any.

3	Dates of next TSG RAN WG2 meetings
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #114-e	19 May – 27 May 2021, Electronic
