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1	Overall description
[bookmark: OLE_LINK16][bookmark: OLE_LINK17]RAN2 would like to thank SA2 for their reply LS on Slice list and priority information for cell reselection. 
RAN2 has re-discussed the mapping of slice to the slice groups based on the latest SA2 LSprogress and achieved the below RAN2 assumption to complete the RAN Slicing WI. Meanwhile, RAN2 concluded that RAN Slicing WI is completed if the issues related to other WGs (RAN3, SA2, CT1) can be completed. Thus, RAN2 expects SA2 to indicate if this RAN2 assumption does not work before RAN#96.
RAN2 assumes (based onA majority views of companies in RAN2)  expressed that the mapping of slice to the slice groups for cell reselection are should be per TA. RAN2 understands the slice group granularity is an SA2 decision, However, RAN2 understands whether per TA or per PLMN granularity has no impact on RAN2 specification. 	Comment by Nokia(GWO)1: We should not remove the working assumption achieved at the online session. The changes of this sentence from MediaTek are not acceptable for us.
RAN2 assumes (based on majority views in RAN2) that the mapping of slice to the slice groups for cell reselection are per TA. 

   RAN2 also assumes that the NAS layer in the UE is able to provide slice group priorities to AS layer in the UE.	Comment by CMCC: In addition to slice group, slice priority is another important function to complete the end-to-end feature. So, we suggest to add the following bullet to finalize SA2’s work on slice priority:
“RAN2 assumes that the UE is aware of the slice priority via NAS signalling. If the assumption is not confirmed by SA2, RAN2 understands the slice priority is determined by the UE implementation in Rel-17.”	Comment by MediaTek: We think SA2 knows this, no need to remind them again.	Comment by Nokia(GWO)1: We think that it does not hurt if we repeat this, but RAN2 should assume how it is done. See wording proposals in the text.	Comment by Qualcomm - Peng Cheng: This part was discussed online but not agreed. So, we don’t think it is RAN2 consensus to use NAS signaling. So, we agree with MediaTek that the new wording from CMCC is not needed to be included in this reply LS.

If majority prefer, we can accept Nokia’s added text, which only assume NAS provides AS the priority (i.e., it is up to SA2 to decide whether it is NAS signaling or UE implementation). We think it is more aligned with RAN2 consensus.
RAN2 considers the WI is completed from RAN2 specification perspective based on the above assumptions. RAN2 requests other WGs to finalize their relevant specifications and indicate if RAN2 working assumptions are not valid before RAN#96.	Comment by Nokia(GWO)1: To capture:
Explain that RAN2 needs to make some assumption to complete the WI and SA2 has to indicate if this assumption doesn’t work before RAN#96.


In addition, RAN2 has achieved the following agreements.
1. A slice is not associated with multiple slice groups for the same purpose. A slice can be associated with one slice group for RACH and one slice group for reselection.	Comment by MediaTek: In another word, “A slice can be associated at most with one slice group for RACH and one slice group for reselection, within the slice group granularity.” Is much clear.	Comment by Nokia(GWO)1: I think the simplest way if we use the wording from the meeting even if it may be improved.	Comment by Nokia(GWO)2: After some thinking I see the point of the revision proposal. I recognized that this wording may be interpreted in a way that a slice can be associated with one SG for RACH and one SG for cell reselection per PLMN even if the scope of the SGs is per TA. Therefore, I would like to support the rewording proposal from MediaTek.
2. The UE AS is aware of the slice group ID (s) based on the information provided by the UE NAS. 

2	Actions
To SA2, CT1, RAN3, SA, RAN
ACTION: 	
RAN2 kindly asks SA2, CT1, RAN3, SA and RAN to take the above information into consideration. Also, RAN2 expects SA2 to indicate if this RAN2 assumption does not work before RAN#96.	Comment by CMCC: Same comments as above.
We suggest to rephrase this sentence as “RAN2 expect SA2 and CT1 to finalize the normative work in Release 17 before RAN#96.”	Comment by MediaTek: We think other WGs are also aware this, no additional sentences are needed, we only need to inform RAN2’s assumption, not guide other WG’s decision.	Comment by Nokia(GWO)1: I think it is useful clearly indicate other WGs what we expect: 
RAN2 requests other WGs to finalize their relevant specifications and indicate if RAN2 working assumptions are not valid before RAN#96.	Comment by Qualcomm - Peng Cheng: We prefer original wording or Nokia’s wording with modification “requests” to “expects”.  	Comment by Nokia(GWO)2: We are fine to change "requests" to "expects"
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