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Introduction
In previous meetings, there has been an LS-exchange on guami-Type with SA2, see [1], [2] and there is an FFS related to guami-Type in 38.331: 
Editor’s Note: FFS Confirm whether the guami-Type is included and set in the abovementioned condition.
To summarize the LS exchange, RAN2 sent an LS to SA2, requesting information on (from [1]) : 
In LTE, there is a gummei-Type indicator in RRC signaling in RRC Connection Setup Complete message, sent by the UE to eNB to support NW with MME selection.  The procedure for this is described both in SA2 spec 23.401 as well as CT1 specification 24.301. The gummei-Type indicator is set in RRC based on input from UE NAS. The gummei-Type indicates if gummei is native or if it is mapped from P-TMSI/RAI. 
RAN2 would like to ask if there is a need for a corresponding type indicator for guami, i.e., a guami-Type. This is related to both NR and LTE connected to 5GC. 
The response from SA2 was not immediately guiding towards resolution of the FFS: 
The response was (from [2]):
RAN2 question 1: RAN2 would like to ask if there is a need for a corresponding type indicator for guami, i.e., a guami-Type. This is related to both NR and LTE connected to 5GC.
SA2 reply: SA2 is still discussing the question and will provide feedback in a separate LS.
Since then, there has been some progress in SA2 that suggest that we can clarify and close the FFS related to guami-Type. This contribution addresses this progress and its resolution to 3GPP TS 38.331.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]Discussion
In an SA2 agreed contribution [3] , the following clarification is done to 3GPP TS 23.501, see highlighted text. This was agreed in SA2 #128bis in Sophia Antipolis: 
…
[bookmark: _Hlk498526552][bookmark: _Hlk498463298]For idle mode mobility from EPC to 5GC, the UE performs mobility Registration procedure with the 5G GUTI mapped from EPS GUTI and indicates that it is moving from EPC. The UE derives GUAMI from the native 5G-GUTI and includes GUAMI in the RRC message to enable RAN to route to the corresponding AMF (if available). If the UE holds no native 5G-GUTI, then the UE provides in the RRC message a GUAMI mapped from the EPS GUTI and indicates it as "Mapped from EPS". The AMF and SMF retrieve the UE's MM and SM context from EPC.
…
The addition clarifies what was requested in the LS from RAN2. Because of this, we conclude that there is a need for guami-Type. In case there is no native 5G-GUTI the UE provides a GUAMI mapped from the EPS-GUTI. 
[bookmark: _Toc525211986][bookmark: _Toc525212002][bookmark: _Toc525212019][bookmark: _Toc525541769][bookmark: _Toc525653009][bookmark: _Toc525801622]guami-Type is needed
[bookmark: _Toc525211987][bookmark: _Toc525212003][bookmark: _Toc525212020][bookmark: _Toc525541770][bookmark: _Toc525653010][bookmark: _Toc525801623]SA2 indicate that guami-Type is “Mapped from EPS”
[bookmark: _Toc525211988][bookmark: _Toc525212004]We propose to follow what has been agreed in SA2 and introduce the following changes to 38.331; 
· [bookmark: _Toc525211989][bookmark: _Toc525212005]keep the guami-Type in 38.331 complete message 
· [bookmark: _Toc525211990][bookmark: _Toc525212006]add in description that mapped corresponds to Mapped from EPS
· [bookmark: _Toc525211991][bookmark: _Toc525212007]Remove the FFS.

[bookmark: _Toc525212058][bookmark: _Toc525212212][bookmark: _Toc525653011][bookmark: _Toc525801624][bookmark: _Toc525802373]Keep the guami-Type in RRCSetupComplete message and introduce a description explaining “Mapped from EPS” to align with 23.501
[bookmark: _Toc525212059][bookmark: _Toc525212213][bookmark: _Toc525653012][bookmark: _Toc525801625][bookmark: _Toc525802374]Remove the FFS related to guami-Type
[bookmark: _Toc525212060][bookmark: _Toc525212214][bookmark: _Toc525653013][bookmark: _Toc525801626][bookmark: _Toc525802375]Agree to CR in [4]
Conclusion
In section 2 we made the following observations:
Observation 1	guami-Type is needed
Observation 2	SA2 indicate that guami-Type is “Mapped from EPS”

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1	Keep the guami-Type in RRCSetupComplete message and introduce a description explaining “Mapped from EPS” to align with 23.501
Proposal 2	Remove the FFS related to guami-Type
Proposal 3	Agree to CR in [4]
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