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1. Introduction
In last RAN2 meeting, the intended slice was discussed and the following agreements are reached [1].
Agreements
0: RAN2 common understanding is that intended slice is based on the information AS receives from NAS for the particular use case. This may be different in different cases:
2.1: In case of cell selection/reselection, the intended slice means the allowed or requested S-NSSAI(s).
-For the initial registration, and requesting new S-NSSAI(s): intended slices = Requested S-NSSAI(s)
-For idle-mode mobility: intended slices = allowed S-NSSAI(s)
2.2: In case of MO traffic, the intended slice means the S-NSSAI associated with MO traffic based on indication from NAS to AS.
FFS whether UE needs to know the intended slice for MT service.
4: For MO service, UE is aware of the intended slice. For MT service, UE is unaware of the slice for the paged service in current NR spec. 
1: Capture the location 3&4 in the TR (check offline to have consistent wording for "location" vs. "area").

The intended slice in different case has different meanings. In the MO case, the UE aware the intended slice. But in the MT service, the UE is unaware the slice which it wants to access. In this contribution, we’d like to discuss whether the availability of intended slice in UE AS layer for MT service is needed
1. Whether intended slice for MT service is needed 
For MO/MT service, the intended slice means the S-NSSAI associated with MO/MT traffic. For MO service, the intended slice can be get implicitly from traffic indication from NAS to AS, which can be used for slice based RACH resource selection. 
But for MT service, the paging message doesn’t include the slice information in current NR spec. The UE AS is unaware of the intended slice. In our understanding, RAN2 should first discuss how to use the intended slice by UE AS before discussing whether the UE AS should be visible of the intended slice for MT service. In current NR spec, MT service will never be barred during UAC procedure. More addition, mt-Access is an independent cause value in MSG3 during connection establishment procedure, so the network may never reject the UE in MSG4 if mt-Access is indicated in MSG3. So for MT service, there is no need for UE to use intended slice for slice based RACH resource selection. The reason to introduce slice info in paging message is still not clear from RAN2 perspective view.
Observation 1: In current NR spec, MT service will never be barred during UAC procedure. More addition, mt-Access is an independent cause value in MSG3 during connection establishment procedure, so the network may never reject the UE in MSG4 if mt-Access is indicated in MSG3. 
Proposal 1: For MT service, there is no need for UE AS to use intended slice for slice based RACH resource selection.
Proposal 2: UE does not need to know the intended slice for MT service

1. Conclusion 
In conclusion, we propose the followings:
Observation 1: In current NR spec, MT service will never be barred during UAC procedure. More addition, mt-Access is an independent cause value in MSG3 during connection establishment procedure, so the network may never reject the UE in MSG4 if mt-Access is indicated in MSG3. 
Proposal 1: For MT service, there is no need for UE AS to use intended slice for slice based RACH resource selection.
Proposal 2: UE does not need to know the intended slice for MT service
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