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1 Introduction

CB: # 78_PNI-NPN

- no st2 CR needed

- need for new cause value?

- check details

(QC - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-206932
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

R3-20xxxa, R3-20xxxc merged

R3-20xxxc rev [in xxxg] – agreed

R3-20xxxd rev [in xxxh] – agreed

R3-20xxxe rev [in xxxi] – agreed

R3-20xxxf rev [in xxxj] – endorsed

Propose to capture the following:

Agreement text…

Agreement text…

WA: carefully crafted text…

Issue 1: no consensus

Issue 2: issue is acknowledged; need to further check the impact on xxx. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…

3 Interim status
Based on the discussion and proposed conclusions in section 4, the interim status is as follows

A majority of companies prefer not to expand the context release text (purpose of procedure).
A majority of companies support reusing / expanding the existing cause value. 

Further discussion seems needed to reach a final consensus.
4 Discussion

From the online discussion, it is assumed From the online discussion, it is assumed that no stage 2 is required, and so the scope of the discussion is about the proposed stage 3 changes as a consequence of the SA2 CR and agreement. The relevant CRs are in [1,2,3]. The changes in these CRs are summarized as follows:

1. Add new condition to the statement of when context release is used (section 8.3.3.1) [1]

2. Add new cause value OR extend existing PNI-NPN cause value in NGAP [1,2]

3. Extend existing NPN cause value in XnAP to mention also release, and include mention of “appropriate cause value” in procedural text for completeness [3]

As an alternative, it was also mentioned online that an existing generic cause value could be reused (“5GC generated cause”).

4.1 NGAP changes

Please provide your view on items 1 and 2 above (from refs [1,2])

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Item1: “nice to have” update. Maybe it can be briefly described as “PNI-NPN Mobility Information is updated” 

Item2: we would prefer to extend the existing cause value, if something is really needed. 

	Nokia 
	Item 1: prefer to avoid adding text every time there is new case, otherwise make believe this is an exhaustive list.

Item 2: extend existing cause.

	ZTE
	Item1: “nice to have” update. .

Item 2: Existing cause value “NPN access denied”  is so generic that it doesn’t cover the release reason of allowed PNI-NPN list changed. We prefer to add new cause value.

	Qualcomm
	Item 1: tend to no because as Nokia said this is not exhaustive, and we should not suggest that this should get updated any more in future. Also stage 2 is quite clear.
Item 2: extend existing cause value – in fact this helps to make clear that release is anyway used for initial access failure (not just MRL change).

	Ericsson
	1) agree with Nokia, where does this end?

2) would really (sorry about that) go for “do nothing”. 
I would expand on 1) and ask: for how many special cases would we need a new cause value?
For RAN KPIs it is sufficient to know “wasn’t because of me, it was the CN”. 
And to add on RNL a cause that actually stems from a (CN generated) NAS action, why would RAN / RNL care? 
And finally, using a cause that is originally thought to be used for NPN access problems doesn’t seem right.


Conclusions for NGAP:

· On text for release procedure, 3 companies think this is not needed or are not convinced it is needed, and 2 companies say this is nice to have.

· On cause value, 3 companies are fine with extending the existing cause value, 1 company prefers to add a new cause value, and one company thinks no change is needed
4.2 XnAP changes

Please provide your view on item 3 (from ref [3])

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	We support this update for inactive UE mobility. 

	Nokia
	CR is OK. We’d like to cosign.

	ZTE
	We are fine to update cause value for release, but current existing cause value is too generic. New cause value for release reason needs to be added.

	Qualcomm
	Still ok with CR.

	Ericsson
	Don’t think this is needed. The Cause is a mandatory IE in a response message, we normally don’t specify such IEs in the procedure text.


Conclusions for XnAP:

· On cause value, 3 companies are fine with extending the existing cause value, 1 company prefers to add a new cause value, and 1 company thinks no need for change in procedural text (presumably also no change in the cause value)
5 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]

If needed
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