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1. Overall Description:

As part of their study on User Plane Integrity Protection for LTE (both “option 1” and EN-DC/“option 3(x)”), connected to EPC (documented in TR 33.853), SA3 have the following questions:

a) (RAN 2 and RAN 3) when supporting UP IP do you have any feedback on whether it should be supported with NR PDCP or LTE PDCP or both? 
b)  (SA2 and CT4) for the supply of UPIP policy to the RAN, is it preferred for the HSS to supply the policy to the MME (as in solution #11), or, for a “combined SMF+PGW-C” to supply the policy to the MME (as outlined in solution #15)? 

c) (RAN 3 and CT 1) is a MME mandated to copy all the EEA/EIA bits from NAS signalling into the S1-AP signalling?

d) (RAN 3) is a legacy eNB mandated to copy all the EEA/EIA bits from S1A-AP signalling into the X2-AP signalling at handover and secondary node addition?
e) (SA2 and CT1)SA3 decides UE to send an indication to the network that the UE support UP IP with eNB, one of options is to reuse EEA/EIA bits in UE EPS Security Capability (e.g. reuse EIA7 to indicate UE support UP IP with eNB), so that both eNB and MME can use the UE EPS Security Capability to know UE support UP IP with eNB. Does there any issue on this?
2. Actions:

To RAN 2, RAN 3, SA2 and CT 4
ACTION: 
SA3 politely request answers to the questions above from the identified working groups.
3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG3 Meetings:

Please see the SA3 link from the 3GPP calendar page at  https://portal.3gpp.org/Home.aspx?tbid=386&SubTB=386#/



