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1	Introduction
For UE onboarding, the following was agreed:
RAN3#112e agreements
	AMF signals via NGAP Setup Response/ AMF Configuration Update whether it supports onboarding. 
WA: NGAP Initial UE Message includes an onboarding indicator when received over RRC.



RAN3#113e agreements
	Add an editor’s note: “whether to clarify in 38.413 that Onboarding Support applies to SNPN but not PLMN is FFS”.
Add an editor’s note: “whether a second codepoint is needed is FFS”



In this contribution, we will discuss details on the above open issues.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
[bookmark: _Ref189046994]The following is captured in the agreed 38.413 baseline CR, R3-214504 [1]:
[bookmark: _Hlk85539288]If the Onboarding Support IE is included within a PLMN Support Item IE in the NG SETUP RESPONSE message, the NG-RAN node shall, if supported, consider that the AMF supports the UE onboarding for the SNPN identified by the PLMN Identity IE and the NID IE, as specified in TS 23.501 [9].
Editor’s Note: whether to clarify that Onboarding Support applies to SNPN but not PLMN is FFS.
As the above is specified only for SNPNs where NID is explicitly mentioned, it implies that the Onboarding Support is not applicable to PLMNs. Therefore, no further clarification is needed.
[bookmark: _Toc78807910]There is no need to clarify that the Onboarding Support IE is not applicable to PLMNs.

To implement the RAN3#113 agreement that “AMF signals via NGAP Setup Response/ AMF Configuration Update whether it supports onboarding”, the following IE was added to the PLMN Support Item in both messages: 
	>>Onboarding Support
	O
	
	ENUMERATED (true, ...)
	Indication of onboarding support.
	YES
	reject



Editor’s Note: whether a second codepoint for Onboarding Support is needed is FFS. 
R3-213266 argues that optional support indication with one single codepoint (ENUMERATED (true,...)) is limiting for the configuration update, then it is not possible to indicate that an AMF no longer supports onboarding. Therefore, R3-213266 proposes to use two codepoints, i.e. ENUMERATED (supported, not supported), instead of ENUMERATED (true, ...) only.

===============================================
The AMF capability is considered static, i.e. if an AMF supports onboarding, the support will not change.
The AMF capability is considered static, i.e. there is no need to indicate that onboarding is no longer supported, and thus, one code point for the Onboarding Support IE is sufficient.
===============================================

3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	There is no need to add onboarding to NGAP overload procedures unless requested by SA2.
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