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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 would kindly like to inform SA2 and RAN2 that RAN3 has discussed the signalling aspects of network slicing and has so far drawn the following conclusions:
· RAN3 assumes that RRC signalling should be designed in an efficient way and radio system performance should be considered the most important aspect, which implies that it may not be feasible to make available in the RAN a full list of all NW slices the UE may like to access prior the establishment of a full UE context;
· RAN3 assumes that it would possible to define the assistance information provided by the UE over RRC in a more efficient way than signalling a full NSSAI, for example limiting the information to the more important S-NSSAI or conveying only the Slice Type part of the S-NSSAI (or similar approaches), within the size constraints to be decided by RAN2;
· RAN3 assumes that it would be beneficial to avoid duplicating a long list of S-NSSAIs (or any extensive slicing-related information) in both AS and NAS during Attach/Registration procedures, hence it could be appropriate to only convey such information via AS (Uu and NG-C);

· RAN3 assumes that an AMF re-route may be necessary in case the RAN is not able to have full insight in all the possible network slices the UE would like to access at the time of CN instance selection;

· RAN3 assumes that in other circumstances than Attach/Registration, the UE would not need to provide very extensive and/or frequent slicing information over NAS (only S-NSSAIs of any new slice which is not already associated with existing PDU sessions);
RAN3 would like to confirm the above assumptions with SA2 and RAN2, according to the actions described below.
2. Actions:

To SA2: 
ACTION: 
RAN3 respectfully asks SA2 to take the above into consideration and provide feedback on the following:
1. Assuming that due to radio performance requirements, the assistance information provided by the UE to the RAN during RRC connection establishment is less than the full NSSAI, for example the most important S-NSSAI, or the N most important Slice Types, or other information, does SA2 forecast that this would allow selection of an appropriate AMF in most cases or otherwise trigger an AMF re-route?
2. If yes to the above, is the amount of re-routes expected to be significant?
3. Could SA2 provide a view on the possibility that slicing assistance information from the UE during Attach/Registration is conveyed only via AS (radio interface and NG-C signalling) and omitted in NAS, to minimize the signalling overhead?

4. Can SA2 confirm that in other circumstances than during Attach/Registration the amount of slicing related information in NAS is not expected to be considerable and/or frequent?

To RAN2: 
ACTION: 
RAN3 respectfully asks RAN2 to take the above into consideration and provide feedback on the following:

1. Could RAN2 inform RAN3 about the expected RRC size constraints with regards to UE-provided slicing-related information during RRC connection establishment? 

In particular RAN3 would like to know if RAN can expect to receive a full NSSAI from the UE or a more limited amount of assistance to select the correct CN instance and to apply early resource handling policies.
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