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1. Overall Description:

For your information, SA2 has agreed a feature definition for INOBEAR in [a revision of S2-181780] and this is attached.
[To CT1, CT4 and RAN3] 

SA2 assume that for idle mode mobility and handover procedures from a node supporting 15 EPS bearers to a node that does not, the release of bearers that were allocated EPS BearerID values that are not supported before Release 15 can be handled by Stage 3 defined mechanisms. 
SA2 also assumes that in these situations, the release of the bearers in excess of 8 bearers would also be handled by stage 3 defined mechanisms.  

With these assumptions, updates to the procedures in 23.401 are minimized. SA2 asks CT1 and RAN3 to confirm this assumption.
[To CT1]
SA2 has not identified a need to support a NAS-level UE capability indication. This is a different conclusion to that expressed by CT1 in C1-174658.

[To CT4]

SA2 would like to ask whether explicit capability indication for supporting INOBEAR should be used on GTP interfaces, such as S11 or S5. In particular, SA2 would like to understand whether the stage3 defined mechanisms would sufficiently cover the error scenarios where the MME allocates an EPS bearer ID/return it in the SGW/PGW in the Dedicated Bearer Activation procedure (c.f. section 5.4.1 of TS23.401). 

[To RAN3]

SA2 have discussed whether support of INOBEAR should be homogeneous by eNBs within an MME Pool Area. One reason this was proposed is to avoid X2-based handovers and S1-based handovers without S10 interface involved between non-homogeneous nodes as there were concerns expressed by some companies that this would result in significant impact on X2AP and S1AP specifications managed by RAN3. Other companies believe that there would not be significant impact. SA2 ask RAN3 to inform SA2 whether not taking the homogeneous under MME Pool Area assumption would impact completion of INOBEAR Stage 3 completion in Release 15.
2. Actions:

To CT1 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks
To CT1 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks

To RAN3 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks

3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings:

TSG-SA2 Meeting #127 
16th – 20th April 2018
Sanya, P.R.China.
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�To be discussed. Note that RAN2’s LS to SA2 said: “If the number of DRBs is extended, the number of DRBs supported will need to be signalled as part of UE AS capability and this will also need to be visible in the CN.


�To be completed when agreement is reached on the questions to ask each WG.





