3GPP TSG CT WG1 Meeting #117						C1-193514
Reno (NV), USA, 13-17 May 2019


[bookmark: _GoBack]3GPP TSG-CT WG4 Meeting #91	C4-192303
Reno, US; 13th – 17th May 2019


Title:	Reply LS on “Reply LS on NAS cause mapping specification for review”
Response to:	Reply LS (C1-191665/C4-191471) on NAS cause mapping specification for review from CT1 WG
Release:	Release 15
Work Item:	5GS_Ph1-CT

Source:	CT4
To:	CT1
Cc:	CT3

Contact Person:	
Name:	Julien Bournelle	
Tel. Number:	N/A
E-mail Address:	Julien dot bournelle at Orange dot com

Send any reply LS to:	3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org 	

Attachments:	N/A


1. Overall Description:

CT4 thanks CT1 for the Reply LS on NAS Cause Mapping specification for review. 

CT4 has reviewed the CT1’s questions for CT4 and has the following answers:

[bookmark: OLE_LINK6]Question 1: When is application error "SNSSAI_NOT_SUPPORTED" indicated from NSSF to AMF during the registration procedure? It is CT1's understanding that even if the application error is received, the AMF does not reject a registration request.

It is CT4 understanding that if Requested SNSSAIs are not allowed and there is no default NSSAI, then the NSSF should reply with a 403 Forbidden HTTP status code with an Application Error to indicate the problem. The AMF may in this case reject the registration request. Accordingly, CT4 has kept the current mapping with adding that no default value is present in this case.

Question 4: In Table 5.4.2-1, N4 cause code #74 "PFCP entity in congestion" is mapped to 5GSM cause value #26 "insufficient resources" and #69 "insufficient resources for specific slice". Can the N4 cause code be additionally mapped to 5GSM cause value #67 "insufficient resources for specific slice and DNN"?

CT4 agreed to add this new mapping to the table 5.4.2-1.


Question 5: Application errors "ROAMING_NOT_ALLOWED" and "USER_NOT_FOUND" which is indicated by the UDM to the SMF and an application error "USER_UNKNOWN" which is indicated by the PCF to the SMF are mapped to 5GSM cause value #29 "user authentication or authorization failed". However, so far the 5GSM cause value #29 is used by the network to indicate that the requested service was rejected by the external DN due to a failed user authentication or revoked by the external DN or revoked by the external packet data network. CT1 intended to extend the usage of the 5GSM cause value #29. Please confirm if this is acceptable.

CT4 receives during CT4#91 the Reply LS from CT3 (C3-192193) and is fine with the proposed reply from CT3 on this particular question. 

Question 6: Application errors "DNN_NOT_ALLOWED" which is indicated by the UDM to the SMF is mapped to 5GSM cause value #27 "missing or unknown DNN". Can the application error be additionally mapped to 5GSM cause value #70 "missing or unknown DNN in a slice"?

CT4 agreed to add this new mapping.

Moreover, CT4 has reviewed the Reply LS from CT3 (C4-192278) and would like to indicate to CT1 that it has been endorsed.


2. Actions:
To CT1 group.
ACTION: 	CT4 politely asks CT1 to consider the reply from CT4 and CT3 and update their specification accordingly.

3. Date of Next CT4 Meetings:
3GPP TSG CT4#93	26th – 30th August 2019		Wroclaw, Poland


