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1. Introduction
This document includes a request for companies to provide their opinion on the Key Issues of FS_MINT-CT. The detailed analysis and rationale of each questions are described in a discussion paper in C1-210952.
2.
Discussion

2.1
Overall way forwards
Q.1: Please indicate whether the RAN sharing based approach to solve the issues in case of Disaster Condition is enough, or further enhancements are needed.

	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.2: Please indicate whether the pre-configuration or provision of information on the UE needed for Disaster Condition is required even before the Disaster Condition occurs or not (e.g. Information needed for network selection)
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.3: Please indicate whether the UE in a PLMN with Disaster Condition needs disaster roaming when the non-3GPP access is available. If the answer is yes, please indicate whether the PLMN with Disaster Condition can provide information regarding Disaster Condition via non-3GPP access which may not be deployed in every PLMN
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.4: Please indicate whether the higher priority PLMN search should be suppressed or modified when the UE is camped on a PLMN for disaster roaming.
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


2.2
Issues regarding notification of Disaster Condition
Q.5 (KI#1): Please indicate what information is provided to the UE along with the indication that Disaster Condition applies to the PLMN with Disaster Condition.
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.6 (KI#2): Please indicate whether the notification of Disaster Condition between PLMNs needs to be standradized (e.g. using OAM architecture or CBS architecture) or should be left out of 3GPP scope?
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.7 (KI#3): Please indicate what information does the UE receive from a PLMN providing Disaster Roaming Service? (e.g. list of PLMNs with Disaster Condition) And how this information is provided? (e.g. as explicit indication in SIB, access identity)
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.8 (KI#6): Please indicate whether the UE needs to be deregistered from the PLMN for Disaster Roaming when Disaster Condition is over. In other words, Please indicate whether inter-PLMN mobility between PLMN with Disaster Condition and PLMN for disaster roaming can be supported or not.
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.9 (KI#6): Please indicate whether the UE in idle mode should be return to the PLMN previously with Disaster Condition immediately or not. (i.e. whether needs to be paged, return by searching higher priority PLMN, return when UE become connected)
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


2.3
Issues regarding network selection / registration
Q.10 (KI#4): Please indicate whether the registration request for disaster roaming needs to be distinguished with normal registration, and how can it be discriminated (with explicit indication, by PLMN ID in GUTI/SUCI)?
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.11 (KI#4): Please indicate what level of granularity of area with Disaster Condition should be provided to the UE? (i.e. cell level, TA level, polygon coordinates..)
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.12 (KI#5): Please indicate how the UE handles PLMNs for disaster roaming that was in the list of forbidden PLMNs.
NOTE: stage 1 specifies that PLMN in the forbidden list can be selected for disaster roamin if no other PLMN is available. This question is about how the UE manages these PLMNs internally.
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


2.4
Issues regarding congestion mitigation
Q.13 (KI#7): Please indicate whether the proactive handling of potential overload/congestion is needed before congestion or overload actually occurs? Or is the reactive mitigation of overload/congestion enough?
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.14 (KI#7, 8): Please indicate whether the explicit timer based mechanism or implicit way (implementation / random value) can be preferable for staggering UEs changing PLMN (either way)
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


Q.15: Please indicate whether the multiple mitigation methods for congestion/overload are needed (i.e. NAS level congestion control, RAN overload control, UAC), and whether any enhancements to each mechanisms are required?
NOTE: using Access Identity 3 can be considered as an existing mechanism since SA1 already introduced it.
	Company name
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


