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1. Reason for Change
As discussed in the discussion paper in C1-212335, the proposed conclusions can be made based on the result of the moderated discussions as follows:
Proposal 1. The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should be precluded from the conclusions.

This should be applied to all the key issues except for KI#7 and KI#8.

In CC#1, the proposal 1 was revised to “The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.”
Proposal 2. The higher priority PLMN search should be at least modified under the Disaster Condition.

This applies to KI#4, #5 and #6.

In CC#1, the proposal 2 was revised to “The higher priority PLMN search can be modified under the Disaster Condition.”
Proposal 3. Concluding key issue #2 with making the notification between PLMNs be left out of 3GPP scope.
In CC#1, the proposal 3 was accepted, with the following note:
Note: information that has been listed in SA1 requirments will need to be exchanged for the feature to work 

Proposal 4. The AMF should be able to distinguish the registration request from the normal UEs and the registration request for the disaster roaming.
Proposal 5. The existing mechanisms can be utilized to confine the UE to the area of disaster roaming services.

Proposal 4 and 5 apply to KI#4.

In CC#1, proposal 4 was accepted. There was no agreement for proposal 5.
Proposal 6. The PLMN providing disaster roaming should not be removed from the list of forbidden PLMNs

This applies to KI#5 and KI#9.
In CC#1, the proposal 6 was revised to “The PLMN providing disaster roaming shall not be removed from the list of forbidden PLMNs.”
Proposal 7. the agreement between PLMN with DC and PLMN providing DRS is required
This applies to KI#2.

In CC#1, the proposal 7 was revised to “the agreement between PLMN with DC and PLMN providing DRS is out of scope of 3GPP.”
Proposal 8. No new mechanism other than adding new cause value or new timer is required for 5GMM layer congestion mitigation.

This applies to KI#7.
2. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 24.811 v1.0.0.
* * * First Change * * * *

8.1
Conclusion of Key Issue #1

Editor's Note:
The conclusions stated below for the Key Issue #1 are incomplete and preliminary.
The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.
* * * Next Change * * * *

8.2
Conclusion of Key Issue #2
The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.
The notification between the PLMN with Disaster Condition and PLMN without Disaster Condition regarding the occurrence and the end of Disaster Condition, is out of 3GPP scope.

NOTE:
The information that has been listed in SA1 requirments will need to be exchanged for the feature to work.
The roaming agreement for the disaster roaming between PLMN with Disaster Condition and PLMN providing disaster roaming is out of scope of 3GPP.
* * * Next Change * * * *

8.3
Conclusion of Key Issue #3

Editor's Note:
The conclusions stated below for the Key Issue #3 are incomplete and preliminary.
The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.
* * * Next Change * * * *

8.4
Conclusion of Key Issue #4
Editor's Note:
The conclusions stated below for the Key Issue #4 are incomplete and preliminary.
The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.
The higher priority PLMN search can be modified under the Disaster Condition.
The AMF of PLMN providing disaster roaming should be able to distinguish the registration request from the normal UEs and the registration request for the disaster roaming.
The existing mechanisms can be utilized to confine the UE to the area of disaster roaming services.

* * * Next Change * * * *

8.5
Conclusion of Key Issue #5
Editor's Note:
The conclusions stated below for the Key Issue #5 are incomplete and preliminary.
The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.
The higher priority PLMN search can be modified under the Disaster Condition.
The PLMN providing disaster roaming shall not be removed from the list of forbidden PLMNs.
* * * Next Change * * * *

8.6
Conclusion of Key Issue #6
Editor's Note:
The conclusions stated below for the Key Issue #6 are incomplete and preliminary.
The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.
The higher priority PLMN search can be modified under the Disaster Condition.
* * * Next Change * * * *

8.7
Conclusion of Key Issue #7

Editor's Note:
The conclusions stated below for the Key Issue #7 are incomplete and preliminary.
No new mechanism other than adding new cause value or restrictions on the time when the Disaster Inbound Roamer can attempt registration in the PLMN without Disaster Condition is required for 5GMM layer congestion mitigation.

* * * Next Change * * * *

8.9
Conclusion of Key Issue #9

Editor's Note:
The conclusions stated below for the Key Issue #9 are incomplete and preliminary.
The solutions based on the RAN sharing approach should not be progressed in the normative phase.
The PLMN providing disaster roaming shall not be removed from the list of forbidden PLMNs.
* * * End Change * * * *
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