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1
Overall description
CT1 has discussed the support of ID_UAS in EPS and identified a protocol issue with the UE providing UAS parameters to the network over PCO (namely for UUAA-SM or for C2 authorization or for both). Based on current NAS specifications (i.e. TS 24.301 and TS 24.008
) for IP based PDN connection in WB-S1 mode, there is a maximum size limitation of 255 octets transported over PCO
. CT1 could not agree on whether certain protocol changes in MMEs/S-GWs are acceptable to avoid the above limitations and support UAS in EPS. Therefore, CT1 would like to ask the following questions to SA2:
Question 1): Whether UUAA-SM and C2 authorization need to be supported in deployments with only MMEs/S-GWs of previous releases (from Rel-13 to Rel-16). Notice that due to signalling protocol limitations in such deployments which can only support providing parameters up to 255 octets?

Question 2): If the answer to the Question 1 is No, whether the UAV UE (e.g., due to the UE mobility) may end-up being served by a target MME, or target S-GW or both, of a previous release (from Rel-13 to Rel-16) with the limitations mentioned above, and if so, how to handling this situation for ID_UAS?

2
Actions
To SA2 

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA2 to answer above questions.
3
Dates of next TSG CT WG1 meetings
CT1#133-bis-e
17th-21th January 2022
electronic meeting
CT1#134-e
17th-25th February 2022
electronic meeting
�PCO/ePCO IE are actually defined in TS 24.008.


�Note that when we asking the questions to SA2, we cannot assume that MME/S-GW/P-GW has already supported ePCO IE. Hence without this assumption, such 255 octets limitation actually is applied to all ESM messages, not only these two ESM messages.


�I think our key motivation is not to ask whether this situation may happen or not, but mainly to check how to handle this situation if it happens.





