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1	Overall description
SA2 would like to thank BBF for the LS on Topics of concern to the BBF.
SA2 would like to provide the following replies regarding topics 1) – 6) brought up in the BBF LS:
BBF Q1) 	
SA2 reply to Q1)
SA2 would like to note that mobility of a PDU Session from wireline access to wireless access will result in that N3 tunnelling is used and that the corresponding overhead needs to be taken into account for the MTU.
SA2 would also like to get clarification about the following sentence in the BBF LS: “but in the combined AGF/UPF case adjusting the received MTU value to the actual MTU can be addressed local to the equipment specified by the BBF”. Which entity is meant by BBF to do the “adjustment”?  Especially in 5G RG case, as the MTU is sent over PCO (hence over NAS), the AGF+UPF has no way to even know the value being sent by 5GC (SMF via AMF) over ciphered NAS.

BBF Q2) 	
SA2 reply to Q2)
SA2 agrees that the MTU aspects described would be one part of a more general topic on supporting heterogeneous MTUs in the mobile network. There is currently no related work ongoing or planned. Discussions on Rel-18 scope is ongoing and SA2 will inform BBF if related work is started.

BBF Q3)	
SA2 reply to Q3)
[bookmark: _Hlk79138089]     SA2 would like to clarify that the GLI based SUPI is defined in 3GPP TS 23.003 as a NAI (username@realm) where the GLI is contained in the username part and defined as follows:
28.16.4   GLI
The GLI uniquely identifies the line connecting the 5G-BRG or FN-BRG to the 5GS.
The GLI is a variable length opaque identifier, consisting of a string of up to 200 base64-encoded characters, representing the GLI value (up to 150 bytes) encoded as specified in BBF WT-470 [133].
NOTE:      The GLI contains an identifier of the Line ID source and the Line ID value, see BBF WT-470 [133].
In order to ensure that the resulting SUPI fulfils the definition from TS 23.003 and make the appended “additional information” transparent to 5GC, the “additional information” would thus have to be added to the BBF GLI before base64 encoding is performed, in such a way that the resulting “BBF GLI + additional information” still has max 150 octets that will result in a SUPI containing a base64 encoded username of max 200 characters. 
     It can be noted that also the SUCI will contain GLI. The GLI-based SUCI is used by UDM to find the corresponding SUPI. To make this transparent to 5GC and the mapping in UDM, it therefore needs to be assumed that also the SUCI contains the same “additional information” as the SUPI.
	SA2 would kindly request BBF to inform SA2 in case the above requirements are not inline with BBF’s considerations.  

BBF Q4)	
SA2 reply to Q4)
 	3GPP SA2 would like to note that translating from realm values in a NAI received as part of PPP authentication to DNN & slice used in the 5G system would mean that it is only possible to simultaneously support one single PDU Session per PPP session (to the DNN & slice corresponding to the NAI received as part of PPP authentication). To support multiple PDU Sessions, the FN-RG would thus have to establish multiple PPP session. 3GPP SA2 would like BBF to confirm whether this understanding is correct. 
3GPP SA2 would also like to highlight that the DNN structure is different from NAI structure. The DNN is defined in 3GPP TS 23.003, clause 9, and corresponds more to a DNS name.

BBF Q5)	
SA2 reply to Q5) 	
SA2 has updated TS 23.316 to clarify the assumption about SSC modes for FN-RGs but leaving specific support for specific RG types up to BBF to specify. Please see attached CRs.

BBF Q6)	
SA2 reply to Q6) 	
	SA2 already refers to BBF TR-456 for the definition of the W-UP. 
2	Actions
To BBF
ACTION: 	SA2 kindly requests BBF to take the above information into account and provide replies as needed.
3	Dates of next TSG SA WG2 meetings
SA WG2 Meeting #147E		October 18 – 22, 2021 		Elbonia
SA WG2 Meeting #148E		November 15 – 19, 2021	Elbonia
