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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.

The question raised by CT1 triggered the removal of this application error in 403 Forbidden case. Indeed, a requested S-NSSAI not supported should not trigger an error from the NSSF according to TS 23.501.

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 has no objection to extend the usage but suggests to wait for CT3 reply 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.


2. Actions:
To CT1 group.
ACTION: 	No specific action is required

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

