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1. Overall Description:
CT4 have detected a misalignment between TS 23.502 and TS 29.503 with regard to the presence of PEI in Nudm_UECM_Registration requests sent from AMF to UDM:

While according to TS 23.502 indicates in clause 5.2.3.2.1 that PEI is a required input, and according to clause 4.2.2.2.1 the "AMF passes the PEI to the UDM",.

However, in other clauses, it gives the impression that PEI is optional; for example, clause 4.2.2.2.1 says:

If the AMF needs the PEI in the initial registration, it should retrieve the PEI as it establishes the NAS security context with a Security Mode Command. 

And also, clause 4.2.2.2.2 says:

The PEI may be retrieved in initial registration from the UE as described in clause 4.2.2.2.1.

according to Regarding stage-3, TS 29.503 has defined PEI ias an optional attribute in Amf3GppAccessRegistration and AmfNon3GppAccessRegistration data types (see clauses 6.2.6.2.2 and 6.2.6.2.3).

CT4 have discussed the attached CR to TS 29.503 which tries to align with TS 23.502 by making PEI mandatory in Amf3GppAccessRegistration and AmfNon3GppAccessRegistration data types. During discussions the following concerns were raised:, 
1) In principle, to change an optional attribute into a mandatory attribute is a backward incompatible change which should be avoid as much as possible;
2) If the UE does not include PEI in the REGISTRATION request message then the AMF has to request UE to send PEI before contacting UDM, which introduces additional signalling and time delay;
3) PEI is not essential information for processing registration. If PEI is needed for subsequent procedure, it can still be provided later on by updating the registration information in the UDM.

With the above concerns, it is suggesting suggested to relax the requirement from TS 23.502 and to allow absence of PEI from Nudm_UECM_Registrations.

It was also noted that absence of PEI from Amf3GppAccessRegistration or AmfNon3GppAccessRegistration data types does not allow the UDM to properly report change of SUPI-PEI associations to NFs (e.g. NEF) that have subscribed to receiving such reports.	Comment by Jesus de Gregorio - 2: This text is not relevant, in our view, since the change of SUPI-PEI association should always be possible to be reported, even when there is no previous PEI stored in the system, same as it is done in EPS.

[bookmark: _GoBack]CT4 kindly ask SA2 to either confirm that PEI is a required input for Nudm_UECM_Registration (and, if so, to consider updating the clauses mentioned above that might suggest otherwise), or to relax remove this requirement in TS 23.502 clause 5.2.3.2.1.


2. Actions:
To SA2 group.
ACTION: CT4 kindly ask SA2 to clarify whether PEI is required or optional input to Nudm_UECM_Registration

3. Date of Next CT4 Meetings:
3GPP TSG CT4#98e	2nd – 11th June 2020	E-Meeting


