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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 thank SA2 for LS S2-1902903/R2-1903039 on Completion of their FS_RACS study. We also inform that RAN2 has started their normative WI as outlined in approved RP-190657.
On the requested actions from SA2, RAN2 would like to provide the following response: 
ACTION:  1. SA2 asks feedback for the two identified assignment methods of the PLNM-specific UE Capability ID
2. SA2 asks for feedback for the approach of distribution and update of PLMN-wide filters from UCMF.

[bookmark: _Toc4698276][bookmark: _Toc4698277]On 1), RAN2 make the following observations; 
Both methods proposed by SA2 for assigning PLMN-specific capability ID are feasible. 
[bookmark: _Toc4698278]If the method of providing the PLMN-specific capability ID to UE using a NAS procedure (1) is selected, then NG signaling should be extended to include the PLMN-specific capability ID to gNB, for storage in UE AS Context and possibly also an gNB-local mapping.
If the method of providing the PLMN-specific capability ID to RAN, which in turn signals it to the UE using RRC signaling (2) is selected, it should also be possible for the gNB to directly assign a PLMN specific capability ID to a UE, should capability information be locally identified and associated with a PLMN specific capability ID. Then, the UECapabilityInfoIndication over NG would include both the capability information and the assigned PLMN-specific Capability ID. If this is not supported, there is no obvious benefit with 2.
Both signaling solutions have impact on NG and it is proposed that input from RAN3 is reviewed prior to deciding on solution.
RAN2 therefore propose a follow-up LS once feedback from all groups are gathered.

On 2), it is the RAN2 view that there is no need to standardize a specific distribution and/or update function of capability filters for gNB’s. However, for capability information from UCMF to be usable by gNB, it needs to be stored together with a capability filter in the same format as in the UECapabilityInfoIndication message. This is mainly a challenge for the Vendor-assigned capability information which needs to be filtered either when assigned by UE vendor, or by UCMF functionality.


ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks that SA2 take the above into account.

3. Date of Next RAN WG2 Meetings:
RAN-WG2 Meeting #106	Reno, Nevada, US, 		13-17 May, 2019
RAN-WG2 Meeting #107	Prague, Czech Republic,	26-30 Aug, 2019
RAN-WG2 Meeting #107-Bis	China				14-18 Oct, 2019
