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1   Introduction
This is the summary of the following email discussion:

9.3.8 Others – Last PDU Session

	R3-200147
	Correction of removal of last pdu session (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Orange)
	CR0309r, TS 38.413 v15.6.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

CB: # 103bis_LastPDUsessionRemoval

-  seems consensus to go for opt2?

- should not introduce dependency between layers

- complete NAS first, then release bearers – check whether this is OK

- check whether this is consistent with UE expected behavior

- any issue with interaction with AMF-initiated ctxt release?

- st3 change acceptable at this time?

- check RAN2 progress

- Rel-15 or Rel-16?

- check details

(Nok)

Summary of offline disc R3-201242
0147 rev in R3-201243
0148 rev in R3-201244


2   Description 

The online discussion concentrated on selecting between option 2 and option 3.
Nokia explained why it is important to clarify between the two options because the behavior of the nodes is not the same:

In option 2: 

gNB action: upon receiving last PDU session release command for a UE which cannot sustain SRB2-only, the gNB needs to wait for the UL NAS PDU from the UE and relay it upwards towards SMF before triggering the NG release request. This NG release request shall have a cause value which triggers AMF to send UE Release Command. 

AMF action: no specific new action i.e. it triggers UE Context Release Command upon receiving UE Context Release Request.
In option 3:

gNB action: upon receiving last PDU session release command for a UE which cannot sustain SRB2-only, the gNB needs to send NG release request with a new specific cause hinting AMF to special action described below.
AMF action: upon receiving the NG release request from gNB with the new specific cause, the AMF shall wait for one subsequent UL NAS Transport from the gNB carrying the UL NAS PDU from the UE and relay it towards the SMF. After that it triggers the UE Context Release Command towards the gNB.
As we can see from above, the behavior of the NG-RAN node and AMF are not the same in option2 and option3. We cannot let the two options open to implementations because obviously a gNB working as option 3 would not interoperate with an AMF working in option 2.

Nokia clarified also that there is no dependency to RAN2: even if RAN2 agrees that SRB2-only is possible in release 16 or 17 for some UEs (which is likely), the present discussion is related to handling in gNB of release 15 UEs which will always exist on field.

During the online discussion, a majority of companies went in the direction of option2.

However, comment was made to find a proper text which does not introduce dependencies between layers.

As a result, a revised text was produced in tdocs R3-201243 and R3-201244.

3   Conclusion and proposal

Proposal: agree Tdoc R3-201243 (and mirror CR in R3-201244). 
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