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1 Introduction

This is the summary for the following email discussion:

CB: # 32_Email_PRN_manual_selection

- The manually selected CAG ID is not propagated during the connected mode mobility (LG 2284/2285)

- Wait for SA1/SA2 decision (CATT,HW 2341/2342)

- FFS whether and how the NG-RAN node be aware of the manual selected CAG ID and whether the RAN network shall keep the CAG ID manually selected unchanged during the mobility? (ZTE) 

(LG - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202513
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

Proposal 1: It is proposed to wait for the input from other WG groups on the manual selection.
3 Discussion

3.1 Issue 1: Manual selection in PRN

In RAN3 #107bis-e meeting, there are some contributions about the manual selection in PRN [1]-[4].

· ZTE [1]: Wait SA2’s answer and add an editor Note, it is FFS whether and how the NG-RAN node be aware of the manual selected CAG ID and whether the RAN network shall keep the CAG ID manually selected unchanged during the mobility.

· CATT [2]: Wait for the reply from SA2/SA1 on manual CAG selection.

· LG Electronics [3]: The manually selected CAG ID is not propagated during the connected mode mobility.

· Huawei [4]: The selected CAG ID may be added in NGAP initial context setup, but we need to wait for SA2’s decision.
Three companies propose to wait for the SA2’s answer for the RAN2 LS [5]. Since the close of SA2 meeting is April 24, we have a chance to get the SA2 Reply LS before the deadline of RAN3 email discussion. Therefore, for now, the moderator suggests the following proposal.

Proposal: RAN3 waits for the SA2 Reply LS on manual CAG selection, and re-opens the discussion after the SA2 conclude this issue.

If the company has any comments for the above proposal, please point them out.

	Company
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	There is certainly no need to discuss at this point. 

	NEC
	We agree with Qualcomm, there is no need to discuss the topic in this meeting. 

The discussion needs to be postponed in order to wait for SA2 reply to RAN2 questions on this topic (in LS (R3-201516)). Also, we cannot introduce any text at this point (even with FFS). 

	Ericsson
	Currently we don’t see any RAN3 impact

	ZTE
	Wait for SA2 reply to RAN2 questions on this topic. 

If SA2 agree with UE shall stay on cells supporting the manually selected CAG ID in RRC_CONNECTED state, the NG-RAN node shall be aware of the manual selected CAG ID. Hence, it  needs to wait SA2’s answer to decide whether and how the NG-RAN node can retrieve the manual selected CAG ID.

	Nokia
	Need to wait if anything new comes from CT1 or SA2.

	CATT
	Wait for the reply LS from SA2/CT1/SA1

	Huawei
	Wait for the reply from other groups, then discuss at next meeting. 


Moderator’s summary: 

All companies agree that the RAN3 needs to wait for the input from other WG groups. See proposal 1 in section 4.
4 Conclusion, Recommendations

Proposal 1: It is proposed to wait for the input from other WG groups on the manual selection.
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