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Introduction
In last RAN3 meeting, the slice remapping scenarios and principle were discussed. The agreed TR is captured in 38.832 [1]. One of two scenarios is descripted as below for slice not supported.
Scenario2: Non-supported slice in case of Inter-RA mobility
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Figure  6.1-2: Service interruption due to slice not supported
As shown by Figure 6.1-2, the UE is moving towards an area that does not support at least one of UE’s ongoing slices. The target node fails to accept the UE with at least one of the ongoing S-NSSAIs. Under such circumstance, the service(s) for failed ongoing slice(s) is/are interrupted for the UE.
Editor Note: It needs to be analyzed whether, for a well defined SLA and a correctly defined Registration Area in which the slice needs to be available, the slice services should be available also outside of the RA.

This contribution will focus on the discussion of slice remapping for the slice not supported and provide corresponding proposals.
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Discussion
In the TR 38.832, the re-mapping policy for the involved PDU session is captured. The slice remapping rule/list information may be provided OAM, 5G-CN or source node. Also the remapping granularity is various, slice, UE and PDU session. From the various policies, various solutions may be designed. Different solution may adapt different scenarios.

OAM configuration solution is relative simple. It is only support slice granularity and more fixed. 5G-CN solution provides more flexible on the remapping, the remapping may perform per slice, per UE or per PDU session. But if per PDU session remapping supported, the complexity will be increase for the mobility management.

Consider the flexible and complex factor, we may set the priority for high to low for the solutions in R17 in the below sequence:
Signaling in NG Setup Response; Configuration in target NG-RAN node; Signaling in NG Handover Request; Signaling from Source NG-RAN node. 
Proposal 1: Prioritize the remapping list from Signaling in NG Setup Response 
In last RAN3 meeting, when the remapping policy, some agreements are made as below:

Eliminate opt3 by which the target gNB or the source gNB queries the re-mapping policy from the CN during the handover.

Re-mapping in connected mode shall be decided by the network (RAN and/or Core)
The first agreement exclude the RAN node queries the remapping list from 5G-CN because the delay will be introduced during Xn handover. But we need consider what the RAN need to do if the RAN node doesn’t have the remapping list. In this situation, we may suppose the slice remapping is not supported and the handover will be rejected. But maybe the slice remapping is supported by the system and no remapping list in RAN.  If the RAN performs the query, the 5G-CN may provide the remapping guideline to the RAN node. It is similar as going to NG handover if the slice not support by target node during Xn handover. Even delay is introduced; it is better than the service interrupt.  So we need think one question about the slice remapping. How to configure the slice remapping features in the whole system include UE. 
Proposal 2: Study how to enable the slice remapping feature 
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Conclusion

In the present contribution we make the following observations and proposal:
Proposal 1: Prioritize the remapping list from Signaling in NG Setup Response 
Proposal 2: Study how to enable the slice remapping feature 
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