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1 Introduction
Last meeting we captured a total of 8 solutions in TR 38.832, and some solution evaluation criteria have been provided.
In this contribution, we evaluate all these solutions according to the evaluation criteria.
2	Discussion
The evaluations on solutions are provided as follows. Note that the analysis on Core/OAM/UE impact is primary and will be updated if any feedback can be received from SA2/SA5.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.1: Remapping policy in target NG-RAN node
-RAN impact: the remapping policy from OAM/CN is received by RAN through Configuration or NG setup/AMF Configuration Update/PDU session setup/Initial context setup/NG handover procedures; RAN performs slice remapping based on the received policy.
-Core impact: CN may generate remapping policy, and provide the policy to RAN through NG setup/AMF Configuration Update/PDU session setup/Initial context setup/NG handover procedures.
-OAM impact: OAM may generate remapping policy, and provide the policy to RAN.
-UE impact: No impact
-Effectiveness of solution: RAN is provided with more flexibility during mobility if remapping policy is obtained. The effectiveness evaluated from CN/OAM side needs further input from SA2/SA5.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.2: Slice re-mapping message sequence charts
-RAN impact: the remapping policy from OAM/CN is received by RAN; target gNB may make the slice remapping/fallback decision.
-Core impact: CN may generate remapping policy, and provide the policy to RAN; CN may make the slice remapping/fallback decision during NG-based handover.
-OAM impact: OAM may generate remapping policy, and provide the policy to RAN.
-UE impact: No impact
-Effectiveness of solution: RAN is provided with more flexibility during mobility if remapping policy is obtained. The effectiveness evaluated from CN/OAM side needs further input from SA2/SA5.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.3: Configuration based solution
-RAN impact: RAN may be provided by OAM with more information related to RRM policies, such as pre emption indication under slice resource shortage condition; target gNB may be provided with RRM policy for some slice which target gNB doesn’t support in advance.
-Core impact: No impact.
-OAM impact: OAM may provide additional RRM policy or RRM policy related information such as pre-emption indication to RAN.
-UE impact: No impact
-Effectiveness of solution: RAN is provided with more flexibility during mobility if more information related to RRM policy is obtained. The effectiveness evaluated from OAM side needs further input from SA5.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.4: Candidate solutions with/without CN involvement
-RAN impact: Source NG-RAN node may need to perform data forwarding to target NG-RAN node without path switch; source NG-RAN node may need to receive data from CN for a slice it doesn’t support.
-Core impact: CN may be able to send data for a slice over a PDU session associated with another slice.
-OAM impact: No impact.
-UE impact: No impact
-Effectiveness of solution: RAN needs to keep data forwarding tunnel which may cause extra overhead. The effectiveness evaluated from CN/OAM side needs further input from SA2/SA5.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.5: Slice resource re-partitioning
-RAN impact: RAN may need to configure re-partitioning policy.
-Core impact: No impact.
-OAM impact: OAM may provide re-partitioning policy to RAN.
-UE impact: No impact
-Effectiveness of solution: RAN is provided with more flexibility on the usage of RRM policy. The effectiveness evaluated from OAM side needs further input from SA5.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.6: Multi-carrier radio resource sharing
-RAN impact: RAN has already been able to setup DC or CA with cells which support different slices.
-Core impact: No impact.
-OAM impact: No impact.
-UE impact: No impact
-Effectiveness of solution: This is a pure RAN solution which can be supported with existing specs.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.7: 5GC solution based on SSC-mode 3
-RAN impact: Target NG-RAN node may need temporary accept for a PDU session associated with slice it doesn’t support; target NG-RAN node may need to indicate CN with Path Switch Request message to end a slice and start a new remapped slice for a PDU session.
-Core impact: Require inputs from SA2.
-OAM impact: No impact.
-UE impact: Require inputs from SA2.
-Effectiveness of solution: This solution is more like a CN based solution under SSC mode 3. The effectiveness evaluated from CN side needs further input from SA2.

Evaluation on Solution 6.2.8: Slice remapping decision in 5GC
-RAN impact: Source NG-RAN node may need to trigger NG based handover even if Xn based handover can be used.
-Core impact: CN needs to remap the slice; whether existing CN spec is enough requires further inputs from SA2.
-OAM impact: No impact.
-UE impact: Require inputs from SA2.
-Effectiveness of solution: This solution is more like a CN based solution. The effectiveness evaluated from CN side needs further input from SA2.

Proposal 1: Agree the above evaluations on solutions, and capture the evaluation into TR.
3	Conclusion
This contribution discusses service continuity for slicing, and provides following proposals,
Proposal 1: Agree the above evaluations on solutions, and capture the evaluation into TR.
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