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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution describes the reason for challenging the CR in S2-1906759 and for proposing a revised version in SP-190492.
Discussion

SA2 #134 has approved with one objection the CRs in SP-160397, and specifically S2-1906759. This discussion paper describes the technical issues with such CR.
The CR is the result of a restless discussion between CT1 and SA2. In particular, the issues at the basis of the CR related to a home routed roaming case where the UE moves between two different VPLMNs. The following points apply:

1. The issue at hand has already been discussed extensively in CT1, and CT1 has agreed on not working any further on the issue in Rel-15 in order to avoid late impacts on NAS. The issue will be addressed more holistically in Rel-16. Several companies supported such position

2. The proponents of the SA2 CR claim that the CR has no impact on stage 3 for Rel-15, which in itself begs the need for the CR since the functionality required will not be specified in Rel-15 for the UE, and therefore not supported.
3. The proponents argued that the S-NSSAI associated with a PDU session can already be changed during the lifetime of a PDU session, yet there is no explicit requirement in stage 2, and for that reason stage 3 did not support such aspect in Rel-15. 
4. The proponents argue there is no impact on the UE, however, the SA2 CR does change the requirements on the UE: 
a. without the CR, i.e. status quo, the  UE sends S-NSSAI for VPLMN at PDU session establishment, and optionally mapping to HPLMN S-NSSAI, if available
b. with the CR, the UE has to send S-NSSAI for HPLMN, and optionally, mapping to S-NSSAI in VPLMN, if available. This requires NAS modifications at this late stage of Rel-15
5. The issue of shared network cases was raised

a. For handover between 5G and 5G, there is no issue because the PLMNs should be ePLMNs, thus the UE can build the Requested NSSAI based on Allowed NSSAI in the source PLMN which the UE has for sure

b. For handover between EPC and 5G, the PDU session would not be transferred if the UE has no Configured NSSAI for the target PLMN (this is addressed by a note in the CR), but normally if PLMNs are equivalent, the UE should have a configured NSSAI for the target PLMN, hence this scenario is not FASMO

One might wonder: what is the worst that might happen without the Rel-15 CR? As the CR note also indicates, the PDU session will not be transferred in certain cases. Therefore, without a complete solution that the CR anyway does not provide, the issues would not be solved anyway.
One possible way forward is to disapprove the CR for Rel-15 and Rel-16, and allow work to proceed in Rel-16 to solve the issue.
However, for sake of progress, the CR also contains some aspects that are independent of the problem at hand, thus we propose a revision in SP-190492 (and for the Rel-16 mirror in SP-190500). 

Proposal
Proceed with approving the CRs in SP-190492 and SP-190500.
