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1. Overall Description:

SA2 thanks CT1 for their LS on service request procedure. SA2 wishes to provide the following feedback
· CT1 ask SA2 the question that to re-activate PDU session(s) associated with non-3GPP access for a UE registered in both 3GPP and non-3GPP accesses and is in CM-IDLE in non-3GPP access, why the AMF handles in different based on the CM mode in 3GPP access. Namely, why the Page message includes an Access Type, whereas the NAS Notification message includes one or more PDU session identities.
[SA2 answer] one of the viewpoints from SA2 is from S2-178912 “If the UE knows which PDU session(s) over non-3GPP access have pending DL data in the network and determines that none of these PDU sessions can be transferred to 3GPP access (e.g. due to policy restrictions in the UE), the UE may refrain from starting the Service Request procedure. This would result in less signalling in the 3GPP radio interface, less signalling in the network and more power saving in the UE.”. However, considering the retransmission mechanism, defined in TS24.890, that AMF shall retransmit the NAS Notification message for several times if AMF doesn’t receive the Service Request message from UE. SA2 also have a doubt on whether this really result in less signaling in the 3GPP radio interface, less signaling in the network and more power saving in the UE. In addition, SA2 want to ask CT1 whether it bring harm to the network if AMF is not able to distinguish the error case that UE fail to receive the Notification message from the normal case that none of these PDU sessions can be transferred to 3GPP access based on UE policies.
· CT1 ask SA2 the question that for downlink signalling pending over non-3GPP access due to the UE is in CM-IDLE in non-3GPP access, whether the same handling as downlink user data pending as specified in TS 23.501 subclause 5.6.8 can be applied?
[SA2 answer] SA2 need more discussion on this issue.

2. Actions:

To CT1 WG:
ACTION:
SA2 kindly asks CT1 to consider whether the existing mechanism in SA2 for the two issues above is good for the efficiency of the 5GS and reply to SA2.
3. Date of Next SA2 Meetings:
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