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1. Introduction
In last SA2 meeting the discussion on solutions for key issue #14 How to ensure that slice SLA is guaranteed, ended up in a dead lock.  The proponents of solution 32 then suggested to modify the solution in hope that RAN3 would be convinced and accept solution 32. While other companies still maintain the view that the last LS reply from RAN3 applies even to the modified solution.
It is suggested to send a quick LS to RAN3, to resolve the issue during the meeting week.

2. Overall Description:

Before last RAN3 and SA2 meeting a LS was sent to RAN3 from SA2 (S2-1901382) with regards to Key issue #14 in TR 23.791 and its two different solutions 32 and 33. SA2 would like to refer RAN3 to Section 5.2.14 and 5.1.14 of TR 23.791 (where Key Issue 14 and Use Case 14 describes scenarios how to ensure that slice SLA is guaranteed) and to Section 6.32 and 6.33 of TR 23.791 (where two alternative solutions are documented).
RAN3 replied in LS (R3-191091).
RAN3 identified the following drawbacks for Solution 32: 
1) the solution is not aligned with current RAN3 specifications; 
2) the solution creates a new mechanism, in parallel to the one in place via OAM, to influence slice RRM policies configured at the RAN. 
Therefore, RAN3 concluded solution 32 is not recommended as currently described due to above drawbacks. 

RAN3 concluded that Solution 33 is in line with the current RAN specifications and can be accepted as a possible solution.
In last SA2 meeting solution 32 was updated. The update consisted of the signalling sent to RAN via AMF, which is changed from information of SLA fulfilment to information of QoE per slice. Remaining main parts of Solution 32 were left unchanged, with respect to previous LS. 

To resolve a dead lock in SA2, it is beneficial if the LS is answered during the meeting week.
2. Actions:

To RAN WG3 group.

ACTION: SA2 kindly ask RAN3 to reply to the following questions:
Question 1: Does RAN3 think that the change from SLA fulfilment to an indication of QoE per slice will change your views described above?
Question 2: Does RAN3 think that an indication of QoE per slice can be interpreted and is useful information at the RAN for fulfilling the Slice SLA?

3. Date of Next TSG SA2 Meetings:
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