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Non-homogeneous support for ATSSS in Rel-16 

1.x
Non-homogeneous support for ATSSS in Rel-16 

1.x.1
Description
ATSSS in Rel-16 is an optional feature.  During the inter-PLMN HR roaming scenario, it is possible that the PLMN for the 3GPP access leg and the PLMN for the non-3GPP access leg of an MA-PDU session may be different and may not BOTH support ATSSS.  When first access leg was successfully established with MA PDU session with the first serving PLMN, however, the serving PLMN of the second access leg does not support ATSSS.  As a result, the ATSSS capability provided by the UE will not be recognized by the serving PLMN of the second leg and therefore, ATSSS capable NF may not be selected to support the MA PDU Session establishment in the serving PLMN of the second leg.  Furthermore, such inconsistent support within and across PLMN for MA PDU session will also impact N2 and idle mode mobility handover for MA PDU session.  
After many weeks of online and offline discussions, a tentative agreement has been reached to address this issue in Rel-16 based on the solution principles as proposed by Ericsson in Proposal#3 in the presentation (ftp://www.3gpp.org/Email_Discussions/SA2/ATSSS%20Non-homogenous%20Support%20-%20Mar.%2013th%202020.ppt): i.e. 

(1) During the UE registration, the serving AMF will inform the UE with network indication for the support of ATSSS, if supported, and 

(2) During the N2 mobility handover or idle mode mobility for MA PDU session, when network detects the destination network no longer support for ATSSS, the MA PDU session will be released accordingly (further technical details will be captured in the CRs to be submitted to SA2#138e eMeeting).    

1.x.2
Companies View
Question: Should the handling of non-homogeneous support for ATSSS be based on the solution principles as described in (1) & (2) above? 
	Company Name 
	Company View
(Yes/No)
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1.x.3
Summary

Editor’s Note: This clause should contain the brief summary of companies view e.g. n# of companies prefer to go with option A vs. m# of companies prefer to go with option B.

1.x.4
Porposed Way Forward 

Editor’s Note: This clause should contain propose a way forward. For e.g. Given that majority of companies prefer to go with option A, it is proposed that Option A is agreed as way forward.

