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-
SA2 thanks RAN3 about the LS on NAS Non delivery for RRC Inactive state (R3-201362). SA2 discussed the questions and agreed the following answers.

Q1/ RAN3 would like to ask SA2 to clarify the meaning of the above statement in TS 23.501 for the considered scenario and clarify whether option 1/ or option 2/ is the expected behaviour?

Ans 1: NG-RAN node trigger of the NAS Non delivery procedure for PDU Session Release is not required. No N1N2Transfer failure notification from AMF to SMF is needed. For PDU session Resource Release Command, there should be a PDU Session Resource Release response from RAN before UE context release occurs.

Q2/ In general, does SA2 see any other scenario for which the 5GC expects the NAS-non-delivery report in addition to those failed NAS-PDUs in the DL NAS Transport message?

Ans 2: For "Initial Context Setup Request" & "PDU Session Resource Setup" which have non-PDU session related NAS messages, indication from RAN of failure of these non-PDU NAS messages may be needed .  SA2 requests RAN3 to decide how to handle the failure notification to AMF of these non-PDU related NAS messages. 
SA2 will consider updates to their specifications based on RAN3 response.

2. Actions:

To RAN3 & CT4 group:
ACTION: SA2 requests RAN3 and CT4 to take the above information into account.

3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings:
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