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Abstract of the contribution: Pre SA2#142E e-meeting summary of moderated email discussion on FS_eNPN.

1
Introduction

This email discussion is aimed at making progress on FS_eNPN conclusions.

Intended timeplan.

	Moderated email discussion start
	04 Nov 2020 (Wednesday), 1700 UTC

	Moderated email discussion end
	06 Nov 2020 (Friday), 1700 UTC

	Document including the summary and potentially a proposed way forward submitted by rapporteur
	09 Nov 2020 (Friday)

	Discussion at CC#1
	16 Nov 2020 (Monday)

1330 – 1530 UTC


2.
Issues for FS_eNPN
2.1
Onboarding indication
2.1.1
Issue Description

KI#4 conclusion includes the following.
“Upon registration to an SNPN for Onboarding, the UE provides the information at RRC level which indicates the registration is for onboarding. This information will be specified only for SNPN and allows NG-RAN to select an appropriate AMF that supports onboarding procedures.”

And

“Upon registration to an SNPN for Onboarding, the UE provides the information at NAS level that the registration request is for onboarding to allow AMF to, e.g., select an appropriate SMF and perform other onboarding-related configuration.”

It is not clear whether the above RRC and NAS information provided by the UE is separate indications, e.g. like in case of RLOS in LTE/S1 mode, or it use an S-NSSAI dedicated for onboarding.

2.1.2
Companies View
Question: Should the RRC and NAS information provided by the UE indicating that the access is for onboarding be:
A.
Separate indications (RRC and NAS) for onboarding, or

B.
an S-NSSAI dedicated for onboarding

	Company Name 
	Company View
(Option A/Option B)
	Notes

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2.1.3
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.
<will be filled in after end of moderated email discussion>
2.1.4
Proposed 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.
<will be filled in after end of moderated email discussion>

