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Attachments:

1	Overall description
SA2 thanks RAN3 for the LS in S2-2200416 / R3-221370 on TAC reporting in ULI and support of SAs and FAs for NR Satellite Access. 
SA2 copies the pertinent portion of this LS below.
	RAN3 thanks SA2 for the LS detailing the agreement reached on TAC reporting in ULI for NTN.

RAN3 has discussed the topic and agreed stage 3 changes in NGAP (TS 38.413) to enable the reporting of a set of TAIs to the AMF within ULI. 

Regarding SA2's requirement to report the TAI where the UE is located, if known, RAN3 would like SA2 to clarify whether the AMF needs to be aware that the signalled TAI corresponds to the UE location, or whether it would be acceptable to assume that the RAN always provides a TAI on a “best effort” basis (regardless of knowledge of UE location).



SA2 ANSWER
SA2 clarifies that the TAI where the UE is geographically located needs to be reported if known by RAN. However, if this TAI is not known (e.g. at initial access where an accurate enough location of a UE may not be available), then it is acceptable to provide a TAI on a “best effort” basis, e.g. based on some less accurate UE location information such as a cell beam coverage area for the UE. However, in that case, some indication should be included in the ULI to indicate to an AMF that the TAI may not be the TAI in which the UE is actually located. This would enable an AMF to treat such a TAI differently to a TAI in which a UE is known to be geographically located.
2	Actions
To RAN3
ACTION: 	SA2 asks RAN3 to take the above answer into account in supporting provision of a TAI in which the UE is or may be located.

3	Dates of next TSG SA WG2 meetings
SA2#150E			TBD		Electronic Meeting
SA2#151E			TBD		Electronic Meeting
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