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Abstract: This contribution proposes to resolve the Editors notes and update the conclusion of KI#5. 
1. Introduction/Discussion
In the last SA2-153e meeting it was agreed that we can have both the options of partially rejected and partially allowed approach to address the KI#5 requirements. But with the introductions of partially rejected approach there are more issues and restrictions are seen which is explained below.
1) In the partially allowed approach UE will be informed about the slices which are registered but only can be used in some of the TAs of RA which means until unless the end user is not moved to those TAs these slices can’t be used for any PDU session establishment. Now this situation leads to feature interaction with KI#6 because of which slice inactivity will be triggered and then those slice anyway will be removed after the timer expiry. In our view we should not conclude one solution which leads to another problem.
2) In the partially allowed approach UE will be informed about the slices which are registered but only can be used in some of the TAs of RA which means until unless the end user is not moved to those TAs these slices can’t be used for any PDU session establishment. Again this situation leads to our existing NSAC feature interaction because of which UE registration count will be unnecessarily done. It means both these features will be mutually exclusive and operator can’t use these two features together which is an unnecessary restriction. Moreover there is probability that the UEs which is are really in the need of these slices may get rejection because of NSAC quota exceeded case which is again unfair for these new UEs.
3) This KI was marked with no RAN dependency but we have clearly seen the LS response from RAN which says that impacts there.
4) Partially allowed approach does not give any much additional benefit apart from just saving one single registration request message from UE and hence not worth to consider this.
We propose to keep only partly rejected S-NSSAI based option keeping all the above explained points into consideration. 
Regarding the following Editor’s note:
	Editor's note:	It is FFS whether the list of TAIs associated with the rejected S-NSSAI includes TAs where the S-NSSAI is supported or not supported.



Proposal: In principle we all agree that there is a need for the UE to be informed about the support for rejected S-NSSAIs in some TAs of the RA. The exact syntax of how it will be informed can be decided in normative phase. Hence proposal is to remove the EN with a NOTE.
2. Text Proposal
It is proposed to capture the following changes vs. TR 23.700-41.
[bookmark: _Toc519004414][bookmark: _Toc517082226]* * * * First change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc104302607][bookmark: _Toc104359573][bookmark: _Toc104872766]8	Conclusions
Editor's note: This clause will list conclusions that have been agreed during the course of the study item activities.
[bookmark: _Toc117492805]8.5	Conclusions for KI #5
The following principle is proposed to be the conclusion for normative work:
Partly rejected S-NSSAI:
-	AMF provides information related to the supported or not supported TA(s) regarding a rejected S-NSSAI in the RA to UE in the registration procedure and UE configuration update procedure if the UE indicates that it supports this feature. The UE shall be able to request a rejected S-NSSAI, by initiating a registration update procedure, in a supported TA based on the supported/not supported TA information associated with this S-NSSAI. The current concept of allowed NSSAI and uniform support of it in UE’s RA is not impacted by this feature based on indication of where in RA certain rejected S-NSSAIs are supported/not supported. In this approach, the Allowed NSSAI is still uniformly supported in the RA.
Editor's note:	It is FFS whether the list of TAIs associated with the rejected S-NSSAI includes TAs where the S-NSSAI is supported or not supported.
NOTE:	How the information for the support of rejected S-NSSAIs in few of the TAs of RA can be decided during normative phase.
Partly allowed S-NSSAI:
-	If a requested S-NSSAI is not supported in the current TA but supported in other TAs part of the RA, the AMF (for supporting UEs) may indicate to the UE that some S-NSSAIs are partially/conditionally allowed in the RA by indicating the TAs where these are supported or not supported. If so, the UE assumes it can use the connectivity for the slices in the TAs where it is indicated to be supported. In this approach, the Allowed NSSAI is still uniformly supported in the RA but the Partially Allowed S-NSSAI is not uniformly supported in the RA.
Editor's note:	It is FFS whether the list of TAIs associated with the partially allowed S-NSSAI includes TAs where the S-NSSAI is supported or not supported.
-	Whether to apply one of the two options is a per S-NSSAI decision based on AMF policy, both options can be supported in a PLMN and can be applied simultaneously for one UE for different S-NSSAIs.
Editor's note:	The partially allowed S-NSSAI approach above is subject to further discussion and analysis also based on RAN feedback.
* * * * End of changes * * * *
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