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1. Overall Description:
SA2 thanks RAN3 and SA5 for the Responses to the Reply LS on Support of network slices which have area of service not matching deployed tracking areas. Note, title of this reply LS is changed to better reflect the content.
RAN3 asked for feedback on 3 approaches to prepare NG-RAN resources to serve the alternative S-NSSAI and SA2 would like to provide the following feedback:
Approach 1: The resources associated to the RRMPolicyRatio(s) (See TS28.541) of which the alternative S-NSSAI is member are adjusted (by OAM) in order to take into account the additional load potentially generated by remapping one or more slices into the alternative S-NSSAI. 
Approach 2: By retrieving data from the OAM and making them available to the AMF, the AMF can determine the RRMPolicyRatio utilisation for the resources of potential Alternative S-NSSAIs. In this way, an appropriate Alternative S-NSSAIs can be selected, whose RRMPolicyRatio(s) has free resources. The AMF/SMF is expected to select different Alternative S-NSSAIs on a per UE basis to achieve load distribution.
Approach 3: Coordination is taken to ensure that both the original slice and the one or more potential remapped slices are member of the same RRMPolicyRatio(s) (See TS28.541). This ensures that the resources that would have been used at RAN for the original slice may be used instead for the alternative slice.
SA2 answer:
-	SA2 agrees that Approach 1 is a possible deployment option. SA2 understands that in some cases this approach may include performing Slice resource re-partitioning (as concluded by RAN3 in TR 38.832), and that there is no limitation posed by the standard on how dynamic the process of slice resource re-partitioning can be as indicated by SA5 LS in R3-223061/S5-222645.
-	SA2 has identified system level impact in Approach 2 and does not see it feasible to progress the logic of approach 2, as agrees that the entity deciding the Alternative S-NSSAI (OAM, NSSF or PCF) could be made aware of information enabling the entity deciding a load distribution between S-NSSAIs and to distribute the UEs between S-NSSAIs, when possible and applicable, and provide Alternative S-NSSAIs to AMF accordingly. However, approach 2 would require multiple Alternative S-NSSAIs to be configured for an S-NSSAI. It would also require logic to enable OAM, NSSF and or PCF to be aware of the RRMPolicyRatio utilisation between S-NSSAIs and the logic to distribute the load between these. There is no agreement in SA2 to progress the logic of approach 2.
-	
-	-	SA2 has not identified system impacts in SA2 remit for the other options SA2 agrees that Approach 3 is a possible deployment option.


2. Actions:
To RAN3 and SA5:
ACTION: 	SA2 kindly asks RAN3 and SA5 to take the above into consideration.

3. Date of Next TSG SA WG2 Meetings:
SA2#160-Ad Hoc-e	22nd – 29th January 2024		E-meeting
SA2#161	26th February – 1st March 2024		Athens, Greece	

