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Abstract of the contribution: the contribution elaborates on the work to be done to specify the IPMS mechanisms in SA2.
Introduction

At the last SA2 meeting a set of principles was agreed for the IP Mobility Management Selection (IPMS) issue. The next step in the definition of a solution for IPMS is to decide what exactly SA2 should define, and what work actually belongs to CT1.

Discussion

We believe that the following applies:

1. SA2 is responsible for defining the behavior of the UE and the network entities regarding to IPMS. This includes the logic of the exchange of information between the UE and the network, when the UE provides indications about its capabilities. Also, SA2 is responsible for defining the behavior of the network in terms of making IPMS decisions. Such definitions impact the procedures defined by SA2, and therefore cannot be handled by CT1.
2. Since it has been agreed that the final decision on the mobility management mechanism is made by the network based on the information it has regarding the UE, local/home network capabilities and local/home network policies, it is responsibility of SA2 to decide exactly what type of information the decision is based upon. Such decisions impact the procedures defined by SA2, and therefore cannot be handled by CT1.
3. SA2 is responsible for defining when the IPMS decision is made in the network, in case of a network deploying multiple IP mobility management protocols, or in case of networks deploying only one IP mobility management protocol but e.g. roaming UEs may support multiple protocols. Such decisions impact the procedures defined by SA2, and therefore cannot be handled by CT1. 
4. SA2 is responsible for defining the location where the IPMS decision is made, i.e. the vPLMN or the hPLMN, since this is an architectural aspect and therefore shall be defined in SA2.
5. SA2 is responsible for defining the type of information that is exchanged between the UE and the network, when such information is exchanged.

6. The details of how the information is carried in terms of fields belongs either to CT1 (e.g. for the untrusted case), or may belong to other fora for the trusted case, depending of course on the solution being defined (this is FFS and requires further discussion).
Based on this, we believe that we need to decide what exactly the SA2 specifications will contain in terms of IPMS. We argue that the specs should contain:

· Message flows describing how any exchanges are performed between the UE and the network (this may be high level description in case the details of the actual exchange need to be defined by another for a)

· Definition of the behavior of the UE and the network for IPMS

· Normative text describing the information to be exchanged between the UE and the network for IPMS
· Possibly, an informative annex to guide CT1 work in defining the details of how the information is provided.

Proposal
We propose that the considerations described above are kept into account when defining a solution for IPMS in SA2 SAE specifications.
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