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Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]For Support of IMS voice and emergency services for SNPN, agreements has been made in RAN2#115e as below,
	Introduce a new IE/field to indicate the support of IMS emergency service for SNPN.
eCall over IMS is not supported in SNPNs in Rel-17.
PWS can be supported in SNPNs in Rel-17.


In this contribution, we discuss on this open issue, i.e. the detailed signaling design to support emergency on SNPN.
Discussion
Whether the new indication for emergency is per cell or per SNPN depends on whether a SNPN allows any UE in SNPN access mode to camp on it in limited state. SNPN, as a kind of private network, may not allow any UE in SNPN AM to initiate emergency on it. 
Furthermore, CT1 has confirmed UE needs to be aware of which SNPNs support emergency services that according to [2],
	With respect to the following information from RAN2 in R2-2106777, CT1 would like to provide a comment.
Therefore, RAN2 would like to inform CT1 that RAN2 does not know yet if AS can also indicate to NAS which SNPNs advertised by the cell support emergency services.
In order for a UE, which is in the limited service state and needs to obtain emergency services, to select an SNPN which supports emergency services, if not all SNPNs sharing a cell support emergency services, the UE needs to be aware of which SNPNs support emergency services.


Hence, the new indication for IMS emergency support should be per SNPN
[bookmark: OLE_LINK11][bookmark: OLE_LINK12]Proposal 1: The new indication for IMS emergency support is per SNPN.
At RAN2#115e, contributions from companies discussed which UE types are allowed to camp on the SNPN cell supporting emergency for emergency services purposes,
1. R17 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode 
1. R17 Non-SNPN capable UEs.
1. R16 UEs, including,
· R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are in SNPN Access Mode
· R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode
· R16 Non-SNPN capable UEs
1. R15 UEs.
For cases 1 and 2, LS was sent to CT1/SA2 for clarification. For case 3 and 4, we think it is natural that all types of R16/R15 UEs are not allowed to camp on an SNPN cell for emergency services as emergency on SNPN is only supported in R17, i.e. only R17 UE may support emergency services on SNPN.
Proposal 2: All R15/R16 UEs are not allowed to camp on an SNPN cell supporting emergency services to obtain emergency services.
· R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are in SNPN Access Mode
· R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode
· R16 Non-SNPN capable UEs
· R15 UEs
Conclusion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK58][bookmark: OLE_LINK59][bookmark: OLE_LINK60][bookmark: OLE_LINK47][bookmark: OLE_LINK48]According to the analysis in section 2, we propose:
Proposal 1: The new indication for IMS emergency support is per SNPN.
Proposal 2: All R15/R16 UEs are not allowed to camp on an SNPN cell supporting emergency services to obtain emergency services.
· R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are in SNPN Access Mode
· R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode
· R16 Non-SNPN capable UEs
· R15 UEs
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