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1. Introduction

RAN3 received an LS from SA2 [1] which asks RAN2 and RAN3 to provide feedback on emergency scenarios and RAN sharing scenarios. After online discussion, the following come-back was defined:
CB: # 54_Emergency_Sharing_CAG_NPN

-  focus on reasonable scenarios

- we plan to support nw sharing

- clarify concerns on MOCN (if any)

- work is ongoing; RAN3 needs to work on details

- possible suggestion to SA2?

- work is ongoing

- emergency: RAN3 can support this, but RAN2 is working on relevant issues

(QC)

rev in R3-194684
Summary of offline disc R3-194685
2. Summary 
In offline discussion, there was a general consensus on the following:

· No issues for RAN3 in the emergency scenarios

· We expect that it should be possible to support all RAN sharing scenarios

The main discussion was on this second point. At this point there is not a clear understanding of how RAN sharing will work for mixed public/private networks (and mixed types of private network). There are at least two possible approaches:

1) Associating a logical cell with a type of access (public, SNPN, or CAG). This is not precluded, and automatically would support sharing scenarios RS1-3 as described in the LS (by having different logical cells in a physical cell).
2) Allowing different types of access in a logical cell
Option #1 is not precluded, is sufficient to answer the LS positively, but has consequences for the overall architecture, for example one NG-RAN logical node would then not connect simultaneously to a PLMN and a SNPN core network. Option #2 was not discussed in detail, but is not acknowledged by all companies. Therefore it is clear that further study is needed. This topic has a strong dependence on the SIB design, which RAN2 has started working on.

Nevertheless, no block has been found so far to support the scenarios, even if details and options need further work.

3. Conclusion 
It is proposed to reply to SA2 indicating:

· RAN3’s view is preliminary and RAN3 will continue to work on this 

· No issue with emergency scenarios

· No issue found with RAN sharing scenarios (RAN3 expects that it should be possible to support all cases, but details need further work)

· Explain that during the discussion on RS, we found a framework (option 1) that supports all scenarios, but it is not clear that it is necessary / unique.
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