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1
Introduction

There were no specific items found at the last meeting(s) w.r.t. Dual Connectivity.  [1] reports that we have assumed that mobility control applies as for other CM-CONNECTED mobility support.
This document tries to give a bit thorough analysis also taking into account topics from shared NG-RAN.
2
Discussion

2.1
SNPN related aspects
We are discussing in the network sharing agenda item that an NG-RAN may serve more than on SNPN, which would be the case if for the associated logical cell more than one NID is broadcast.

Given an agreement on such deployment scenario, the Xn-C interface instance would need to be associated with those SNPNs.

The UE-associated signalling connection needs to be linked to the serving SNPN.

Such is possible by indicating the NID in addition to the serving PLMN ID within the Mobility Restriction List.

Although there is no explicit specification text available specifying under which conditions the selected PLMN ID and the serving PLMN ID would need to be indicated in case of SN Addition, like for Handover, the reply LS to [2] from SA2 in [3] clearly states, that “equivalent SNPNs” are not supported, the serving SNPN cannot be changed at the S-NG-RAN node, i.e. the Selected PLMN IE will never be included in the XnAP S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message, only the Mobility Restriction List IE would carry the Serving SNPN ID, if needed in case of NG-RAN shared among multiple SNPNs.

Proposal 1:
If NG-RAN is shared among SNPNs, the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST needs to contain the serving SNPN ID (Serving PLMN ID + NID) to associate the UE-associate signalling connection with the serving SNPN.
2.2
PNI-NPN related aspects

For PNI-NPN we discuss in other Agenda Items to provide the UE’s subscribed CAG IDs within the Mobility Restriction List IE, which is provided at SN Addition.

As replied by SA2 in [3] (pending final reply from SA1), a UE’s list of subscribed CAG IDs should be of reasonable size so that it may fit well into the Mobility Restriction List and would not need to be filtered by the 5GC. Assuming the UE’s subscribed CAG List to be contained in the MLR, no further DC related topics need to be considered.
Proposal 2:
For PNI-NPN, no further additions are needed apart from including the list of subscribed CAG IDs into the Mobility Restriction List.
3
Conclusion and Proposals
We spend some more effort to go through DC specific aspects of NPN and did not find any additional topic to be looked at, assuming that access control related information is provided as discussed for the mobility aspects.
Proposal 1:
If NG-RAN is shared among SNPNs, the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST needs to contain the serving SNPN ID (Serving PLMN ID + NID) to associate the UE-associate signalling connection with the serving SNPN.

Proposal 2:
For PNI-NPN, no further additions are needed apart from including the list of subscribed CAG IDs into the Mobility Restriction List.
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