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1	Introduction
RAN3#117bis-e identified some open points relative to MDT enhancements for NPN. We here provide our view.
2	Discussion

[bookmark: _Hlk118366099]In Rel-18, UE performs MDT only in registered SNPN.

Taken into account current absence of mobility support e.g. in inter-SNPN scenarios, it seems reasonable to agree that also MDT is limited to the registered SNPN in Rel-18. We still believe that RAN3 should take into account that supported mobility, and hence also MDT, may be enhanced in future releases.

Proposal 1: Agree that the UE performs MDT only in registered SNPN in Rel-18, but not prevent enhanced support in future releases.

FFS whether UE stores or discards the collected SON/MDT measurements upon moving outside the registered SNPN. 
Whether there is need to address the potential loss of SON/logged MDT reports upon mobility outside SNPN can be further discussed.

From network point of view, it seems beneficial that SON reports and logged MDT reports are kept in the UE when it moves outside the registered SNPN, so that they can be retrieved when the UE again connects to the SNPN. However UE impact needs to be considered by RAN2, and RAN2 should also check potential implications in case of support of enhanced SNPN mobility in future releases.

Proposal 2: Send LS to RAN2 to check UE impact including feasibility for storage of SON reports and logged MDT reports in the UE when it moves outside the registered SNPN.

Whether PN UEs are allowed to be configured with NPN frequencies for MDT data collection of Neighbour Cells.
We believe that the open point relates to SNPN only (for PNI-NPN we believe that the question depends on the PLMN's deployment choices). In current situation without mobility between PN and SNPN (or between SNPNs), we don't see why a PN UE should be configured to measure SNPN frequencies.

Proposal 3: A PN UE doesn't need to measure NPN frequencies in Rel-18.

Whether a UHI containing PNI-NPN should be disclosed to a public network can be further discussed.
We don't believe there is any reason to provide particular handling of PNI-NPN information in UHI. We still don't exclude a need to further check restrictions for upload of UHI in inter-PLMN scenario in general.

Proposal 4: Particular handling of PNI-NPN information in UHI is not needed.

Whether existing Trace Reference is sufficient could be further discussed.
We believe SA5 would need to discuss the need for inclusion of Network ID in Trace Reference for MDT in SNPN, and RAN3 could send an LS to SA5 with this question. (The same question would apply to QoE Reference for QMC in SNPN, but that is not within the scope of the present work item).

Proposal 5: RAN3 to send an LS to SA5 asking for whether there is a need to include Network ID in Trace Reference for MDT in SNPN.

3	Conclusion
We have made the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Agree that the UE performs MDT only in registered SNPN in Rel-18, but not prevent enhanced support in future releases.

Proposal 2: Send LS to RAN2 to check UE impact including feasibility for storage of SON reports and logged MDT reports in the UE when it moves outside the registered SNPN.

Proposal 3: A PN UE doesn't need to measure NPN frequencies in Rel-18.

Proposal 4: Particular handling of PNI-NPN information in UHI is not needed.

Proposal 5: RAN3 to send an LS to SA5 asking for whether there is a need to include Network ID in Trace Reference for MDT in SNPN.




