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Abstract: This discussion paper aims at discussing the scenario mentioned by the CT1 LS and proposes the way forward.  
1. Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK137]There is an LS from CT1 on rejected NSSAI for the maximum number of UE reached when TAIs belonging to different PLMNs:
CT1 is discussing the UE handling on the received rejected NSSAI for the maximum number of UEs reached when the registration area contains TAIs belonging to different PLMNs. There are two options observed:
Option 1: the rejected NSSAI for the maximum number of UEs reached is applicable to all of these PLMNs in the registration area;
Option 2: the rejected NSSAI for the maximum number of UEs reached is applicable to the registered PLMN only.

2. Discussion
The LS In is talking about the case that PLMN 1 (with TA 1) and PLMN2 (with TA2) are in the RA provided to the UE. It is assumed the UE has received Allowed NSSAIs when it is in TA1.
If registration accept includes RA (with both TA1 and TA2) and Allowed NSSAI, it implies:
•  The AMF(s) serving TA1(PLMN1) also serves TA2(PLMN2). Otherwise, the UE would have to re-register when moving to TA2.Then TA2 would not be in the RA.
•  The namespace for the (supporting) S-NSSAIs is the same for PLMN1(TA1) and PLMN2(TA2). Otherwise, the TA2 cannot be included in the RA, (because all TAs within the same RA will support the same S-NSSAIs)
In this case, the resource of PLMN1 and PLMN2 should be the same. So it does not make sense to have a separate NSAC counter for each PLMN. Especially, they are equivalent PLMNs from the UE and network perspective. The most sensible configuration in that case is to have one NSAC counter for both PLMNs. 
If we assume we go with option 2 and avoid the above issues (i.e. not opposite to the current definition of Allowed NSSAI and RA), there would need to be one of two things:
· AMF has to check for NSAC for each ePLMN that is candidate for having a TA being in the RA
· AMF has to disallow including TAs of other ePLMNs (at least if one of the slices in the Allowed NSSAI are under NSAC) in the RA.
But neither is supported now. Option 1 on the other hand has no such problem.
Note that this is only for the scenario of the RA-shared (resource shared) ePLMNs, there is no need to introduce too much complexity.
For the ePLMNs that do not share the same RA (or resource) are out of the scope of the LS discussion.
3. Conclusion and proposal(s)
It is proposed to Option 1 is preferred based on the above discussion.
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