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1 Introduction
This contribution discusses whether ANR for NPN is needed. 
2 Discussion
In the current specification, the UE includes plmn-IdentityInfoList for ANR i.e. 

2>  else:

3>  if the cell indicated by cellForWhichToReportCGI is an NR cell:

4>  if plmn-IdentityInfoList of the cgi-Info for the concerned cell has been obtained:

5> include the plmn-IdentityInfoList including plmn-IdentityList, trackingAreaCode (if available), ranac (if available) and cellIdentity for each entry of the plmn-IdentityInfoList;

5> include frequencyBandList if available;

RAN2 has not discussed whether such UE reporting is needed for NPN as well. The source node needs to decide whether handover to a target cell is allowed or not i.e. 

· For CAG, the source decides whether the CAG ID(s) supported by the target cell is in the UE allowed CAG list. 

· For SNPN, the source needs to check whether the target cell supports the NID that serves the UE in the source side. 
Without the support of UE reporting for both CAG and SNPN, we have to rely on O&M configuration to the CAG list/ NID supported by the peer node. 

Proposal: Introduce a new indicator whether to include the npn-IdentityInfoList in the reportCGI field. 
3 Conclusion

Based on the above, RAN2 is requested to discuss and if possible agree on the following proposal:
Proposal: Introduce a new indicator whether to include the npn-IdentityInfoList in the reportCGI field. 
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