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1 Introduction

CB: # 34_Email_PRN_F1

- Issue: “NPN structure in served cell information”

Nok: to be treated as slicing topic

ZTE: Add supported list of CAG IDs of the cell configured  into Served Cell Information IE

E///:

some relation to slicing

For the Served Cell Information IE, It is proposed to separate in F1AP NPN broadcast (cell configuration) information from NPN non-broadcast (e.g. slice support information) and define a new NPN Broadcast Information IE, separate from the new NPN Support Information. This is the consequence of discussions in the other AI on Network Slicing.

For the Served Cell Information IE, it is proposed to include the NPN Broadcast Information IE on highest IE level and within the within the Broadcast PLMN Identity Info List IE. If the NPN Broadcast Information is included;

in the Broadcast PLMN Identity Info List IE, if the NPN Broadcast Information IE is present, the content of the Legacy PLMN Lists are ignored.

HW,CT: NPN Support Information IE should be at the same level as existing PLMN Identity IE in the Served Cell Information IE

- Issue: “Human-readable network name be indicated from the CU to the DU”

Nok,ZTE,CATT,HW,CT: available HRNN should be owned/configured/encoded at gNB-DU (Nok: SIB10, part of DU sys info IE) and indicated from the gNB-DU to the gNB-CU, in e.g. F1 SETUP REQUEST message or GNB-DU CONFIGURATION UPDATE message

- Issue: “Cause Values”

Nok: no need for NPN-specific cause values for non-UE-assoc. signaling; FFS for UE-assoc. signaling

ZTE:

Add new F1 cause value i.e., “NID not supported”, “CAG not supported” for the corner case of inconsistent or incorrect OAM configuration between gNB-CU and gNB-DU

Add new F1 cause value i.e., “NID invalid”, “CAG ID invalid”, and “CAG access only” for the rejection of the UE access and the release of the UE context.

HW,CT: Introduce at least the following cause values over F1:“SNPN(s) not supported”, “PNI-NPN(s) not supported”, “NID not served by the CU”, “only CAG cells allowed”

- Issue: “Adding NID in UE context setup from CU to DU”

Nok,HW,CT: remove the FFS regarding NID IE within UE Context Setup message.

E///: Acknowledge the need for a Serving SNPN indication in the UE Context Setup procedure to be sent to the gNB DU and to consider generalizing the currently included IE for forwards compatibility; Include an additional IE (e.g. Selected NPN  Information) into the UL/DL RRC MESSAGE TRANSFER messages containing the NID in order to indicate the selected SNPN in case of initial registration

- Issue: “Adding NID in UAC assistance information from CU to DU”

Nok,ZTE: further study benefit of addition of NID to UAC Assistance Information when RAN2 work progresses.

CATT,HW,CT: NID should be indicated in UAC assistance information

- (new) Issue: “Adding NID in Available PLMN List and Extended Available PLMN List IEs”

Nok: add NID in Available PLMN List and Extended Available PLMN List IEs.

- Issue: “Available CAG information in interface messages from CU to DU”.

Nok: further study benefit for addition of a list of “Configured CAG Support” to be provided from gNB-CU to gNB-DU.

ZTE,HW,CT: The gNB-CU shall include the  activated(used) NIDs/CAGs to the gNB-DU in the  F1 SETUP RESPONSE message,  GNB-DU CONFIGURATION UPDATE ACKNOWLEDGE,and  GNB-CU CONFIGURATION UPDATE message

ZTE: The gNB-DU shall only broadcast the activated(used) SNPNs/CAGs

CATT: Available CAG information should not be transferred from CU to DU

- Issue: “CAG information be indicated in the UE Context Setup from the CU to the DU”

Nok: further study benefit of addition of a list of allowed CAG IDs at UE context setup.

ZTE: Add an editor note that it is FFS whether the serving CAG ID should be indicated in the UE Context Setup in F1AP

CATT,HW,CT: CAG information should not be indicated in the UE Context Setup from the CU to the DU

- st2 aspects? (CT,Nok,HW)

(Nok - moderator)
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2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

Stage 2 (38.401)

· R3-202173 rev in R3-202673 -- agreed

Stage 2 (38.470)

· R3-202175 rev in R3-202674 -- agreed

· R3-202347 rev in R3-202694 -- agreed

Stage 3 (38.473)

· R3-201632 rev in R3-202702 -- agreed

Propose to capture the following:

Keep NPN Support Information IE within Served PLMNs and Extended Served PLMNs Item IE

Add a list of CAG IDs supported by the gNB-DU as an additional CHOICE in NPN Information IE

Add a new Broadcast NPN Information IE at highest IE level and within Broadcast PLMN Identity Info List IE

Indicate that SIB10 is encoded by the gNB-DU in Stage 2 38.470

Add a separate new optional IE with an FFS within Cells to be Activated Item IE in F1 Setup and Configuration update procedures, which indicates both PLMN+NID information available for the cell being activated. Refinement on details of the IE can be resolved at next meeting.

Signal NID as part of the UAC Assistance Information from gNB-CU to gNB-DU.

Signal the Serving NID IE in UE CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST, and remove the FFS both in Stage 3 and Stage 2 (38.470 and 38.401).
Keep the “Editor’s Note : Whether to include PNI-NPN info, i.e. CAG ID, needs to be further discussed.” in Stage 2.
Open Issues 
Whether SIB10 is needed at gNB-CU and whether it should be included in gNB-DU System Information IE.

Whether to introduce cause value(s) for non-UE associated procedure related scenarios, and their intended usage.
Whether to introduce cause value(s) for UE associated procedure related scenarios, and their intended usage.
Discussion on validity of scenario for shared-DU with dedicated logical-CU per SNPN.

Whether to include PNI-NPN info in UE associated procedures, e.g., for purpose of manual selection.
3 Discussion 

3.1 General Issues

3.1.1 NPN Structure in Served Cell Information IE

Question 1. Keep current NPN Information IE within Served PLMNs and Extended Served PLMNs Item IEs?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	Yes
	Note that there are some discussions in CB#36 related RAN sharing where new structure needed for cell information for Xn and even for F1 will be discussed.  This could be revisited based on the outcome.

	CTC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	NO
	The current Served PLMNs and Extended Served PLMNs Item IEs are defined for providing slicing information AND the PLMN IDs associated with an NR Cell Identity. Slice specific “support” information needs to be distinguished from “broadcast” information as such. We do not want to see a protocol solution that allows associating one Network Slice with more than one SNPN. This has to be treated in the slice section.

	NEC
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	


Moderator’s summary:

There seems no objection on the location of NPN Support IE as existing in the BL CR, but rather on allowing additional differentiation with regard to “broadcast” support, which is treated in Q3. Thus, it is proposed to keep NPN Support Information IE within Served PLMNs and Extended Served PLMNs Item IE (i.e. in the same location as in current BL CR)
Question 2. Add a list of CAG IDs supported by the gNB-DU as an additional CHOICE in NPN Information IE?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	ZTE 
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	Yes
	

	CTC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	
	As long as the distinction between “support” and “broadcast” information is made, we are of course fine to add the CAGs into the “broadcast” information

	NEC
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	


Moderator’s summary:

There is no objection on addition of list of CAG IDs supported by the gNB-DU. Hence it is proposed to add a list of CAG IDs supported by the gNB-DU as an additional CHOICE in NPN Information IE
Question 3. Add a new Broadcast NPN Information IE at highest IE level and within Broadcast PLMN Identity Info List IE?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes
	This IEs can be included while still keeping NPN Information IE within Served PLMNs and Extended Served PLMNs IEs. 

	ZTE
	Yes
	Following the approach taken in XnAP. This IEs can be included.

	Huawei
	No
	Currently the structure for BL CR 38.473 is different from the one for BL CR 38.423. We propose to extend 9.3.1.65 as follows. 

9.3.1.65
Available PLMN List

This IE indicates the list of available PLMN.

IE/Group Name

Presence

Range

IE type and reference

Semantics description

Available PLMN Item IEs
1..< maxnoofBPLMNs >
>PLMN Identity
M

9.3.1.14
>Available NPN List
O

NPN Support Information

9.3.1.x2
See our paper in [R3-202348].

	CTC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes but the Broadcast NPN Information definitation need further discussion
	As discussed and commented in CB#36,the braoadcast NPN information IE should include CGI,TAC ,etc to align with what broadcasted in SIB1.

	Ericsson
	YES
	Distinguishing (slice related) “support” info from “broadcast” info is our proposal.

On extending 9.3.1.65, this would only work for SNPNs, not for PNI-NPNs.


Moderator’s summary:

Based on the discussion, it is proposed to add a new Broadcast NPN Information IE at highest IE level and within Broadcast PLMN Identity Info List IE.
3.1.2 Human-readable network name

Question 4. Should the available HRNN should be owned/configured/encoded at gNB-DU? 

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	ZTE 
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	Yes for encoding
	About the ownership, RAN2 agrees this HRNN may be configured per SNPN/CAG ID, for which the DU is responsible. Hence the HRNN can be also owned by the gNB-DU.  

About the encoding, please see our answer to question 5. 

	CTC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Yes, but no impact on F1

	NEC
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	


Moderator’s summary:

It is proposed to agree on principle for HRNN/SIB10 in that it is encoded by the gNB-DU, and reflect this in Stage 2 38.470.
Question 5. Does the gNB-CU need be aware of the available HRNN/SIB10? If yes, does the gNB-DU provides it (a) as part for DU System Information IE, or (b) separately as an explicit IE within NPN Information IE?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes (a)
	In our view, the HRNN is part of SIB10, which is owned/configured/encoded at gNB-DU. Thus, the mechanism to pass this information should be based on the existing framework for exchanging SI between CU and DU. Hence, the SIB10 (including HRNN) should be provided as part of DU System Information IE

	ZTE 
	Yes (b)
	It’s kind of serving cell configuration infor, which needs to be awared by the CU for operator purpose.

	Huawei
	Yes (either way is ok)
	Option a can be seen as an extension of DU system information to include SIB10;

Option b can allow the CU to encode the SIB10, which will not impact any legacy specification. 

	CTC
	Yes(a)
	Both options can work, slightly prefer (a), as the HRNN is just the information of NPN name, does not have the strong use in gNB-CU.

	CATT
	Yes
	A is preferred

	Ericsson
	No
	What would be the function associated in CU with it?

	NEC
	Yes
	Both options are possible.

	Samsung
	Yes
	A is preferred.


Moderator’s summary:

There seems majority in support to have gNB-DU pass HRNN as part of SIB10 within the DU System Information IE, yet with concern on the use for this information at gNB-CU. Thus, it is proposed to continue discussion regarding whether HRNN/SIB10 is needed at gNB-CU.
3.1.3 Issue: Cause values

Question 6. Introduce new cause values for scenario where NPN configuration differs between gNB-CU and gNB-DU? (e.g., “NID not supported”, “CAG not supported”, SNPN(s) not supported”, “PNI-NPN(s) not supported”)

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	No
	Regardless of a the NPN configuration differing between gNB-DU and gNB-CU, the F1 interface procedure does not need to be failed. This behavior should be applicable for both the scenario in which a only a portion of the SNPNs/PNI-NPNs configured at gNB-DU do not macth those at gNB-CU, as well as the scenario in which none of the SNPNs/PNI-NPNs match. 

Further, it is up to gNB-CU decision whether to activate a given cell or not (also considering the gNB-DU NPN configuration on a given cell) and there is no reason to fail the F1 interface setup procedure.

	ZTE
	Yes
	For cause values in none UE associated message, some of the gNB-CU received NIDs and CAG IDs information of the cell configured in the gNB-DU via F1 SETUP REQUEST message or GNB-DU CONFIGURATION UPDATE message may not be recognized by the gNB-CU, mainly in the corner case of inconsistent or incorrect OAM configuration, the gNB-CU shall response with a F1 SETUP FAILURE with a cause value, i.e., NID not supported, CAG not supported.

	Huawei
	Yes
	As discussed in our paper [R3-202348], the exact cause values is beneficial to facilitate the failure handling at the receiver.

Note that there are some cause value discussions in other CB, it is better to align the views across all possible interfaces. 

	CTC
	Yes
	When the UE associated procedures fail, we can understand the cause of failure.  

	Ericsson
	No
	Once case is that the CU has not implemented NPN at all, then a general cause values in the criticality diagnostics would be provided.

There are for sure no PNI-NPN related causes needed, CU simply follows CAG configuration owned by the DU.

And, I cannot think of any SNPN related causes to be provided at Setup failure. 

	NEC
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	If there is cause value defined for UE associated procedure, it can be used in case non of the SNPNs/PNI-NPNs match


Moderator’s summary:

There is divergence on whether a single cause value, multiple cause values, or no cause value(s) are needed for non-UE associated procedures, as well as doubts on the use case being addressed.

Thus, it is suggested to proponents of introducing these cause value(s), to clarify the intended usage (considering also interaction with E1 exchange of information) for the scenario with full mismatch, partial mismatch, and revisit this topic at next meeting. 
Question 7. Introduce new cause values for scenario where UE access is rejected based on NPN configuration? (e.g., “NID invalid”, “CAG ID invalid”, and “CAG access only”, “NID not served by the CU”, “only CAG cells allowed”)

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	No
	We see no need for introducing these cause values.

	ZTE
	Yes
	For cause values in  UE associated message, if the CAG only UE is accessing the network via a non-CAG cell, the AMF shall reject the NAS request with a cause value “CAG access only”. And if the CAG ID received from the NG-RAN is not part of the UE's Allowed CAG list, the AMF shall reject the NAS request with a cause value “CAG ID invalid”.  Similarly, for SNPN, a cause value “NID invalid” should be introduced. Hence , it is necessary to add new F1 cause value i.e., “NID invalid”, “CAG ID invalid”, and “CAG access only”for the rejection of the UE access and the release of the UE context.

	Huawei
	Yes
	The causes“NID not served by the CU” and “only CAG cells allowed” are needed. 
· During UE initial access, the selected (PLMN, NID) is reported by UE in RRC Setup Complete message. In RAN sharing cases, the gNB-DU may connect to an unsuitable gNB-CU which does not support the selected SNPN before the gNB-DU receives the RRC Setup Complete message. Then the gNB-DU needs to send the F1AP UE CONTEXT RELEASE REQUEST message to the unsuitable gNB-CU, including a cause value "NID not served by the CU". 
If the CAG-only UE is accessing the network via a non-CAG cell, the AMF shall reject the NAS request, and the gNB-CU shall send the ERROR INDICATION message to the gNB-DU with a cause “only CAG cells is allowed”.

	Ericsson
	?
	No PNI-NPN related causes.

For SNPN, in case of re-direction, we might need one. Q where this topic is handled.

	NEC
	Yes
	Our preference is to introduce specific cause values to differentiate failure cases.

	Samsung
	Yes
	Agree with NEC.


Moderator’s summary:

Although there is majority support for having cause value(s), the use cases defined and their purpose are not jointly acknowledged and have some objections. Thus, it is suggested to set this aside for now, and continue discussion at next meeting.

3.2 S-NPN Issues

3.2.1 S-NPN Non-UE associated procedures issues

Question 8. Signal NID from gNB-CU to gNB-DU as part of Available PLMN List and Extended Available PLMN List IEs in the interface setup and configuration update procedures?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes
	This is required for the gNB-DU to take also the NID into consideration and only broadcast PLMN+NID(s) included in the received Available PLMN list(s) respectively.

	ZTE
	Yes
	For network deployment point of view, in most cases, only partial NIDs supported by the gNB-DU will be used, therefore the gNB-CU needs to inform the activated(used) NIDs to the gNB-DU, then the gNB-DU shall only broadcast the activated(used) SNPNs. 

	Huawei
	Yes
	Note that a NID list (not including PLMN) should be included. 

	CTC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	Similar with supported PLMN,NID should be sent from CU to DU

	Ericsson
	No
	The NID needs to be provided along the available PLMN List(s), however, as this IE is also used in the Served Cell Information, we probably should not touch the IE.

	Samsung
	Yes
	


Moderator’s summary:

There is acknowledgement of the usage and signaling of NID by gNB-CU as part of setup/configuration procedures, however, with concerns on modifying the Available PLMN List IE. Thus, it suggested to introduce a separate new optional IE with an FFS within Cells to be Activated Item IE, which can indicate both PLMN+NID information. Refinement on details of the IE can be resolved at next meeting.
Question 9. Signal NID as part of the UAC Assistance Information from gNB-CU to gNB-DU?
	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes
	To our understanding, RAN2 has already concluded that UAC barring parameters can be per SNPN.

	ZTE
	No
	It’s kind of optimization for SNPN, while the requirement is not clear.

	Huawei
	Yes
	This follows RAN2 agreement as follows. 

3. 
The UAC parameters per SNPN are configured by reusing the existing uac-BarringPerPLMN-List.


3a.
The UAC parameters should be configured per SNPN.

	CTC
	Yes
	Finally pending to RAN2 progress

	CATT
	Yes
	RAN2 has achieved the agreement on UAC Assistance Information for SNPN.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	NEC
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	


Moderator’s summary:

There is majority supporting this change and acknowledging to follow RAN2 progress, yet with some concerns on whether it is only an optimization. Thus, it is proposed to attempt to go for this change and signal NID as part of the UAC Assistance Information from gNB-CU to gNB-DU.
3.2.2 S-NPN UE associated procedures issues

Question 10.  Signal the Serving NID in UE CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST from CU to DU? If yes, (a) keep existing structure and signal Serving NID IE on top level? Or (b) Introduce a new extendable Serving NPN Indication IE containing the NID IE?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes 
	Either approach (a) or (b) is acceptable

	ZTE
	Yes
	Approach (a) is ok.

	Huawei
	Yes
	Either way works, slightly prefer (a)

	CTC
	Yes
	Boths can work, slightly prefer (a).

	CATT
	Yes
	(A) is preferred

	Ericsson
	Yes
	No preference

	NEC
	Yes
	No preference.

	Samsung
	Yes
	No preference.


Moderator’s summary:

There is no objection on approach (A) to provide the Serving NID IE. Thus, it is proposed to signal the Serving NID IE in UE CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST, and remove the FFS both in Stage 3 and Stage 2.
Question 11. For purpose of network sharing and when the requested S-NPN in not supported in the logical gNB-CU contacted during initial access, should we signal Serving NPN Indication IE in DL/UL RRC MESSAGE TRANSFER messages?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	No
	Per S-NPN dedicated logical-CU is not agreed as a scenario for network sharing, and it also has not been discussed. Current RAN3 agreement is limited to per PLMN dedicated logical-CU.

	ZTE
	No
	See CB#36.

	Huawei
	Yes
	This is discussed in CB#36. It is suggested to be discussed there. 

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Either sharing should work for SNPN or not. Don’t understand Nokia's comment. Is this mistyping, off-topic, misunderstanding? Of course a logical CU can support multiple PLMNs and hence multiple SNPNs


Moderator’s summary:

There are different views regarding the validity of scenario for shared-DU with dedicated logical-CU per SNPN. It is thus proposed to set aside this topic for now, and continue discussion at next meeting. 
3.3 PNI-NPN Issues

3.3.1 PNI-NPN Non-UE associated procedures issues

Question 12. Should the Configured/Available/Active CAG Information be signaled in interface messages from gNB-CU to gNB-DU in the interface setup and configuration update procedures (yes/no/FFS)?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	FFS
	We see potential benefit on this indication. However, see it is as an enhancement to deal with configuration discrepancies between gNB-DU, and gNB-CU(-UP), which can be treated with lower priority and suggest to mark it as FFS at this point.

	ZTE
	Yes
	For network deployment point of view, in most cases, only partial CAG IDs supported by the gNB-DU will be used, therefore the gNB-CU needs to inform the activated(used) CAGs to the gNB-DU, then the gNB-DU shall only broadcast the activated(used) CAGs. 

	Huawei
	Yes
	As the DU may not use all CAG IDs it supported, thereby the CU needs to inform the DU of the CAGs to be activated. 

	CTC
	Yes
	

	CATT
	FFS
	Currently, unlike supported PLMN and NID,AMF would not inform NG-RAN node of its supported CAG list.Therefore,it seems CU could not indicate the CAG list to DU

	Ericsson
	???
	Don’t understand the topic, why should the DU have reflected the data it sent to the CU? What is the functional background?

	NEC
	FFS
	

	Samsung
	FFS
	Agree with CATT


Moderator’s summary:

There are some doubts expressed on applicability of CAG IDs signaled from gNB-CU to gNB-DU. Thus, it is proposed to set aside this topic at this meeting and keep the “Editor’s Note : Whether to include PNI-NPN info, i.e. CAG ID, needs to be further discussed.” in Stage 2.
3.3.2 PNI-NPN UE associated procedures issues

Question 13. Should the CAG information be indicated in the UE Context Setup from the gNB-CU to the gNB-DU (yes/no/FFS)?

	Company
	Answer
	Comment

	Nokia
	FFS
	We suggest to treat this item as for further study.

	ZTE
	FFS
	It needs to wait SA2’s answer to decide whether and how the RAN node can retrieve the manual selected CAG ID, and add a editor note that it is FFS whether and how the RAN node be aware of the manual selected CAG ID and whether the RAN network shall keep the CAG ID manually selected unchanged during the mobility.

	Huawei
	FFS
	Wait for LS response from other groups regarding manual selection. May be discussed in another CB. 

	CTC
	FFS
	

	CATT
	FFS
	Similar view with ZTE

	Ericsson
	No
	What is the function behind? Even for the manual selection I wouldn’t see RNL functions.

	NEC
	FFS
	

	Samsung
	FFS
	


Moderator’s summary:

There is no strong view in favor of including CAG information in the UE Context Setup from gNB-CU to gNB-DU prior to having received feedback from SA2. Thus, it is proposed to leave this aside at this meeting, and continue discussion at next meeting.

4 Conclusion, Recommendations

Proposal 1: Keep NPN Support Information IE within Served PLMNs and Extended Served PLMNs Item IE

Proposal 2: Add a list of CAG IDs supported by the gNB-DU as an additional CHOICE in NPN Information IE

Proposal 3: Add a new Broadcast NPN Information IE at highest IE level and within Broadcast PLMN Identity Info List IE

Proposal 4: Indicate that SIB10 is encoded by the gNB-DU in Stage 2 38.470

Proposal 5: Continue discussion regarding whether SIB10 is needed at gNB-CU and whether it should be included in gNB-DU System Information IE.

Proposal 6: No consensus on introduction of cause value(s) for non-UE associated procedure related scenarios, and clarification of intended usage needs further clarification, and more discussion is needed.  

Proposal 7: No consensus on introduction of cause value(s) for UE associated procedure related scenarios, and clarification of intended usage needs further clarification, and more discussion is needed.  

Proposal 8: Add a separate new optional IE with an FFS within Cells to be Activated Item IE in F1 Setup and Configuration update procedures, which indicates both PLMN+NID information available for the cell being activated. Refinement on details of the IE can be resolved at next meeting.

Proposal 9; Signal NID as part of the UAC Assistance Information from gNB-CU to gNB-DU.

Proposal 10: Signal the Serving NID IE in UE CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST, and remove the FFS both in Stage 3 and Stage 2 (38.470 and 38.401).

Proposal 11: There are different views regarding  the validity of scenario for shared-DU with dedicated logical-CU per SNPN, and more discussion is needed.

Proposal 12: Keep the “Editor’s Note : Whether to include PNI-NPN info, i.e. CAG ID, needs to be further discussed.” in Stage 2.

Proposal 13: No consensus regarding whether to include PNI-NPN info in UE associated procedures, e.g., for purpose of manual selection, and more discussion is needed.

It is proposed to implement the above proposals above in the following TPs:

For Stage 2 (38.401)

· Revision of R3-202173 (China Telecom) – revised in R3-202673
· Proposal 10

For Stage 2 (38.470)

· Revision of R3-202175 (China Telecom) – revised in R3-202674
· Proposal 4

· Revision of R3-202347 (Huawei) -- revised in R3-202694
· Proposals 10, 12
For Stage 3 (38.473)

· Revision of R3-201632 (Nokia) – revised in R3-202702
· Proposals 1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 9, 10 
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