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Abstract: Discussion to clarify why PLMN selection extention is not needed in Rel17
SA2 has send LS S2-2006030 asking:

SA2 would like to ask SA1 to clarify whether PLMN selection can be extended to also support SNPN selection using a PLMN subscription with 3GPP identifiers and credentials and if so, to specify the respective requirements for that. 
In SA1#85 meeting, LG and DTAG submitted the CR#303 to TS22.011, Rel16, on clarification on PLMN selection for non-public network. It was clear at that stage that for standalone-NPN, SA2 has specified that non-public network is identified using PLMN code and NPN ID. The CR proposed to add text in TS 22.011 to point out that PLMN selection is applicable for UEs with subscription to non-public network and tried to clarify NID as associated identifier with each entry in the PLMN selector lists.
When discussing the proposed changes, vertical companies’ statement was such optimization of PLMN selection is not needed and NID does not need to be presented there. Additional support was not found and the CR was noted.

Observation1: SA1 has discussed this topic in SA1#85 and concluded PLMN selection shall not be made applicable for NID/SNPN.

SA2 has specified SNPN access mode in Rel16 without changes in PLMN selection in line with the unchanged stage 1 requirements.
SA1 worked on additional features and enhancing of NPNs in Rel17 where different aspects were further clarified and extended taking in mind specific use cases described in eCAV, CMED, AVPROD work. This includes also new requirements on NPN in TS22.263. PLMN selection was not further optimized or changed. 
Observation2: SA1 further work in NPNs in Rel17 did not create new requirements on PLMN selection and NID.

Bearing in mind observation1 and 2, there is no need to extend the PLMN selection for NPNs in Rel17. 

PLMN selection is important topic and possible extensions should take into account detailed use cases clarifying that need. Different aspects and considerations could be further studied in Rel18.
Proposal to answer SA2: 

SA1 has discussed under Rel16 extending the PLMN selection to also support SNPN selection and concluded it is not needed. In Rel17 work on further enhancements on NPN did not include PLMN selection optimizations to include SNPN selection for UEs with a PLMN subscription.
SA1 may consider further alignment gaps, or potential new requirements in a future release.
