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Abstract: Discuss and update Solution#2: Procedure for MOCN network sharing to add ENs to address the issues of non-PLMN specific identifier
1. Discussion
In Solution#2, it proposes to introduce a non-PLMN specific identifier from the AF. AF provides it to MB-SMF in MBS session creation, and MB-SMF provides it to NG-RAN via N2 container. Utilizing this identifier, NG-RAN understands the multiple broadcast MBS sessions from different CNs transmitting the same content.

In S2-2201358, it discusses the non-PLMN specific identifier in the “baseline assumption” clause as below:
Prior to Rel-18, we have the 5G basic procedure and multicast MBS session with the following aspects:
· TMGI: Temporary Mobile Group Identity, and according to its definition in TS 23.003:
-	MBMS Service ID;
-	Mobile Country Code (MCC) and 
-	Mobile Network Code (MNC).
The value of TMGI is PLMN-specific, since it contains the PLMN ID (MCC+MNC). Therefore, Rel-18 is supposed to have the similar assumption. Note that this case is different from the case for ROM, as mentioned in TS 24.116 (i.e., having the specific PLMN ID, MCC = 901 and MNC = 56).
Observation 1:	For MOCN network sharing, it is assumed to have the similar definition for TMGI.

Such baseline assumption hasn’t been included in the solution#2. However, it can be understood this non-PLMN specific identifier is a non-PLMN specific TMGI which is different from the ROM as specified in TS 24.116.
Technical wise, such non-PLMN specific TMGI can be used to make the association among multiple broadcast MBS sessions. However, the following aspects haven’t been clarified in solution#2:
· Which MCC and MNC can be used for this non-PLMN specific TMGI? MCC=901 and MNC=56 had been allocated for ROM.
· As it is AF that provides the non-PLMN specific TMGI to multiple CNs, how to ensure the uniqueness of the non-PLMN specific TMGI used by AF?
· Which TMGI is used by NG-RAN in the radio interface to identify the broadcast MBS sessions?
· Will the service announcement be impacted (i.e. whether non-PLMN specific session identifier need to be included)?

[Proposal-1] Add Editor’s notes to address the issues above.
2. Proposal
It is proposed to capture the following changes in TR 23.700-47.
* * * * First change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc97289449]6.2.3.1	General
NOTE:	The message names in the procedures below are descriptive. It is assumed that the names are updated with corresponding SBI based names where applicable during the normative phase.
In general, the proposal is based on the additional identifier (i.e. identifier of the broadcast MBS service) provided by AF during MBS session Create procedure. The identifier of the broadcast MBS service is non-PLMN specific, which would be included and same when AF sends requests for establishing the broadcast MBS session for the same broadcast MBS service to different PLMNs. The MB-SMF includes the received identifier in the N2 MB-SM container, and provided to NG-RAN node.
Editor's note:	It will be confirmed by the RAN WG that whether the additional identifier is needed,
Editor's note:	Support of the encrypted content reception is FFS.
Editor's note:	What MCC and MNC value should be used in this non-PLMN specific identifier is FFS.
Editor's note:	How to ensure the uniqueness of this non-PLMN specific identifier is FFS.
Editor's note:	It is FFS which TMGI is used by NG-RAN in radio interface to identify the broadcast MBS sessions.
Editor's note:	The service announcement impact is FFS.

* * * * End change * * * *
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