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1. Introduction
There is a below EN in the TS 23.501:. 
Editor's note:	Whether the Equivalent SNPN(s) has same validity information as the SNPN that providing access for Localized Services the UE was last registered is for FFS
This paper discusses different possibilities to resolve above EN and proposes a way forward.
2. Discussion
Let us consider a UE operating in SNPN access operation mode. Say the MS supports access to an SNPN providing access for localized services in SNPN and access for localized services in SNPN is enabled & the UE has selected and registered in SNPN-1 for access to localized services. SNPN-1 indicates that SNPN-2 and SNPN-3 in the list of equivalent SNPNs for SNPN-1. Let us consider for example SNPN-2 is configured in the Credentials Holder controlled prioritized list of SNPN(s)/ GIN(s) which come with validity information. But SNPN-3 is not configured in the CH list with any validity information. NAS will indicate both SNPN-2 and SNPN-3 as equivalent SNPNs to lower layers, and following legacy behaviour of Equivalent PLMN(s) two possibilities are expected.
a)	Lower layers can select SNPN-3 when NAS requests SNPN-1 to be selected for access to localized services.
b)	Lower layers can re-select to SNPN-3 at a later point from SNPN-1. 
But SNPN-3 is not configured in the Credentials Holder controlled prioritized list of SNPN(s)/ GIN(s) with validity information, it ideally cannot be considered as a hosting SNPN. This can disrupt on-going access to localized services of the UE.
Observation-1: It is not clear whether equivalent SNPNs can be considered as hosting SNPNs for access to localized services. Following alternative proposals are provided for discussion purposes.
Proposal-1: When a UE registers in a hosting network for access to localized services, the hosting network can include an SNPN in the list of equivalent SNPN(s), if and only if the respective ESNPN is configured in the Credentials Holder controlled prioritized list of SNPN(s)/ GIN(s) with validity information.
Proposal-2: When a UE registers in a hosting network for access to localized services, and the hosting network provides a list of equivalent SNPN(s), the UE should implicitly assume that all the equivalent SNPNs can be considered as hosting networks with validity information same as RSNPN, even if they are not configured in the Credentials Holder controlled prioritized list of SNPN(s)/ GIN(s) with validity information.
Proposal-3: The Equivalent SNPN list IE should provide validity information per SNPN, when the list is provided by a hosting SNPN. This will indicate which equivalent SNPN can be treated as a hosting SNPN.
Proposal-4: If the UE is enabled for access to localized services, the UE should allow cell (re-)selection to an equivalent SNPN only if it is configured in the Credentials Holder controlled prioritized list of SNPN(s)/ GIN(s) with validity information. NAS should filter out and provide only such SNPNs to lower layers which are configured with validity information. The rest of the equivalent SNPNs should be ignored.
NOTE: Credentials Holder controlled prioritized list of SNPN(s)/ GIN(s) (CH list) is configured by Subscribed SNPN, where as Equivalent SNPN is provided by RSNPN. It is assumed that subscribed SNPN and RSNPN/ESNPN will have appropriate agreements, based on which ESNPN information is also configured as part of CH list in the UE.


3. Conclusion & proposal
Based on above observations we propose to adopt proposal-1 and 4 which have least impacts in our view, and is proposed in S2-2305337.
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