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1 Introduction
SA2 and CT4 specifications have recently been adjusted to support mobility restrictions between 4G and 5G systems from terrestrial node to satellite access in connected mode.
2 Discussion
RAN3 has received the reply LS from SA2 on the service requirement of restricting satellite access RAT type[1], which is noted as follows:
[bookmark: _Hlk158036999]We checked our specifications and realised that some inter-system mobility scenarios had been omitted that meant that restrictions for satellite access would not work correctly. 
As a consequence, we have agreed the (attached) Rel 17 CR 5300 to TS 23.501 in order to support mobility restrictions from connected mode terrestrial NG-RAN to satellite access using EPC. 
[bookmark: _Hlk158280768]SA2 expects that there are similar issues for mobility from connected mode terrestrial E-UTRA to 5GC based satellite access, however, SA2 has not prepared any CR to TS 23.401 because the mobility restrictions description in section 4.3.5.7 of TS 23.401 is (like the SA1 requirements) generic and already covers this situation.
SA2 understands that CT4 specifications have recently been aligned, but SA2 anticipates that some updates to RAN3 specifications might be needed to meet the SA1 requirements and this SA2 CR.
[bookmark: _Hlk158041469]With the deployment and commercial use of NTN, network operators need to control which subscriber can use the NTN. Current RAN specification provides the possibility of limiting handovers from TN to NTN in intra-system mobility scenarios. It does not include inter-system mobility scenarios. Therefore, the LS asked RAN3 to investigate whether their specifications align with the SA1 requirements and the updated SA2 stage 2 specifications.
From our perspective, we have not seen the actual scenario of this restriction yet. First, NR TN and LTE IoT NTN target completely different application scenarios, as well as from E-UTRA to NR NTN. Assuming that a UE supports all network systems, whether it should support all mobility case needs further evaluation, RAN has not been discussed this before in NTN. In addition, even inter-system handover in TN does not include all RAT restrictions, and this does not actually result in UE accessing the restricted network. So we suggest further investigating the necessity of modifying the specification before making any changes.
Proposal 1: There is no need to introduce new satellite access RAT type for inter-system mobility scenarios in current RAN3 specifications.
3 Conclusions
In this contribution, we discussed the potential RAN3 impacts on meeting the requirement of restricting satellite access RAT type and have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: There is no need to introduce new satellite access RAT type for inter-system mobility scenarios in current RAN3 specifications.
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