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1	Overall description
[bookmark: OLE_LINK187][bookmark: OLE_LINK185][bookmark: OLE_LINK186]RAN3 thanks RAN2 on the LS to RAN3 on MDT for NPN in R2-2403856.
RAN3 discussed the two issues in the LS, and would like to provide the following answers.
Collecting logged MDT measurements for 256 PNI-NPN identities/networks
Does this number of PNI-NPN identities and solution (using/configuring multiple UEs with different pieces of the PNI-NPN identities) fulfil RAN3 expectation on data collection in PNI-NPN network for the management-based MDT?
Assuming that the above solution is acceptable for management-based MDT, what solution for signaling based MDT collection in PNI-NPN networks is suggested? 
If the solution above is not acceptable, what is the acceptable maximum number of PNI-NPN identities in the MDT configuration?
RAN3 thinks that the solution discussed in RAN2 is workable only for management based logged MDT, but not for signalling based logged MDT.  The solution is less efficient even in management based logged MDT as the RAN node cannot predict the exact CAG cells that the UE will move to when when configurating the logged MDT configuration to the UE. Therefore, it is difficult for RAN implementation to decide which CAG IDs should send to which group of UEs.
RAN3 believes that a harmonized solution applicable for both cases are preferred.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK155][bookmark: OLE_LINK156]RAN3 notices that RAN2 specification already supports maximum (12 x 12) PNI-NPN identities (i.e., 12 PLMNs and 12 CAGs per PLMN) and thinks that 12 CAGs per PLMN may restrict the capability of MDT function in PNI-NPN excessively. Given that in practice the number of PLMNs configured to the UE in MDT configuration is usually less than 12. In order to address the UE memory consumption issue and not deducing the MDT capability too much, one compromise approach is to extend the maximum number of CAG IDs configured to the UE per PLMN from 12 to 144 (12*12, the maximum number of CAGs supported by current RRC specification ) and limit the total number of CAG IDs of all configured PLMNs less than 144 in the semantics description of the IE.
RAN3 thinks that such compromise approach does not increase the memory storage in the UE, but with the benefits of supporting more CAGs per PLMN.
RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 to confirm whether above compromise approach is feasible or not, and update relevant specifications accordingly if feasible.
RAN3 would like to ask SA5 also to confirm the feasibility and update relevant specifications accordingly for management based MDT if feasible.
Logged MDT measurements in SNPN network based on the plmn-indentityList
[bookmark: OLE_LINK207][bookmark: OLE_LINK208]RAN2 would like to ask RAN3 whether the existing plmn-IdentityList can be also configured for logged MDT measurements in SNPN networks?
If it is configured RAN2 would like to ask RAN3 whether the UE can report SNPN MDT measurements to the PLMNs configured within plmn-IdentityList?
RAN3 would like to inform RAN2 that in the reply LS in R3-230870 from SA3, it states that SA3 has not identified any requirements for user consent for MDT in SNPN. Therefore, RAN3 thinks that there is no any plmn-IdentityList to configure to the UE for logged MDT in a single SNPN.
However, when multiple of SNPN in MDT configuration are configured from AMF, it is not clear from RAN3 perspective either whether user consent should be adopted or not.
[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN3 thinks that further clarification from SA3 is needed.
2	Actions
To RAN2
[bookmark: OLE_LINK209][bookmark: OLE_LINK210]ACTION: 	RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to take above answer into account and feedback RAN2’s decision on the first issue.
To SA5
[bookmark: OLE_LINK211][bookmark: OLE_LINK212]ACTION: 	RAN3 kindly asks SA5 to confirm the feasibility of the above mentioned approach for changing the maximum number of CAGs supported in MDT configuration for PNI-NPN and feedback SA5’s decision on the first issue.
TO SA3:
ACTIION: RAN3 kindly asks SA3 to clarify on the second issue and answer the questions from RAN2.
3	Dates of next RAN3 meetings
Updated meeting schedule can be found at: https://portal.3gpp.org/?tbid=373&SubTB=381#/ 

RAN3#125	2024-08-19  -  2024-08-23 	Maastricht, NL
