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1. Abstract
TSG SA WG2 SA2 has started normative work for eNPN_Ph2 based on the study conclusions of FS_eNPN_Ph2 (TR 23.700-08) in which it was concluded for KI#4 and KI#5 to associate optional time and/or location validity conditions with SNPNs/GINs for the purpose of SNPN hosting network selection.
This document intends to discuss the question asked by the SA2 to CT1 in the incoming LS titled : Regarding issues related to SNPN selection for Localized services as below:
Question 1: For the purpose of SNPN hosting network selection, SA2 wonders if CT1 would prefer to extend the existing CH controlled prioritized list of preferred SNPNs/GINs with optional validity conditions or define new CH controlled prioritized lists of SNPNs/GINs including optional validity conditions?


2. Discussion
If we chose to go in the direction of extending the existing CH controlled prioritized list of preferred SNPNs/GINs with optional validity conditions for the purpose of assisting UE to perform automatic SNPN selection for accessing localized services, there are few technical challenges which needs clarification as below:
1. As CH Controlled list is associated with an entry in list of subscriber data or a PLMN subscription, what is the relationship between the subscribed SNPN and the hosting SNPNs in the CH Controlled list?
2. What is the relationship between the hosting SNPNs (associated with validity information) and other SNPNs (not associated with validity information) in the same CH Controlled list? 
This would mean that part of the list is valid for normal SNPN selection and the other part of the list would be valid for SNPN selection for hosting networks, which is not a clean solution. In latest agreed SA2 CR (S2-2301443), the “validity information” is used as a mark that the associated SNPN is a localized service hosting network. When the “user enables the access to localized service”, those SNPNs with validity information are considered for selection and those without validity information are ignored. This is in essence no different from using two separate list and putting them together is only confusing.
3. What is the relationship between the new CH Controlled list (extended with hosting SNPNs) and other preferred SNPN list (e.g., user controlled prioritized list of preferred SNPNs (in priority order))? This will further impact on normal SNPN selection vs SNPN selection for hosting network, as for SNPN selection for hosting network “user controlled prioritized list of preferred SNPNs (in priority order)” shall not be considered.
Extending the CH controlled prioritized list of preferred SNPNs/GINs with optional validity conditions is unnecessarily confusing and may create obstacles for the normative work.
A simpler approach would be to use a separate preferred hosting network list to assist the UE with SNPN selection for accessing localized services. 
As SNPN selection mode and SNPN selection for hosting network follow different paths, they have different lists to be used for selection (e.g., user controlled prioritized list of preferred SNPNs is not valid for SNPN hosting network selection), the Equivalent SNPN concept does not apply to the hosting networks, our proposal is to define a new mode for the SNPN selection for hosting networks for accessing the localized services.

3. Proposal
Proposal -1 : It is proposed to define a separate preferred hosting network list, instead of CH Controlled List, and is provided to the UE for automatic hosting network selection.
Proposal -2 : It is proposed to define a new selection mode for the purpose of SNPN hosting network selection.
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