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1 Introduction
SA2 had questions for RAN2/3 on how FSA ID can be used for RedCap UE (S2-2401506/S2-160AHE). And in last RAN3 meeting we agreed to wait for RAN2, as Q1/2 are for RAN2 and Q3 depends on Q1.
	// Chair note from RAN3#123

R3-240042 Reply LS on RedCap UE MBS Broadcast reception (SA2(Nokia))
LS in

RAN3 can wait RAN2 to answer Q1 first, then discuss the potential impact over NG. 


We review RAN2 progress and share our view on how RAN3 would reply to SA2.

2 Discussion
RAN2 had the following discussion in RAN2#125: 
	R2-2400906
FSAI for RedCap UE vs non-RedCap UE broadcast reception
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
discussion
Rel-18
TEI18

We reply that from AS signalling point of view it is feasible to configure the same MBS FSA ID for the RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session. 

However, it is an upper layer decision what FSAIs to configure to different UEs

We mention that currently, if multiple FSAIs provide the same MBS session, the it is up to UE to select the frequency, according to RAN2 specs.

[AT125][609][eMBS] LS to SA2 (Nokia)


Scope: LS to SA2 on MBS FSAI


Intended outcome: Approved LS in R2-2401662


Deadline:  Friday 2024-03-01 0800 for e-mail approval

R2-2401662 Reply LS on RedCap UE MBS Broadcast reception RAN2
LS out
Rel-18
TEI18, 5MBS_Ph2
To:SA2
Cc:RAN3,CT3,CT4

The LS is approved


Apparently, RAN2 was not able or felt reluctant to provide a view on the scenario but only how AS could handle this. The scenario should have been defined by the other working groups, i.e., SA1/2.
That being said, RAN2 agreed that it is feasible to configure the same MBS FSA ID for both UE types, from AS signaling point of view. And RAN2 further mentioned that current design itself allows much flexibility in UE implementation, i.e., having separate FSA ID might not be able to bring the benefits it was thought it could be.

When it comes to how RAN3 should answer Q3, 
	// SA2 LS in R3-240042 Reply LS on RedCap UE MBS Broadcast reception (SA2(Nokia))
SA2 would thus like to ask RAN2 to answer the following related questions:

Q1: SA2 would like to ask RAN2 to confirm the feasibility of having the same MBS FSA ID for the RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session .

Q2: If the answer to Q1 is no, could RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session use separate MBS FSA ID(s)?
SA2 would thus like to ask RAN3 to answer the following related question:
Q3: If the answer to Q1 is no, and RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session use separate MBS FSA ID(s), is there a need for CN to indicate to NG-RAN which FSA ID is aimed for RedCap UEs and which for non-RedCap UEs?


the safest answer from RAN3 should be no for now, before the scenarios are justified.
Observation 1 For Q3 in the LS from SA2 (R3-240042), RAN3 understanding should be negative, i.e., there is no need for CN to indicate to NG-RAN which FSA ID is aimed for RedCap UEs and which for non-RedCap UEs.

3 Conclusion
However, no reply LS from RAN3 is needed as RAN2 approved LS on Q1/2 should be quite straightforward. 
No extra efforts needed in RAN3.
Proposal 1 No LS reply from RAN3 is needed.
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