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1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK14][bookmark: OLE_LINK13]Introduction
In RAN#95e meeting, NCD-SSB applicability for non-RedCap UEs was discussed in [95e-31-R17-RedCap-WI]. There is no conclusion on this issue in RAN#95e, due to companies think we should follow the conclusion in RAN2 [1]. 
While in RAN2#118e meeting, this issue was further discussed with the below conclusions [2]:
	· RAN2 cannot agree there would be additional RAN2 impacts to extend NCD SSB support to non-RedCap UEs (apart from a new UE capability indicating NCD-SSB support), however RAN2 thinks that other groups (e.g. RAN4 and RAN1) could be impacted and then in case a RAN plenary decision is needed to introduce this, either as a late correction for the RedCap WI or as TEI-17


In this contribution, we would like to share our views on applying NCD-SSB feature introduced in RedCap WI to non-RedCap UEs. 
2. Discussion
In RAN1#107bis-e meeting, NCD-SSB was agreed to be supported for RedCap UEs. During the feature discussion on RedCap, RAN1 and RAN2 had some discussion on whether NCD-SSB could be applied for non-RedCap UEs. The latest situation in RAN2 is that a decision on whether to extend NCD-SSB for non-RedCap UEs from RAN plenary is needed, e.g. either as a late correction for the RedCap WI or as TEI-17. 
One of the main reasons that RAN2 cannot agree to extend NCD-SSB to non-RedCap UEs is the impacts to other WGs, e.g. RAN4 and RAN1. From functional procedure point of view, all mechanisms and UE behaviours for RedCap UEs could be reused for non-RedCap UEs as optional features. However, it does not mean RAN4 should define additional performance requirement of NCD-SSB specific to non-RedCap UEs. Currently the requirements for NCD-SSB are defined in RAN4 for 2Rx UEs, which can be directly reused for non-RedCap UEs when applying NCD-SSB. In RAN1, there would be some clarification in the specification on how to handle rate matching around NCD-SSB, or collision between NCD-SSB and UL transmissions (e.g. for half-duplex UEs), however, these clarifications are common to both RedCap and non-RedCap UEs. Thus, our understanding is that there is little impact in RAN1/RAN2/RAN4 to support NCD-SSB for non-RedCap UEs. Therefore, from specification perspective, there is no additional effort for non-RedCap UEs to support NCD-SSB in Rel-17, except the introduction of an optional capability to support this feature.
Besides, it is also beneficial for non-RedCap UEs to support NCD-SSB. For example, in case the active BWP contains only NCD-SSB, but does not contain with CD-SSB, non-RedCap UEs can take use of the NCD-SSB for RLM/BFD and RRM measurements so that the non-RedCap UEs does not need to implement the corresponding measurements outside active BWP.
While from network perspective, network anyway needs to provide NCD-SSB as long as it is configured for one connected RedCap UE in this cell. Thus, there is no additional overhead for non-RedCap UEs to use NCD-SSB. Besides, it is up to network control whether to configure NCD-SSB for non-RedCap UEs, which gives network more flexibility and the function of NCD-SSB can be fully used.
Therefore, we think it is reasonable and beneficial to support NCD-SSB for non-RedCap UEs in Rel-17 as an optional capability. 
Proposal: RAN provides guidance that NCD-SSB in Rel-17 RedCap WI could be applied for all UEs, including RedCap and non-RedCap UEs.

2. Conclusion
In this contribution, we provided our views on applying NCD-SSB feature introduced in RedCap WI to non-RedCap UEs. The following proposal is achieved: 
Proposal: RAN provides guidance that NCD-SSB in Rel-17 RedCap WI could be applied for all UEs, including RedCap and non-RedCap UEs.
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