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Introduction
In RAN1#106b-e, following issues were discussed but no conclusion/agreements were made [1][2]. In this contribution, we discuss about these issues.
FL1 High Priority Question 2-1: Which one of the following alternatives do you support for early indication by MsgA PUSCH in 2-step RACH?
· Alt.1: It is up to RAN2 regarding whether/how to support early indication of RedCap Ues in MsgA PUSCH in Rel-17 
· Alt.2: Early indication of RedCap Ues in MsgA PUSCH is supported by indicating CCCH using the RedCap-specific LCID.
FL2 High Priority Proposal 5-1: 
· Alt.2: Leave ‘Redcap Device Type’ definition to UE features of Redcap AI. 
Note that: UE features that are defined as part of ‘Basic feature group’ for Redcap are included in the ‘Redcap Device Type’ definition.
FL2 High Priority Proposal7-1: 
· Alt.1: Reuse the existing SIB1 and incorporate the new system information for RedCap. 
· Alt.2: Introduce a new SIB1 (e.g., SIB1-R) used by REDCAP UEs
· Alt.3: Whether to introduce new SIB1 for Redcap UE is left up to RAN2.
Discussion
FL1 High Priority Question 2-1: Which one of the following alternatives do you support for early indication by MsgA PUSCH in 2-step RACH? 

In RAN1#106bis-e meeting, majority of companies supported Alt.1: It is up to RAN2 regarding whether/how to support early indication of RedCap Ues in MsgA PUSCH in Rel-17. Logical channel is out of scope of RAN1 while RAN2 is responsible WG for it. RAN1 should not discuss about logical channels. And details on how to utilize by 4-step RACH for early indication has been up to RAN2. Similarly, details of early indication by MsgA of 2-step RACH can be also up to RAN2.

Proposal:
· It is up to RAN2 regarding whether/how to support early indication of RedCap UEs in MsgA PUSCH in Rel-17 (Alt.1)

FL2 High Priority Proposal 5-1: 
· Alt.2: Leave ‘Redcap Device Type’ definition to UE features of Redcap AI. 
Note that: UE features that are defined as part of ‘Basic feature group’ for Redcap are included in the ‘Redcap Device Type’ definition. 
Regarding RedCap Device Type definition, it was proposed to leave it to UE feature of RedCap AI (Alt.2). We are fine to leave it to UE feature discussion. Further, once FG discussion on RedCap UE is completed, RedCap Device Type definition can be up to RAN2.

Proposal:
· It can be up to RAN2 how to define RedCap Device Type definition with RAN1’s outcome of UE features of RedCap AI

FL2 High Priority Proposal7-1: 
· Alt.1: Reuse the existing SIB1 and incorporate the new system information for RedCap. 
· Alt.2: Introduce a new SIB1 (e.g., SIB1-R) used by REDCAP UEs
· Alt.3: Whether to introduce new SIB1 for Redcap UE is left up to RAN2. 

Regarding SIB1 design, RAN2 is responsible group for SIB1 design while RAN1 is not. RAN1 should not discuss it further.

Proposal:
· RAN1 do not discuss SIB1 design any further

Summary
This section summarizes this contribution as follows:
Proposal:
· It is up to RAN2 regarding whether/how to support early indication of RedCap UEs in MsgA PUSCH in Rel-17 (Alt.1)

Proposal:
· It can be up to RAN2 how to define RedCap Device Type definition with RAN1’s outcome of UE features of RedCap AI

Proposal:
· RAN1 do not discuss SIB1 design any further
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