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1. Introduction
RAN1 has received a LS from RAN4 [1], in which RAN4 is asking RAN1 and RAN2 to share the view on whether and how the information about the channel access mode used by neighbour cells is made available to the UE in RRC_IDLE and in RRC_CONNECTED state. 
In this contribution, our view on the issue asked by RAN4 is presented.

2. Discussion
Based on the following agreement made at the RAN1#105-e meeting, both cell-specific and UE-specific configuration on LBT mode or no-LBT mode are supported in Rel-17. 
	Agreement:
For regions where LBT is not mandated, gNB should indicate to the UE this gNB-UE connection is operating in LBT mode or no-LBT mode
· Support both cell specific (common for all UEs in a cell as part of system information or dedicated RRC signalling or both) and UE specific (can be different for different UEs in a cell as part of UE-specific RRC configuration) gNB indication




In our understanding, it results in an introduction of an RRC parameter channelAccessMode2-r17, which is configured in ServingCellConfig, ServingCellConfigCommon and ServingCellConfigCommonSIB. 
Meanwhile, for measurements/RRM procedures, a UE is configured with MeasIdleConfig, MeasObjectNR, and a few SIBs (e.g., SIB2/3/4). At this stage, we see that channelAccessMode2-r17 like IE has not been defined in any of these higher layer configurations. Therefore, we do not think any method would be supported for UE to understand which channel access mode is configured on neighbour cells, irrespective of RRC states. 
However, as indicated by RAN4, we see that it is beneficial to support a method to understand LBT mode configured on neighbour cells to apply appropriate RRM requirements. One way to achieve this would be to define channelAccessMode2-r17 like IE in higher layer configurations to be used for measurement/RRM purposes. We believe this could be the most straightforward way, however, whether/how to support this seems to be up to RAN2. 
Given above, our suggestion on how to deal with the LS from RAN4 would be to send another LS to RAN2 (cc: RAN4), which asks RAN2 to decide whether the update of measurement/RRM related RRC configurations is still possible or not. 

Proposal 1: Send an LS to RAN2 (cc: RAN4), which asks RAN2 to decide whether the following update on RRC configurations is possible or not
· To add channelAccessMode2-r17 like IE in measurement/RRM related RRC configurations, e.g., MeasIdleConfig, MeanObjectNR, SIB2, SIB3 and/or SIB4

3. Conclusion
Proposal 1: Send an LS to RAN2 (cc: RAN4), which asks RAN2 to decide whether the following update on RRC configurations is possible or not
· To add channelAccessMode2-r17 like IE in measurement/RRM related RRC configurations, e.g., MeasIdleConfig, MeanObjectNR, SIB2, SIB3 and/or SIB4
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