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1	Introduction
As part of running CR discussions, there was no consensus on changes to TS36.304 related to cell selection behaviour by UE which cannot acquire MIB and SIBs in normal coverage but able to acquire MIB and BR version SIB1 and SIB2.
In this document, we provide the summary of company views for the proposed change for text associated with the above behaviour and also further comments provided during e-mail discussion. Summary proposal is also given based on the same.
2	Discussion
As part of last endorsed CR for eMTC enhancements, the UE behavior related to cell selection for camping onto standalone in section 5.2.3.2 was 
	If cell selection criteria S in normal coverage is fulfilled for a cell, UE [may] consider itself to be in enhanced coverage if SystemInformationBlockType1 cannot be acquired but UE is able to acquire MasterInformationBlock, SystemInformationBlockType1-BR and SystemInformationBlockType2.




As part of e-mail discussion for earlier version of running CR R2-1914050, whether the UE should consider itself in extended coverage or should it be left to UE decision was not concluded. The word “may” was kept in [] for further discussion. This topic was not discussed in RAN2-108 online meeting. So we propose to conclude here based on final views from companies.
Companies are requested to provide their preference for final wording for the above section in the below table.
The options are
· Option 1: Confirm the last version with removing the []
· Option 2 : The word may to be changed to shall 

	Company
	Option (Option 1/Option 2)

	Comments

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	If one needs to take explicitly into account e.g. ranking, i.e., the possibility that UE could alternatively camp in another cell/frequency/RAT, then "may" can be more appropriate here. But there are other aspects we should consider. 
If one considers that "may" is more appropriate, then one would need to consider and discuss the interpretation of the previous sentence in 5.2.3.2 as well, i.e. " If cell selection criterion S in normal coverage is not fulfilled for a cell, UE shall consider itself to be in enhanced coverage if the cell selection criterion S for enhanced coverage is fulfilled, where:”. 
Referring to this existing condition, we assume that it would still be possible for UE to camp in another cell where S criterion for normal coverage is fulfilled. Thus, the interpretation seems to be that clause 5.2.3.2 should be considered after ranking etc. criteria have been considered and it would be possible for the UE to camp in another cell/freq/RAT. With this assumption, "shall" is more appropriate also for the new added case and captures the intended behaviour correctly. 

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	Qualcomm has many times stated during online discussion that it is not appropriate to mandate UE to camp on a cell in CE mode when UE fails receives SIB1 but can receive SIB1-BR. A lower ranked cell yet still good enough for normal LTE service is desirable over entering into CE mode.

	Intel
	Option 1
	We also prefer “may”.
It should be clear that in first place UE should not be mandated to try to acquire SIB1-BR. While being in WB mode (normal coverage), UE knows from MIB that SIB1-BR is scheduled, and UE is able to acquire the SIB1-BR.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	Agree with Qualcomm + Intel. The intention is to provide an improvement to UE service by allowing camping on a cell in enhanced coverage, mandating this could have an adverse effect.

	Nokia
	Option 2
	The above sentence is related to UE behavior in standalone deployment, where the UE as part of cell selection, first attempted to read MIB/SIB1 of the cell but failed and as next step it read MIB1/SIB1-BR and uses the information in SIB1-BR to determine the S criteria normal coverage. Eventhough the criteria for normal coverage is met in this cell, the UE can only access SIB1-BR and MPDCCH in this cell. As this behavior is related to enhanced coverage, UE should consider itself in enhanced coverage which is more suitable for the operation in this cell.
In our view this “shall” does not restrict the UE reselecting another cell in normal coverage if they are lower ranked. This shall is only applicable if the UE decide to stay on this serving cell, where it cannot access any channels of normal coverage.  



Summary of further discussion points from e-mail discussion:
Following additional issue was pointed out by Huawei during the e-mail discussion if the UE is mandated to consider itself in enhanced coverage.
If the UE considers itself in enhanced coverage when it is actually in normal coverage for the above scenario, it will also impact further behavior related to cell reselection. Because if the UE considers itself in enhanced coverage, the inter-frequency priorities will not be applicable for cell reselection. This affects the UE reselecting suitable cell after camping onto the standalone cell for inter frequency cells.

3 Summary 
For the above issue, 3 companies prefers to use “may” for the above specification change and 2 companies prefers to use “shall” for the above changes. Hence we propose to further discuss and conclude on the final wordings.
Proposal:  RAN2 further discuss and conclude on the final text proposal for cell selection behaviour of non BL UE in standalone cells. 
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