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Introduction
RAN2 has defined the ANR measurements. The main agreements with regards to ANR measurements are.
For a measured carrier the following information is included:
· Carrier frequency.
· Strongest cell PCI, RSRP/RSRQ.
· Strongest cell CGI-info if RSRP above the threshold.
Serving cell RSRQ/RSRP and CGI are included in the ANR report.
The UE performs the instructed measurements according to existing RAN4 cell reselection measurement performance requirements. (the measurements requirement in TS 36.133 section 4.6 apply)
ANR measurement doesn’t affect DRX / eDRX operation.

It is RAN4 group’s responsibility to as such define measurements. Here, RAN2 has assumed that the existing measurements would work. In this paper, we discuss that a LS should be sent to RAN4 so they can verify the assumptions are valid.

[bookmark: _Ref178064866]Discussion
From 36.133, section 4.6, different timers and formulas have been defined for cell reselection. It would be good if RAN4 can check whether the RAN2 assumptions are valid. RAN4 is starting with core Rel-16 work. It would be good if RAN4 can cross check and provide feedback to RAN2.
It has been agreed that UE may use eDRX cycle for strong cell detection. It would be good to ensure that it is possible to do so by RAN4 group.
The cell reselection measurements performance requirements TS36.133 for NB-IoT consists of 3 delay requirements, i.e. time required for cell detection, evaluation and measurement rate. Are all the three delay requirements valid? Can the procedure be simplified such that the time required for evaluation of the measurements against the cell reselection criteria be skipped? 
RAN2 is referring to the RAN4 requirements, thus a LS to inform RAN4 about these agreements (about NB-IoT ANR measurements) should be sent so RAN4 can take this into account for any future work. Further, RAN4 can check if they are correct or if any requirements are missing or can be simplified.
The objective is not to introduce any new measurement criteria but to ensure that the existing cell reselection is applicable for ANR and either all steps (delay requirements) are needed. 
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[bookmark: _Toc36386746][bookmark: _Toc36550188][bookmark: _Toc37280736]Send a LS to RAN4 to verify that the ANR measurements specified by RAN2 would work fine.

Conclusion
In section 2 we made the following observations:
Observation 1	RAN2 has made some assumptions on the ANR measurements. Defining measurements is as such RAN4 responsibility. Thus, for sanity check RAN2 should verify/cross check with RAN4.

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Send a LS to RAN4 to verify that the ANR measurements specified by RAN2 would work fine.
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