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1	Introduction
RAN2 has discussed and agreed the following for EN-DC cell reselection [1].
EN-DC cell reselection (not agreed R2#107)
R2-1915219    Further consideration on EN-DC cell reselection  CMCC, Huawei, vivo, ZTE, OPPO, xiaomi     discussion      Rel-16    R2-1913233
DISCUSSION
-    Ericsson are ok with this, and think we should make the behaviour configurable rather then hardcoded, and base on Alt2
-    LG think dedicated priority fixes this, and think the UE can anyway get a new configuration regularly. Ericsson think not. 
-    Nokia think dedicated priorities work but may require frequent reconfig / TAU. Nokia think it is more important to reduce system information. 
-    Vivo think broadcast would be sufficient. 
     We attempt to converge, based on Alt2, see CRs next meeting.
-            Alt 2. Broadcast separate cellReselectionPriority indication for LTE UE and EN-DC UE in system information.
This contribution further discusses the remaining issues on EN-DC cell reselection. 
2	Discussion
Cell reselection priority (CRP) is provided in release message and/or in SIBs. One can wonder whether separate CRP should be provided in release message as well. In release message, NW can already configure the priority taking UE’s EN-DC capability into account. Hence the separate list is not needed. 
Proposal 1: Only a single CRP per frequency is configured in release message.
In the current specification, CRP is configured each frequency of each RAT. Depending on whether separate CRP is useful for all RATs or only for specific RATs, it will be clear which SIB should include the separate CRP. The separate CRP is to apply different CRP to EN-DC UE to enable fast EN-DC setup. Then it is only EUTRA that matters. It would not make any different in terms of EN-DC setup which UTRA cell UE is camping on.
Proposal 2: Separate CRP per E-UTRA frequency can be signaled in LTE SIB3 and LTE SIB5. 
Proposal 3: Separate CRP per E-UTRA frequency can be signaled in NR SIB5.
In case EN-DC common priority and legacy common priority are broadcast, one can consider whether a new indication in release message is needed to control some EN-DC UEs to apply EN-DC common priority while other EN-DC UEs apply legacy common priority. Since EN-DC common priority is useful for all EN-DC UEs to enable fast EN-DC setup, there seems no real need to introduce such indicator in release message.
Proposal 4: No new indicator in release message is introduced to indicate which common priority is applied. 
In the current specification, common priority is ignored if dedicated priority is available. It is fine if the dedicate priority is provided by Rel-16 ENB. However if dedicated priority is provided by legacy ENB, the priority may not reflect EN-DC capability. To overcome this, one can consider to define new rule such that EN-DC common priority > dedicated priority > legacy common priority if legacy ENB allocate the dedicated priority, and dedicated priority > EN-DC common priority > legacy common priority if Rel-16 ENB allocate the dedicate priority (presence of a new indication may mean the ENB in Rel-16 ENB). One can expect ENBs within a geographical area would be upgraded to Rel-16 simultaneously, hence such new rule may not be required. 
Proposal 5: Dedicate priority take precedence to EN-DC specific common priority. 
CRs to 36.331 and 38.331 are provided for discussion and agreement [2], [3].
3	Conclusion
Based on the above, RAN2 is requested to discuss and if possible agree on the following proposal:
Proposal 1: Only a single CRP per frequency is configured in RRCConnectionRelease message.
Proposal 2: Separate CRP per E-UTRA frequency can be signaled in LTE SIB3 and LTE SIB5. 
Proposal 3: Dedicate priority take precedence to EN-DC specific common priority. 
Proposal 5: No new indicator in release message is introduced to indicate which common priority is applied. 
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