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Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss the found issues related to ignoring cellReservedForOtherUse for IAB node.	
Discussion
The issue is due to the latest progress in NPN WI, which requires NPN capable UE to use cellReservedForOtherUse to determine whether a cell is NPN-only cell. If IAB ignores this field, then the resulted behaviour is not correct. 
The detailed explanations of the problematic RRC behavior are provided in the accompanying contribution paper [1]. More specifically, a NPN capable IAB node will not be able to determine whether a cell is a NPN-Only cell according to the definition of NPN-only cell. And, IAB node’s behaviour on NPN-only cell will be incorrect when doing the SIB validity check and calculating the PLMN index for “selectedPLMN-Identity”. 
To handle these issue some changes are needed in the RRC specification, which is also discussed in [1]. In this agenda item we may need to check whether any changes to 38.304 are necessary. 
The intended behaviour should be that cellReservedForOtherUse is not ignored for a NPN capable IAB node when determining whether a cell is a NPN-Only cell. Currently in 38.304 a note exists
	NOTE:	For IAB node, it ignores the cellBarred, cellReservedForOperatorUse and cellReservedForOtherUse as defined in TS 38.331 [3].



We see two possible options 
Option 1Clarify in both TS 38.331 and 38.304 (see Appendix for changes to 38.304).
Option 2 Do not change 38.304 but to only have changes to 38.331, as the existing note anyway point to 38.331 (see [1] for details). 
We slightly prefer Option 2 for its simplicity, but it is suggested to discuss on these options in RAN2. 
Proposal 1:  	RAN2 discuss and decide whether changes to TS 38.304 are needed to handle the problematic behaviour as an NPN capable IAB node ignoring the field cellReservedForOtherUse when determining whether a cell is a NPN-Only cell. 
IE cellReservedForFutureUse is newly added by NPN WI for future use, with the same principle that the access control of IAB node is controlled by IE iab-Support independently, cellReservedForFutureUse should also be ignored by IAB node but it has not been reflected in 38.304.
Proposal 2: IE cellReservedForFutureUse should be ignored by IAB node.
If it is considered necessary, the TPs in the Appendix can be considered. 
Conclusion
Based on the above, RAN2 is requested to discuss the following proposal:
Proposal 1:  	RAN2 discuss and decide whether changes to TS 38.304 are needed to handle the problematic behaviour as an NPN capable IAB node ignoring the field cellReservedForOtherUse when determining whether a cell is a NPN-Only cell. 
Proposal 2: IE cellReservedForFutureUse should be ignored by IAB node.

If it is considered necessary, the TPs in the Appendix can be considered. 
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Appendix TP for 38.304
This TP is based on “R2-2004281 Corrections to 38.304 for supporting IAB in NPN”.
======start of  the TP=======
[bookmark: _Toc29245223][bookmark: _Toc37298574]5.3.1	Cell status and cell reservations
<Unchanged text omitted>
NOTE:	For IAB node, it ignores the cellBarred, cellReservedForOperatorUse,cellReservedForFutureUse and cellReservedForOtherUse as defined in TS 38.331 [3], except for that NPN capable IAB node does not ignore  cellReservedForOtherUse when determining whether a cell is a NPN-only C.
======end of  the TP=======
