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1	Introduction
Last RAN2 meeting RAN2 started to discuss the SI: Study on support of reduced capability NR devices for Rel-17 [1], and made a few agreements.
The contribution discusses initial access of RedCap UEs with such reduced capabilities.
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In the RedCap SI, several features are considered to be reduced/limited for UE complexity reduction, as listed below [1].
	· Reduced number of UE RX/TX antennas
· UE Bandwidth reduction 
Note: Rel-15 SSB bandwidth should be reused and L1 changes minimized 
· Half-Duplex-FDD 
· Relaxed UE processing time 
· Relaxed UE processing capability 



It should be noted that some of features listed above are needed for the Random Access (RA) procedure to access to the cell (i.e. before reporting its capability). Hence, the above listed features can be categorized into two groups: features that only require a capability, and features that require both capability and special handling of RA procedure, which are summarized in our previous contribution R2-2006660.
In parallel, RAN1 is also evaluating the impact of the reduced capabilities. From the discussion, they are also evaluating the impact to the Random access procedure with the reduced number of UE RX antennas, and it turns out that the main bottleneck of the coverage during the Random Access procedure is PUSCH (which is impacted by UE TX antennas), so to reduce the number of UE RX antennas would not result the decrease of coverage. Then, to have a separate PRACH occasion for RedCap UEs may not always be required, if we only take into account the reduced number of UE RX antennas.
However, as described in our R2-2006660, it should be noted that still other feature (e.g. Relaxed UE processing time/capability) requires a different timing during the Random Access procedure (unless network always uses long K2 value even to the normal UE which results performance degradation of the normal UEs), so it is still beneficial for UE to indicate its capability early to the network (i.e. either Msg1 or Msg3 during the Random Access procedure). Hence, as provided our input to the email discussion [Post111-e][914], a RedCap UE has to be identified in Msg3 at the latest to handle RedCap UEs correctly and to not degrade performance of the legacy UEs. RAN2 can still wait for further progress from RAN1, and decide which one to go in the WI phase.
Proposal 1:	A RedCap UE has to be identified in Msg3 at the latest (i.e. either Msg1 or Msg3).
Proposal 2:	Whether to go with Msg1 or Msg3 for the early indication can be determined based on RAN1 input. 

3	Conclusion
Proposal 1:	A RedCap UE has to be identified in Msg3 at the latest (i.e. either Msg1 or Msg3).
Proposal 2:	Whether to go with Msg1 or Msg3 for the early indication can be determined based on RAN1 input. 
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