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[bookmark: _Ref124589705][bookmark: _Ref129681862]Introduction
According to the updated WID [1], one objective of RedCap WI is as follows:
	· Specify a system information indication to indicate whether a RedCap UE can camp on the cell/frequency or not; it shall be possible for the indication to be specific to the number of Rx branches of the UE. [RAN2, RAN1]  


In this contribution, we share our views on issues related to this objective.
Discussions
MIB, SIB1, and the DCI associated SIB1 are the main candidates to carry the system information indication for the purpose of indicating access and camping restrictions specifically target for RedCap UEs. One limitation of using MIB is that there is only one spare bit left in MIB. On the other hand, many proposals in RAN2 suggest various numbers of system information indication bits to be specified.
Observation 1: Even if RAN2 eventually decides that only 1 bit is needed, the overall impact of (supporting or not supporting) RedCap UEs does not warranted the use of the last spare bit in MIB for such indication. 
Proposal 1. System information indication for indicating access and camping restrictions specifically target for RedCap UEs is not provided via MIB.
On the camping indicator for RedCap UEs as a whole, one possible way is to add an explicit indication in the system information, and another possible way is to use any RedCap-specific configuration in the system information, e.g., separate initial UL/DL BWP, separate RACH resource, or RACH preamble partitioning for RedCap UEs, as an implicit indication. We are slightly in favor of having an explicit indication, as this will provide network vendors and operators flexibility in deciding whether or how to configure early identification in the system information. 
Proposal 2. Specify an explicit camping indicator for RedCap UEs in the system information.
On the issue of reusing intraFreqReselection indicator or defining a new flag for RedCap UEs, we think the existing intraFreqReselection indicator can be used for RedCap UEs as well.
[bookmark: Observation1]Proposal 3. The existing intraFreqReselection indicator is to be applied to RedCap UEs as well.
[bookmark: _Ref129681832]Conclusions
Observation 1: Even if RAN2 eventually decides that only 1 bit is needed, the overall impact of (supporting or not supporting) RedCap UEs does not warranted the use of the last spare bit in MIB for such indication. 
The followings are proposed:
[bookmark: _Ref124589665][bookmark: _Ref71620620][bookmark: _Ref124671424]Proposal 1. System information indication for indicating access or camping restrictions specifically target for RedCap UEs is not provided via MIB.
Proposal 2. Specify an explicit camping indicator for RedCap UEs in the system information.
Proposal 3. The existing intraFreqReselection indicator is to be applied to RedCap UEs as well.
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