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1. Introduction 

RAN2 initiated the following offline:
· [AT114-e][402][eMTC R16] systemInfoUnchanged-BR in RSS  (Qualcomm)

Scope: Check whether the intention is agreeable and there is sufficient support
in principle; collect initial comments.

Intended outcome: Report in R2-2106547

Deadline: Monday 2021-05-24 12:00 UTC

This document is to capture the company views on the changes proposed in the CR in R2-2105922.

2. Company views on the proposed changes.
Question 1: Do you support the intention of the CR in R2-2105922? 

	Company
	Yes/No
	Justification for your answer.

	ZTE
	No
	The systemInfoUnchanged-BR-r15 is a high layer signaling IE. It’s not directly included in RSS signal (it also cannot be there). Only the value of systemInfoUnchanged-BR-r15 is used in the calculation of [image: image2.png]


. Therefore, the description of “The systemInfoUnchanged-BR … in RSS” as mentioned in the CR may be not so suitable. 

We think the existing description is fine and clear enough to indicate that UE can deduce whether previously stored SIB1-BR and SI messages are still valid based on the information in RSS.

We are fine to consider only adding a reference of 36.211, e.g., :

….MasterInformationBlock (using systemInfoUnchanged-BR) and RSS (if transmitted, see TS 36.211 [21]) may indicate that a change has not occurred in the SIB1-BR and SI messages of the current cell at least over the SI validity time…..

But this may not need a separate CR?

	Ericsson
	Yes
	However, based upon ZTE input we can have as below.
SystemInformationBlockType1 (or MasterInformationBlock-NB/ MasterInformationBlock-TDD-NB in NB-IoT) includes a value tag systemInfoValueTag, that indicates if a change has occurred in the SI messages. UEs may use systemInfoValueTag, e.g. upon return from out of coverage, to verify if the previously stored SI messages are still valid.  In MasterInformationBlock and in RSS (if transmitted, see TS 36.211 [21]) may indicate that a change has not occurred in the SIB1-BR and SI messages of the current cell at least over the SI validity time using the systemInfoUnchanged-BR, and the BL UEs or UEs in CE may use systemInfoUnchanged-BR, e.g. upon return from out of coverage, to verify if the previously stored SIB1-BR and SI messages are still valid. Additionally, for other than BL UEs or UEs in CE or NB-IoT UEs, the UE considers stored system information to be invalid after 3 hours from the moment it was successfully confirmed as valid, unless specified otherwise. BL UE or UE in CE considers stored system information to be invalid after 24 hours from the moment it was successfully confirmed as valid, unless the UE is configured by parameter si-ValidityTime to consider stored system information to be invalid 3 hours after validity confirmation. NB-IoT UE considers stored system information to be invalid after 24 hours from the moment it was successfully confirmed as valid. If a BL UE, UE in CE or NB-IoT UE in RRC_CONNECTED state considers the stored system information invalid, the UE shall continue using the stored system information while in RRC_CONNECTED state in the serving cell.



	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	We don’t think there is room for confusion with the current specification, 36.331 already refers to RSS and 36.211 describes how RSS conveys the value of systemInfoUnchanged-BR
It does not appear to be a critical correction, but just wording improvement and this is also reflected in the lack of “consequence” on the CR cover page

	Sequans
	Yes
	Agree that this is not a critical correction but we are fine to clarify based on Ericsson’s proposal (removing the two first “In”s: “ MasterInformationBlock and RSS (if transmitted …” )
The note in the MIB description is useful


Question 2: If you support the intention of the change then do you support the change proposed to section 5.2.1.3 in CR in R2-2105922? 

	Company
	Yes/No
	If No, provide alternative change.

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	


Question 3: If you support the intention of the change then do you support the proposal to add additional information to description of systemInfoUnchanged-BR in CR in R2-2105922? 

	Company
	Yes/No
	If No, provide alternative change.

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	


3. Conclusion

Five companies participated in this offline of which 1 company think no change is needed, 1 company thinks it is sufficient to just add reference, 3 companies consider change similar to that in the CR in R2-2105922 is useful.

Proposal: RAN2 discuss whether to pursue with the intent of the CR.
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