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1. Introduction
At RAN2#115-e, based on [1], [2] and [3], RAN2 discussed early identification and camping restrictions for RedCap UEs. However following issues are still open:
· Summary proposal 5: 	[14/12] Discuss whether system information should provide information on which cells accept RedCap UE access, and if, what this information should include (e¸g. support, barring?) and in which form (e.g. NCell, allow-list, exclude-list)
· [To discuss] Whether to support RedCap specific cell (re)selection parameters and/or priorities (e.g. Qrxlevmin, Qualmin, offsets, cellReselectionPriorities, etc.)
In this contribution, we continue the discussion on these open points.
1. [bookmark: Proposal_Pattern_Length]Discussion

Regarding open issue “-	Summary proposal 5: 	[14/12] Discuss whether system information should provide information on which cells accept RedCap UE access, and if, what this information should include (e¸g. support, barring?) and in which form (e.g. NCell, allow-list, exclude-list)”, it was discussed in offline 104:
	Summary for Question 5
26 replies have been provided. Of those, 14 replies are ‘yes’ and 12 are ‘no’. Companies replying ‘yes’ argue that this would help with UE avoiding measurements, companies replying ‘no’ say that NW does not advertise supported features in general and discuss possible issue with SI updates e.g. in the case barring indication changes frequently. 
It has also been brought up that RAN3 is having a similar discussion, at least related to HO cases, and there may be further RAN3 progress.
It is proposed to continue the discussion considering there is support but equal opposition at the moment.
Summary proposal 5: 	[To discuss, 2nd prio] [14/12] Discuss whether system information should provide information on which cells accept RedCap UE access, and if, what this information should include (e¸g. support, barring?) and in which form (e.g. NCell, allow-list, exclude-list)





To our understanding is that normally the operator will upgrade their network on the same frequency simultaneously, and then we only need to consider inter-frequency case. We believe dedicated frequency priority should be sufficient to resolve the problem for inter-frequency. In addition, as mentioned in offline discussion, if the barring information for different cells are dynamical, it will increase the broadcast overhead, and is not desirable.
Proposal 1: Do not introduce an indication in system information on whether a neighbor cell accepts access by RedCap UEs. 
Regarding open issue “-	[To discuss] Whether to support RedCap specific cell (re)selection parameters and/or priorities (e.g. Qrxlevmin, Qualmin, offsets, cellReselectionPriorities, etc.)”, there are following options:
1) RedCap specific cell (re)selection parameters?
2) RedCap specific Qrxlevmin, Qualmin? (Or other parameters in detail)
3) Separate cell (re)selection priorities? 
The issue was discussed in offline [104]:
	Summary for Question 6
There are 24 replies for Q6. For 1), 3 companies indicate support, for 2) 10 companies indicate support and for 3) 6 companies indicate support (in combination with 2)). Further, 9 companies prefer to do nothing, and 5 companies indicate neutral to all of some of the options. 
Motivation for these enhancements are mainly related to the possible worse coverage the UE may experience. However, as commented, and also in rapporteur’s understanding, RedCap-specific coverage enhancements are not in the scope of the WID. 
It seems difficult to make any agreement on these based on the support right now, thus no proposal is made. It is suggested that discussion, if time permits, on the need for these enhancements can be continued in future meetings based on company contributions.  



For 3, similar to above issue, we do not see the need to have cell specific reselection priority since frequency priority should be sufficient. However for 1 and 2, we see the benefits to have Rx specific threshold for cell (re)selection considering the coverage is different for 1Rx and 2Rx UEs.
Proposal 2: Introduce Rx specific threshold used for cell (re)selection as coverage may be different depending on the number of UE’s Rx antennas. 
1. Conclusion
Based on the discussion, we have following observation and proposals:
Proposal 1: Do not introduce an indication in system information on whether a neighbor cell accepts access by RedCap UEs. 
Proposal 2: Introduce Rx specific threshold used for cell (re)selection as coverage may be different depending on the number of UE’s Rx antennas. 
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