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1 Introduction
RAN2#116bis-e has discussed UE capabilities in offline [047] with the following outcome:

	· [047] IoT-NTN support is indicated by single per UE capability indication. This capability indication comprises of all RAN1 features needed for IoT-NTN and the following control plane and user plane functionalities of RAN2.

- TA Pre-compensation, RAR Window adjustments and MAC contention resolution Timer adjustments.

- Timer adjustments for PDCP/RLC/MAC for NTN operation.

- Acquisition of new SIB for IoT-NTN access

- GNSS Support.

· [047] FFS whether Support for soft TA switching procedure is optional for IoT-NTN UE.

· [047] FFS whether Support for PUR Timer modifications is optional for IoT-NTN UE that supports PUR for terrestrial case. 

· [047] TA Reporting is optional for IoT-NTN UE with separate capability indication from UE

· [047] Capability bit signalling is not needed for support of cell reselection based on timer functionality. UE not having this capability will follow legacy cell reselection behaviour.

· [047] FFS if the Existing CHO capability indication can be reused for IoT-NTN CHO (FFS if it can be applied to terrestrial case). 

· [047] FFS whether Capability Indication of existing IoT-Features until Rel-16 are reused in NTN, or to what extent they need to be duplicated to allow for different Interop Test (IOT) Status.  


In this document, we discuss the need for capability Indication of existing IoT-Features for NTN. 
2 Discussion
The need for an IOT bit to indicate that an existing optional TN feature is (also) supported in NTN was discussed in [1]. 

In general, we do not support duplicating the capabilities, this will create market fragmentation and signalling overhead.  

There may be some features where enhancements specific to the feature have been introduced in NTN, e.g. PUR timer enhancements. In that case, we should introduce a specific new capability (not an IOT bit) as proposed in [3].

For features where no other enhancement than the mandatory NTN enhancements, e.g. EDT, we assume that the reporting of the existing capability(ies) together with support of NTN is sufficient. If problems are discovered later that require some changes, then a capability can be added later.

For features with no enhancement at all for NTN, e.g. Release assistance indication or DL Channel Quality Reporting, we do not see the justification for differentiation.

Proposal: There is no need to introduce IOT bit for differentiation between TN and NTN for existing features. Feature specific NTN enhancements should be indicated by specific capability.
3 Conclusion
In this document, we have discussed the need for capability Indication of existing IoT-Features for NTN and made the following proposal:
Proposal: There is no need to introduce IOT bit for differentiation between TN and NTN for existing features. Feature specific NTN enhancements should be indicated by specific capability.
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