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1	Introduction
One of the main benefits of NR is that operators have the possibility to utilize the mmWave spectrum (i.e., FR2) thus allowing UE to access better performance in terms or latency and capacity. However, at the moment is not possible for the network to indicate to the UE in which frequency to camp according to their mobility state. This would be particularly useful for those use cases, such as Fixed Wireless Access, FWA, where stationary UE may benefit from a PCell on FR2 which allows for higher capacity but helps also the network to offload lower frequencies (e.g., FR1). In this contribution we propose solutions to address this problem.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866][bookmark: _Ref189046994]2	Discussion
Even if NR has the benefits to allow the deployment of cells in FR2, so far higher frequencies have been mainly utilized in case of dual connectivity (i.e., where the SCG is deployed on FR2) and/or in case of carrier aggregation. This is mainly because due to large propagation loss and fast fading effects, which make mobility in FR2 quite difficult.
[bookmark: _Toc146802207]Mobility in FR2 is quite challenging due large propagation loss and fast fading effects.
Further, UE is generally required to use more power when operating on FR2 and also measurements require some effort as beam measurements are more complex than measurements performed on FR1.
[bookmark: _Toc146802208]When operating on FR2, UE generally uses more power and measurements on beams are more complex.
The observations described above, make very difficult to handle particular use cases, such as Fixed Wireless Access (FWA), where UE are mostly stationary or with low mobility. In such a case, it would be beneficial for the network to have a means so that the UEs which are in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE would camp on a cell in FR2.
[bookmark: _Toc146802209]It would be beneficial for the network to have a means so that the UEs which are in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE would camp on a cell in FR2.
In order to address this aspect, possible solutions could be adopted, also considering that current specification already support actions for UEs in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE based on their mobility state. According to this, the following options can be pursued:
· Option 1: Try to reuse the mobility evaluation specified for the relaxed measurement (by the power saving WI).
· Option 2: Specify new mobility evaluation criteria for low mobility and stationary UE.
Since the mobility evaluation criteria in case of Option 1 are tight to the way how a UE can relax its measurements, it would be less complex to have specify new mobility evaluation criteria which are more general and not tight to have specific feature. Therefore, we propose:
[bookmark: _Toc146802210]New mobility evaluation criteria are specified for low mobility and stationary UEs in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE so that they can be steered to camp on a cell deployed in FR2.
Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	Mobility in FR2 is quite challenging due large propagation loss and fast fading effects.
Observation 2	When operating on FR2, UE generally uses more power and measurements on beams are more complex.
Observation 3	It would be beneficial for the network to have a means so that the UEs which are in RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE would camp on a cell in FR2.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	New mobility evaluation criteria are specified for low mobility and stationary UEs in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE so that they can be steered to camp on a cell deployed in FR2.
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