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1	Introduction
Discussions and agreements for the eRedCap WI from RAN2#123 are provided in [1]. In addition to the meeting report, this contribution also considers the outcome of the post-meeting email discussion on UE capabilities [3]. Most issues under discussed have been resolved. In this contribution we highlight some of the remaining discussions.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
In addition to the FFSs captured in the meeting minutes there was a post-meeting email discussion as mentioned above. This discussion, on UE capabilities, resulted in a number of proposals that seem to have consensus. Yet there are issues that need further discussion. 
2.1	FFS related to RAN1 feature list	
The following FFS is related to the RAN1 feature list.
[bookmark: _Hlk146666558]Proposal 2.1.      FFS what RAN1 referred by “separate” in relation to eRedCap UEs vs RedCap UEs for the following components “Separate initial UL BWP for eRedCap UEs” and “Separate initial DL BWP for eRedCap UEs”.
[bookmark: _Toc146565899]In Rel-17, the following statements “Separate initial UL BWP for eRedCap UEs” and “Separate initial DL BWP for eRedCap UEs” stated clearly that it is possible to configure a separate initial UL/DL BWP for RedCap UEs with respect to non-RedCap UEs. There is a similar agreement in Rel-18 for eRedCap UEs, however it should be clearly captured in the specifications whether the initial UL/DL BWP for eRedCap UEs is separate with respect to RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs.

[bookmark: _Toc146669272]RAN2 confirms that separate initial UL/DL BWP can be configured for eRedCap UEs when initial UL/DL BWP is not configured for RedCap UEs otherwise initial UL/DL BWP is used by both (e)RedCap UEs.

2.2	Early indication in Msg1
One open issue has to do with the Msg1 early indication [2] agreed by RAN1 during RAN1#113. According to the agreement the network can optionally configure separate PRACH resources for early identification of eRedCap UEs. If such separate PRACH resources are configured, the network can identify eRedCap UEs when Msg1 is received. If there are no separate PRACH resources configured, eRedCap UEs can use the PRACH resources configured for Rel-17 RedCap UEs leaving the differentiation between Rel-17 RedCap and Rel-18 eRedCap UEs until after receiving the indication in Msg3. The related agreements in RAN1 are shown below:

A network-configurable additional separate early indication in Msg1 for Rel-18 eRedCap UEs is supported.
o	When Msg1 indication for Rel-18 eRedCap UEs is configured, it is used by Rel-18 eRedCap UEs (with or without UE BB bandwidth reduction).
When Msg1 indication for Rel-18 eRedCap UEs is not configured while Msg1 indication for Rel-17 RedCap UEs is configured, Rel-18 eRedCap UEs shall share the PRACH that is configured for Rel-17 RedCap UEs.

During RAN2#123 three options were proposed [4], however RAN2 could not agree on either of these proposals. Having checked the RAN1 agreement, option 1 appears to be the best match, i.e., “when random access resource set(s) specific for eRedCap UEs are not configured: Option 1: eRedCap UE considers both eRedCap and RedCap features as applicable to its Random-Access procedure.”

[bookmark: _Toc146565900][bookmark: _Toc146669273]Rel-18 eRedCap UEs use the PRACH resources configured for Rel-17 RedCap UEs if there are no PRACH resources configured explicitly for Rel-18 eRedCap UEs.
2.2	Handover mechanism
Further during RAN2#123 there were discussions in [4] and [1] regarding the handover mechanism for eRedCap devices. The agreement according to [1] states: “Network should ensure the target gNB supports/allows eRedCap UE, in the handover of eRedCap UE.” Although this may seem clear there is a chance of misinterpreting the agreement since the order of the words have changed, namely: “the NW should ensure to handover the eRedCap UEs to the target cell which support eRedCap UE” [4]. Thus, we propose a clarification of the agreement by reformulating the proposal while keeping the same intend:
 
[bookmark: _Toc146565901][bookmark: _Toc146669274]The network should ensure that eRedCap UEs are handed over to target gNBs that supports/allows eRedCap UEs.

3	Conclusion 
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN2 confirms that separate initial UL/DL BWP can be configured for eRedCap UEs when initial UL/DL BWP is not configured for RedCap UEs otherwise initial UL/DL BWP is used by both (e)RedCap UEs.
Proposal 2	Rel-18 eRedCap UEs use the PRACH resources configured for Rel-17 RedCap UEs if there are no PRACH resources configured explicitly for Rel-18 eRedCap UEs.
Proposal 3	The network should ensure that eRedCap UEs are handed over to target gNBs that supports/allows eRedCap UEs.
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