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1.  Introduction
The following agreements were achieved in RAN2#89 [1]:

	Agreements
1
RAN2 intends to maintain the flexibility similar to the one offered by the current SIB concept, i.e., the size of the SIBs should not be fixed. It should be possible to configure features in SIB as required by the operator while trading against achievable coverage. 

1a
RAN2 will aim to align the SIB/SI formats and scheduling in accordance with the recommendations received from RAN1. RAN2 will confirm the SIB concept with RAN1

2
RAN2 intends to branch from SIB1, i.e., LC/EC UEs receive a separate occurrence of SIB1 and others (different time/frequency resources). The new SIB1 is common for EC and LC. FFS whether we reuse the existing SIB IEs or introduce one or more SIBs. 

3
In order to efficiently support cell selection and reselection it would be desirable to transmit SIB1 information separately from other SIBs (in particular to low cost UEs in normal coverage). However, it needs to be investigated whether this is feasible in terms of overhead and total acquisition time. 

4
From RAN2 point of view the scheduling information (time, frequency and MCS/TBS) allowing acquiring of “SIB1” for LC/EC UEs could e.g. be in MIB, i.e., dynamic L1 information in PDCCH is not needed. The required granularity for supported transmission formats and whether it is feasible to indicate this in MIB requires further discussion. 

5
From RAN2 point of view the “SIB1” for LC/EC UEs could contain scheduling information (time, frequency and MCS/TBS) allowing acquiring subsequent SIBs without reading PDCCH. 

6
RAN2 confirms that the TB size restriction of 1000 bit for broadcast is acceptable from RAN2 point of view. This is based is on the assumption that the network provides separate SIBs (different time/frequency resources) to LC/EC UEs and legacy UEs. 


In this contribution we share our considerations on the SIB transmission for Rel-13 MTC UEs.
2.  SIB transmission 

According to the above agreements, new SIB(s) should be introduced for Rel-13 low complexity UEs in normal and enhanced coverage. However, the required system information is different for these two types of UEs. According to the objective of this WI, reduction of measurement time and measurement reporting should be considered for power consumption reduction.  Hence, the neighbouring-cell-related system information (e.g. SIB4-SIB8) is not required for the low complexity UEs in enhanced coverage. But this kind of system information may be useful for the low complexity UEs in normal coverage. 
If the low complexity UEs in normal and enhanced coverage share the same SIBs (or if all the SIBs for MTC UE are shared by the two types of UEs), low complexity UEs in enhanced coverage would have to acquire some system information that are not required for them, which would waste power of low complexity UEs in enhanced coverage. Hence, only the SIB which contains common information for these two types of UE should be shared by low complexity UEs in normal and enhanced coverage. Other SIB(s) (e.g. SIB4) should be separately provided for one of these two types of UEs.
Proposal: SIB(s) that are not required for both types of UEs should be separately provided for each one of them.
3. Conclusions
In this contribution, we discussed the SIB design for Rel-13 MTC UEs. The following proposals are concluded accordingly:

Proposal: SIB(s) that are not required for both types of UEs should be separately provided for each one of them.
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