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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 would like to thank RAN1 for their LS in R1-1709789 entitled “LS on PBCH content”. RAN2 has discussed the content of the NR-MIB (NR-PBCH) and would like to provide the following answers to the questions raised by RAN1 in their LS:
· SFN
· From RAN2 perspective, the (part of) SFN in MIB is used by the UE to determine the scheduling of SIB1. RAN2 has no strong opinion on the (part of) SFN length in MIB, but we could use LTE SFN signalling (8 bits in PBCH) as a baseline.
· For other purposes, e.g. DRX, Measurement Gap etc., the remaining part of SFN or Hyper SFN if needed could be included in SIB1. 
· Regarding the SFN length in the MIB, it should be the same for both SA and NSA scenarios. 

· Information for quick identification that UE cannot camp on the cell

· RAN2’s view is to have some information in MIB indicating that a cell is not campable (at least to address the NSA cell case). This additional information is under discussion in RAN2 and if needed then this information would be at most 2 bits. 
· Area ID
· Value tag
· RAN2 has agreed that no value tag/area related information will be included in MIB.
· Cell ID extension
· For cell ID extension, RAN2 understands this refers to physical cell ID extension (i.e. not related to global Cell ID) and RAN2 has not identified a RAN2 need for physical Cell ID extension. Hence, RAN2 would like to leave the discussion and final decision to RAN1. RAN2 would like to indicate to RAN1 that in LTE, the UE can acquire global Cell ID via reading SIB1 when PCI confusion occurs. Additionally, it would be possible to add such an extension (to the Physical Cell Identity) in future releases but it would not be understood by legacy UEs.
In summary:
· Hyper-SFN: Not included in PBCH;
· Information for quick identification that UE cannot camp on the cell: FFS; if needed, at most this information would be 2 bits;
· Area ID: Not included in PBCH;
· Value tag: Not included in PBCH;
· Cell ID extension: RAN2 has not identified the need to have it and would like to leave the discussion and final decision on whether this is needed to RAN1.
2. Actions:

To RAN1 group.

ACTION: RAN2 would like to request RAN1 to take the above information into account in the discussions of the content of PBCH. 
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #99 
21th – 25th August 2017
Berlin, DE.

TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #99bis


 
9th – 13th October 2017

Prague, CZ.
4. Offline conclusion (to be removed before LS is sent)
In summary:

· Regarding the SFN length in MIB, from RAN2 perspective, it is mainly used for the UE to determine the scheduling of SIB1. For other purpose, e.g. DRX, Gap, etc, the rest part of SFN could be contained in SIB1. RAN2 has no strong opinion on the SFN length in MIB, but we could use LTE as baseline, i.e. totally 10 bits. RAN2 is also discussing whether Hyper HFN is needed for larger DRX cycle. RAN2 will let RAN1 know the result later if any.
· FFS HO handling regarding SFN acquisition.
· Regarding the SFN length, it should be same for SA and NSA scenario. 

· Regarding how to handle NSA if part SFN is included in SIB1, we need further discussion based on paper. .

· Regarding what information is contained in RMSI, and whether we have SIB1/2 will also be discussed based on paper. 
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