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Introduction
RAN2 agreed to introduce cell barring information in NR-MIB. However, there are a number of open issues on how the cell barring should be exactly specified:

Agreements (replace the WA from previous meeting that is not confirmed)
1: "cellBarred" IE (corresponding to "Information for quick identification that UE can't camp on the cell" in RAN1 LS) is present in the MIB and it has the same effect as the LTE "cellBarred" IE.
FFS Duration of the barring timer.
2: "intraFreqReselection" IE is present in the MIB and it has the same effect as the LTE "intraFreqReselection" IE
FFS Whether additional "cellBarred" and "intraFreqReselection" IEs are signalled in NR SIB1

Discussion
The possibility of having a different timer value for cells indicated as barred due to NSA operation and cells barred for operator purposes (e.g. for maintenance) has been mentioned in e.g. [1]. The main proposal has been to introduce a longer cell barred timer (e.g. 600 s instead of 300 s) for NSA operation with the motivation that it is unlikely that the cell operated in NSA deployment is changed to SA deployment during the longer barring time.
In our opinion, the main reason for the current 300 s barring time is to allow the UE to avoid trying to reselect the same cell or a cell on the same frequency (if intra-frequency reselection is allowed) in order to help UE to save some battery consumption. Compared to the other on-going processes in the UE (e.g. paging reception), the difference between 300s and 600s for cell barring is unlikely to provide a significant additional battery saving opportunities. 
Furthermore, we see some negative impacts of having a very long barring time indicated in MIB. By placing the cell barring functionality in MIB, it is easier to create a malicious fake gNB broadcasting only limited cell barring information. Such a fake gNB will be able to prohibit any UEs from using the cell for idle mode camping, and increasing the cell barring time will increase the impact of such an attack.
Based on the analysis above, we do not see a major benefit of differentiating cell barring for NSA deployment and cell barring for operator use
Proposal 1: No additional cellBarred and intraFreqReselection is provided in SIB1
Proposal 2: Same barring time is used for NSA and SA cells.
Conclusion
Based on discussion in Section 2, we propose
Proposal 1: No additional cellBarred and intraFreqReselection is provided in SIB1
Proposal 2: Same barring time is used for NSA and SA cells.
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