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1. Introduction 
There are three options have been provided about RedCap capability exchange for cell access and restriction in last meeting [1]. One relies on OAM and the others are signalling based solutions. In this contribution, we will further discuss this open issue and provide our proposal.
2. [bookmark: _Ref178064866]Discussion
2.1. Redcap UE cell access restriction 
RAN3 discussed three potential options to support Redcap UE cell access and restriction [1]
-     Solution 1: Relying on OAM setting
-     Solution 2: New signaling solution via Xn Setup and Configuration Update messages, e.g., reflect the SIB content in the served cell information or include a redcap support indicator, and could additionally include sub-IEs indicating barring, e.g., 1RX redcap UEs. 
-     Other solutions: e.g., new signaling via Xn HO handover messages, e.g., add a list of non-supporting Redcap cells in: Xn HO Failure, Xn HO Request acknowledge, NG Target NG-RAN to Source NG-RAN Failure container, Target NG-RAN to Source NG-RAN transparent container.
The main discussion point is whether to support flexible configuration of Redcap. Namely, the Redcap capability of gNB is configured via OAM or exchanged via signalling (XnAP). In our understanding, whether RedCap is supported or not is relatively fixed information. The gNB capability will not change often. Redcap capability is configured by OAM to have minimal specification impact.
Proposal 1: RedCap capability can rely on OAM setting. 
Furthermore, some companies are concerned that the bar information of Redcap gNB may be changed i.e., scenario C was agreed in the last meeting.
C.     New gNB (Rel-17) where RedCap UEs are temporarily barred, e.g., for 1Rx or 2Rx RedCap UE; How frequent the barring would happen depends on RAN2 reply
 In scenario C, OAM cannot satisfy the frequent changes of bar information. But note that frequent update to system information is not what we expect, and the bar information of cells are not changed between gNB over the Xn interface usually based on TS.38.423.
Moreover, we consider that even if the bar information of target R17 gNB can be changed due to load,  the source CU will not handover a (RedCap) UE to an overload target gNB. Because gNB knows neighbours’ load information based on Resource Status Reporting procedure (MLB). 
For example, a cell under the target R17 gNB allows 1RX and 2RX RedCap UE access, and it will bar 2RX RedCap UE when it overload. Source gNB knows the load information of this target R17 gNB periodically (or via polling), so it will not handover a UE to this overload target R17 gNB until the target R17 gNB back to the normal load level. Normal load level means that it allows both 1RX and 2RX RedCap UE access. In other words, source gNB will not handover a RedCap UE to a target R17 gNB which bar information changes.
Observation 1: Source R17 gNB will not handover a RedCap UE to a target R17 gNB when the bar information of target R17 gNB changes due to load.
Hence no matter how frequent the barring would happen, OAM is a more suitable solution to support cell access and restriction for Redcap UE.
Proposal 2: It is propose to agree solution 1, i.e., OAM, to support RedCap UE mobility.
For the handover between R17 gNB and legacy gNB, RAN2 confirms that RedCap UEs should not attempt to camp/access in legacy cells or be handed over to such cells. And the target legacy gNB does not understand e.g. new values or fields introduced in the radio capability signalling for RedCap UEs and cannot signal new cause values [2]. From RAN3 perspective, we do not need to further discuss the handover between R17 gNB and legacy gNB at this stage because this scenario is not supported by RAN2.
Proposal 3: RAN3 does not discuss the handover between R17 gNB and legacy gNB at this stage.
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Proposal 1: RedCap capability can rely on OAM setting. 
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