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1 Introduction

CB: # RedCap2_UECapability
- Add cause value “RedCap UE is temporarily barred” is introduced in XnAP as well as in NGAP?

- Update the Redcap cell support via NGAP Target to Source NGAP Container when no Xn is available?

- Update for TS38.401?

- Capture agreements and provide stage2/3 TPs if agreeable

(NEC - moderator)

Summary of offline disc
The 1st round of discussion is set to deadline on 24th Feb (Thursday) 11:59 UTC.
The 2nd round of discussion (if needed) is set to deadline on e.g. 28th Fed  (Monday) 11:59 UTC.

2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-20xxxa, R3-20xxxc merged

R3-20xxxc rev [in xxxg] – agreed

R3-20xxxd rev [in xxxh] – agreed

R3-20xxxe rev [in xxxi] – agreed

R3-20xxxf rev [in xxxj] – endorsed

Propose to capture the following:

Agreement text…
Agreement text…

WA: carefully crafted text…

Issue 1: no consensus

Issue 2: issue is acknowledged; need to further check the impact on xxx. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…
3 Discussion (1st round)
RAN3#114bis meeting has reached the following status;

For coordination of RedCap access/mobility restrictions:

· OAM is not precluded (may be sufficient in some deployments)

· Support the exchange of RedCap access configuration via Xn Setup/Configuration Update (solution 2) 

Support sending RedCap access configuration over F1AP

For mobility between nodes without Xn, assume OAM, but allow to revisit next meeting also taking into account RACS discussion if applicable)

Not discussed and to be continued: cause values.

This RAN3#115e meeting we see some contributions that discuss and propose the related mobility with Xn and without Xn interface, with mainly regards to the target gNB that is temporarily barring / return to not barring the RedCap UEs.

This offline discussion then categorize the discussion into three parts: 

- Mobility without Xn interface

- Mobility with Xn interface

- other (TP to 38.401)

3.1 Mobility without Xn interface i.e. NG Handover
One paper [3] discuss  and propose to exchange the support of RedCap cell within the Target to Source container and the Target to Source  Failure Container when no Xn is available i.e. NG handover. The reason for such solution, is explained that to consider a scenario that neighbour cell change the barring status would be more frequent, OAM solution might not good enough.
Q1: Please state if you consider solution  proposed by [3] is feasible and agreeable i.e. include support of RedCap cell  within the Target To Source Transparent Container and the Target to Source Failure Transparent Container. Please also give comment why you think such.
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


[5] propose for the mobility without Xn, a potential way forward  to introduce a new IE with criticality set to “Reject” in the Source to Target Transparent Container to the inform the target gNB about the handover of RedCap UEs. As stated in the paper [5] this propose way forward is related with the TEI17 RACS support discussion (agenda 31.2.4 Support exchange of protocol support at target RAN node for NG handover ) .
Q2: Please state if you consider the proposed way forward to introduce a new IE with criticality “reject” in the Source to Target Transparent Container to inform the target gNB about the handover of RedCap UEs. 

or if you would consider this proposed way forward to be discussed later when after the discussion in agenda 31.2.4 is concluded?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


[1] [2] and [6] propose to include a cause value in NGAP for the handover failure related with the Redcap UE mobility. The reason that the source NG-RAN node when trigger the Xn handover may not be aware of the dynamic change of the no-barring to barring in the target cell.

For the cause value, [1] propose “RedCap UE is temporarily barred”, [4] propose  “RedCap broadcast information changed”, [6] propose “RedCap UE Not Supported”.

Q3: Please state if you consider to include cause value in NGAP for the handover failure related with Redcap UE mobility is agreeable.
If it is agreeable, which/what cause value is agreeable. (“RedCap UE is temporarily barred”[1], “RedCap broadcast information changed”[4], “RedCap UE Not Supported”[6] or other)?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Mobility with Xn interface i.e. Xn Handover

With the already agreed signaling solution  in Xn “Support the exchange of RedCap access configuration via Xn Setup/Configuration Update”, two paper [1] [4] propose to introduce a cause value (“RedCap UE is temporarily barred”[1], “RedCap broadcast information changed” [4]) in XnAP handover failure.

The reason for introduce such cause value for handover failure is explained that the source NG-RAN node when trigger the Xn handover may not be aware of the dynamic change of the no-barring to barring in the target cell.

However  one paper [6] see no need for introduce any cause value for such case.

Q4: Please provide your view whether need to introduce cause value to show for the Xn handover failure related with the RedCap UE. 

If it is agreeable, which/what cause value is agreeable. (“RedCap UE is temporarily barred”[1], or “RedCap broadcast information changed” [4] o other)?).
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 Other (Text Propose to TS38.401)
[5] found it needs to introduce text in 38.401 with related to the RedCap in F1 and propose a TP into baseline CR 38.401.

Q5: Please state if you agree with the TP proposed by [5] into the baseline CR 38.401 for the F1 related.
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.4 Other (if any) 
If any more proposal in any submitted contribution that was overlooked by the moderator, please add here and please add reference of the contribution.
Also, please add any issues or aspects missing from the above.
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Discussion (2nd round, if needed)

Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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