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1 Introduction

CB: # 3_RedcapMBS
- Check group understanding on Q2

- Provide reply LS to SA2

(moderator - ZTE)

Summary of offline disc R3-237743
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
CR to 38.413 R3-237900 – agreed

CR to 38.473 R3-237901 – agreed

CR to 38.300 R3-237811 – agreed
Reply LS to SA2 in R3-237902 – discussion and approve
3 Group understanding on Q2
On Question 2, all companies agree that the same QoS parameters is applicable for both Redcap UEs and non-Redcap UEs. Meanwhile, one company has concern that non-RedCap UE might experience compromised quality if one session is targeting at both RedCap UE and non-RedCap UE. A solution is proposed for SA2 further check.

Moderator suggest trying to have RAN3 discussion/status included in the LS. 
4 LS back
Moderator observation/suggestion:

· On Question 1, RAN3 consensus is that Scenario 2 can be supported by introducing targeted UE information on NGAP to differentiate the following two cases: “both RedCap UE and non-RedCap UE” and “RedCap UE only”. RAN3 progress on the CRs can also be provided.
· On Question 2, all companies agree that the same QoS parameters applicable for both Redcap UEs and non-Redcap UEs, meanwhile one company has concern that non-RedCap UE might experience compromised quality if one session is targeting both RedCap UE and non-RedCap UE. A solution is proposed for SA2 further check. Current discussion status is suggested to be included in the LS to let SA2 decide (e.g., whether any enhancement is needed).
A DRAFT LS is uploaded for companies’ further check.
5 CRs (based on what can be agreed)
Moderator observation:

· All RAN3 companies think we need to distinguish the case of “both RedCap UE and non-RedCap UE” from “RedCap UE only” case. 

· We can further progress based on company contributions on the CRs. Current three CRs can be further checked by companies, i.e., NGAP, F1AP and 38.300 on stage 2 description.
· On the code points design most companies think “non-RedCap UE only” is also needed, as in Rel-17 it is not clear which type of UE the MBS Broadcast session is targeting to (per RAN2 agreement it is left to implementation).

· On the IE/ASN.1 design, most companies agreed that, for the sake of future-proofing, e.g., new UE type might need to be considered (eRedCap being defined in Rel-18), therefore a UE type list can be used to indicate a list of UE type associated with the MBS Broadcast session for better extendibility. 
All CRs are suggested to be uploaded for further check based on above, e.g., IE structure, ASN.1 and consistency between NGAP and F1AP.
6 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
7 References

