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1	Introduction
In RAN3#122 meeting, RAN3 discussed the RedCap UE MBS Broadcast reception, and introduced the related IE over NGAP and F1AP specifications, the related reply LS was sent to SA2 with our conclusions. In this meeting, we further received a reply LS from SA2 on this topic with new questions.
In this contribution, we further discuss this topic based on the newly received questions and their attached CR.
2	Discussion
2.1 Answer to new questions from SA2
The following can be found in SA2 LS:
	SA2 understands that for an MBS session intended for both RedCap and non-RedCap UEs separate radio resources may be allocated by RAN nodes for RedCap and non-RedCap UEs.
It is, however, unclear whether a single MBS Frequency Selection Area (FSA) ID can apply to RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session. If it is not the case, whether it is feasible to adopt different MBS FSA IDs for RedCap and non-RedCap UEs.
SA2 would thus like to ask RAN2 to answer the following related questions:
Q1: SA2 would like to ask RAN2 to confirm the feasibility of having the same MBS FSA ID for the RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session.
Q2: If the answer to Q1 is no, could RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session use separate MBS FSA ID(s)?
SA2 would thus like to ask RAN3 to answer the following related question:
Q3: If the answer to Q1 is no, and RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs in the same MBS session use separate MBS FSA ID(s), is there a need for CN to indicate to NG-RAN which FSA ID is aimed for RedCap UEs and which for non-RedCap UEs? 



Based on the definion in TS 23.247, the MBS FSA ID identifies a preconfigured area within, and in proximity to, which the cell(s) announces the MBS FSA ID and the associating frequency. And there is also a note clarifing that the same MBS FSA ID(s) can be assigned to multiple Braodcast MBS sessions. In TS 38.413, upon receiving the MBS Session FSA ID List IE, the NG-RAN uses it to determine which cells/frequencies within the MBS service area to broadcast MBS data.
In TS 38.331, SIB21 contains the mapping between the current and/or neighbouring carrier frequencies and MBS Frequency Selection Area Identities (FSAI). Therefore, the finest granularity mapped to the FSA is the ARFCN-ValueNR, which cannot be used to identify different CFRs for redcap UEs and non redcap UEs. 
With the above analyses, it can be understood that the answer to SA2 Q1 should be YES, and no need to further discuss their Q2 and Q3.
Proposal 1: Provide answer YES to SA2 Q1, and no need to further reply their Q2 and Q3.
2.2 Comment to SA2 attached CR
On the other hand, it is noticed that in the SA2 attached CR is not aligned with RAN3 signalling design:
In S2-2401507, it is said:
TS 38.300 [9] defines the NR RedCap UEs that can only support limited bandwidth and have lower complexity compared to non-RedCap UEs. As defined in TS 38.331 [x], NG-RAN needs to be able to determine whether the broadcast MBS session is intended only for NR RedCap UEs, both for NR RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs, or only by non-RedCap UEs (default value if parameter is absent), in order to allocate the appropriate radio resource.
But in TS 38.300, RAN3 clearly described as below:
The 5GC may also provide information to the NG-RAN node whether the broadcast session is intended to be received by RedCap UEs only, non-RedCap UEs only or both non-RedCap and RedCap UEs. The NG-RAN may take this into account when configuring MBS session resources.
And in TS 38.413, TS 38.473, the CN/CU provides the supported UE type list to the gNB/DU, the “non-redcap UE only” is not indicated by the absence of the parameter. In RAN2#119bis meeting, it was also agreed that “It is up to network implementation whether/how to enable Redcap UE to receive MBS broadcast/multicast.”
Proposal 2: About the attached CR S2-2401507, feedback to SA2 that there is no default value if parameter is absent, all of the “redcap UE only”, “non-redcap only”, “both redcap and non redcap” are explicated signalled in current NGAP signalling design.
Considering of the potential confusion on the RAN3 signalling design, it is better to also introduce stage2 description in TS 38.401 call flow on this aspect, the corresponding CR is provided in [2].
3	Conclusion and proposal
In this contribution, we discuss the questions from SA2 LS, and found one issue in SA2 attched CR, based on the analyses, we would like to propose as follows:
Proposal 1: Provide answer YES to SA2 Q1, and no need to further reply their Q2 and Q3.
Proposal 2: About the attached CR S2-2401507, feedback to SA2 that there is no default value if parameter is absent, all of the “redcap UE only”, “non-redcap only”, “both redcap and non redcap” are explicated signalled in current NGAP signalling design.
The Draft Reply LS is provided in [1].
And it is also proposed to agree the CR [2] to TS 38.401.
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