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1 Introduction
In last RAN4#100-e meeting, discussion on RRM requirements for RedCap UE was conducted and a way forward was agreed in [1]. In this contribution, we provide our consideration on several open issues about signalling characteristics for RedCap.
2 Discussion
Interruption
	Impact on interruption requirements in IDLE/INACTIVE states
· Option 1: Study the impact due to 1 rx using simulations.
· Option 2: There is no impact on the requirements for maximum interruption in paging reception.
Impact on interruption requirements in CONNECTED state
· Proposal 1 (ZTE, Ericsson, Nokia): RRM requirements related to interruptions shall be modified for redCap UEs.
· Proposal 2 (Vivo, Oppo, Vivo): The interruption requirements defined at 8.2 are not applicable (no impact) for Redcap.
· Proposal 2a (Apple, CMCC): RedCap features would not cause impact to the existing interruption requirements defined at 8.2.


In Idle/Inactive mode, UE has to acquire the relevant system information of the target cell to complete the cell reselection successfully. For 2RX RedCap UE, the current requirement would be certainly reused. For 1RX RedCap UE, as it was agreed in last meeting to take LTE Cat1bis requirements in TS 36.133 as baseline, RAN4 specified no separate idle mode mobility requirements for Cat1bis UE, then it would also be reasonable to keep the current requirements. 
Proposal 1: There is no impact on the requirements for maximum interruption in paging reception.
In connected mode, the interruption requirements are mainly related to the RF retuning time. In last meeting, RF session has recognized that the existing switching time could be reused for RedCap UE. In our understanding, RRM could follow RF’s decision and the existing interruption requirements defined at chapter 8.2 in TS38.133 would be reused.
Proposal 2: RAN4 to reuse the existing interruption requirements defined at chapter 8.2 in TS38.133 for RedCap UE.
BWP switching
	RRM impact due to BWP switching 
· Option 1: RAN4 to further check if the exist BWP switching requirements could be reused for RedCap UE once RAN1 reached an agreement. Take into account following aspects:
· Only center frequency change/RF retuning across a bandwidth larger than its maximum UE bandwidth
· Option 2: the existing BWP switching requirements could be reused for RedCap UE.


It was agreed in RAN1 that the bandwidth of both initial BWP and non-initial BWP is not expected to be larger than RedCap's UE bandwidth for during and after initial access, and separate UL BWP could be configured for RedCap UE. The issue of BWP switching for Redcap UE is still under discussion in RAN1. The BWP switching involves baseband parameters reconfiguration and RF reconfiguration. RedCap UE may take more time for baseband parameters reconfiguration due to inferior demodulation performance. Then, we think it is reasonable to reuse the current BWP switching requirements for RedCap UE before RAN1 makes progress on this issue. 
Proposal 3: RAN4 to reuse the current BWP switching requirements for RedCap UE before RAN1 makes progress on this issue.
3 Conclusion
Proposal 1: There is no impact on the requirements for maximum interruption in paging reception.
Proposal 2: RAN4 to reuse the existing interruption requirements defined at chapter 8.2 in TS38.133 for RedCap UE.
Proposal 3: RAN4 to reuse the current BWP switching requirements for RedCap UE before RAN1 makes 
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