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1	Introduction
In RAN4 101-e-bis, there were discussions on general RRM aspects for RedCap UEs. The main discussion points were whether to reduce the number of layers to be monitored/measured during RRC IDLE/INACTIVE/CONNECTED mode. There were some agreements reached during the GTW session regarding how to reduce the number of layers.
Apart from that, it was also discussed whether to reduce the number of cells / SSBs monitored. The WF [1] captures the options, as copied below. There were also discussions on several other topics, such as SDT, to which we also provide our views.
	Whether to reduce the number of cells and number of SSB 
· Option 1 (Oppo, QC, vivo, Xiaomi, Apple, MTK): Companies support reducing the number of cells and number of SSBs for RedCap in FR1 and FR2
· Option 2 (E///, CMCC; Nokia):  Companies not support reducing the number of cells and number of SSBs for RedCap in FR1 and FR2

SDT for RedCap with 2 Rx
· Option 1 (E///, ZTE, Nokia, CMCC, Apple, MTK, QC): SDT requirements for RedCap UE with 2 Rx are reused from those defined for legacy NR UEs under Rel-17 SDT WI.
· Option 1 (HW) Wait for SDT progress.



This paper discusses the issues listed above and provide our views.
2	Discussions
Whether to reduce the number of cells and number of SSB
First of all we understand and agree that mobility is important to RedCap, as the use cases of RedCap UEs include wearables, small smart devices and is different from NB-IoT like devices which are not mobile. However, the spirit to introduce RedCap UEs is to simplify some functions and to achieve a balance between performance loss and complexity / cost / power reduction. Specifically, for 1Rx RedCap UEs, since the gain provided by multiple Rxs is lost, the RedCap UE is expected to detect less SSBs / beams / cells. 
During the discussion last meeting some companies pointed out that in practical deployment scenarios, the side condition can be better than -6 dB SNR and thus, more SSBs might be detectable for RedCap UEs with 1 Rx. We think that this is possible, while the requirement needs to consider all possible cases and thus need to be defined for the worst case.
Considering the above, we feel that it is reasonable to reduce the number of identified SSBs for RedCap UEs with 1 Rx.
Reduce the number of identified SSBs for RedCap UEs with 1 Rx.

SDT for RedCap with 2 Rx
There was a proposal from one company to wait for the progress of SDT WI, however we don’t understand what specifically is to be waited for. If the RedCap UE is assumed to have 2 Rx, there should be no RRM impact when transmitting small data by the SDT feature. Thus, we propose to confirm that for 2 Rx RedCap UEs, R17 requirements for SDT are re-used.
SDT requirements for RedCap UE with 2 Rx are reused from those defined for legacy NR UEs under Rel-17 SDT WI.
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: Reduce the number of identified SSBs for RedCap UEs with 1 Rx.
Proposal 2: SDT requirements for RedCap UE with 2 Rx are reused from those defined for legacy NR UEs under Rel-17 SDT WI.
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