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1.	Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss some other aspects for reduced capability NR devices.
2.	Discussion
In LTE, SIB1-BR and a separate SIB2 provide cell access information and common channel configuration for MTC UEs. In NR, it is not clear whether we need a separate SIB1 for REDCAP UEs, yet. 
We think that it is beneficial to introduce a separate SIB1 for REDCAP UEs due to the following reasons:
If common channels need to be enhanced for REDCAP UEs, REDCAP specific common channel configuration can be signaled without any concern on SIB1 size. 
REDCAP specific cell access information including UAC information can be signaled without any concern on SIB1 size, considering UAC information size can be significant in congestion.
Transmission of SIB1 can be optimized for REDCAP UEs.
Observation 1: It is beneficial to introduce a new SIB1 for RedCap UEs e.g. for support of potential REDCAP specific common channel configuration and transmissions without any concern on SIB1 size.
Proposal 1: Study a mechanism for scheduling new SIB1 (e.g. SIB1-R) used by REDCAP UEs.
If a new SIB1 is introduced for REDCAP UEs, RAN1 should study a mechanism for scheduling a new SIB1 used by REDCAP UEs. In LTE eMTC, MIB provides scheduling information of SIB1-BR. However, NR MIB could not accommodate scheduling information of a new SIB1 for REDCAPs due to a very limited reserved bit in MIB. Accordingly, other options need to be studied to support scheduling of a new SIB1 (e.g. SIB1-R) in NR.
Observation 2: In LTE eMTC, MIB provides scheduling of SIB1-BR. However, it seems difficult for NR MIB to accommodate scheduling information of a new SIB1-R. 
RAN1 agreed that sharing of the same SSB and CORESET#0 between RedCap and non-RedCap UEs is supported when the bandwidth is no wider than the RedCap UE bandwidth. Thus, one option to schedule a new SIB1 is that REDCAP UEs as well as legacy UEs rely on CORESET0 and receive the same DCI format 1_0 with CRC scrambled by SI-RNTI. We reckon that the DCI scheduling legacy SIB1 could be extended to schedule a new SIB1-R for REDCAP UEs. For example, some reserved bits in the DCI can provide additional information to REDCAP UEs which can decode a new SIB1 based on the additional information. Since reserved bits are ignored by legacy UEs, using reserved bits has no backward compatibility issue. 
Proposal 2: When CORESET0 is configured to be shared between RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs, the DCI format 1_0 with CRC scrambled by SI-RNTI can be used to schedule both legacy SIB1 and new SIB1-R.
Conclusion
In conclusion, we propose to discuss the following observations and proposals for reduced capability NR devices:
Observation 1: It is beneficial to introduce a new SIB1 for RedCap UEs e.g. for support of potential REDCAP specific common channel configuration and transmissions without any concern on SIB1 size.
Proposal 1: Study a mechanism for scheduling new SIB1 (e.g. SIB1-R) used by REDCAP UEs.
Observation 2: In LTE eMTC, MIB provides scheduling of SIB1-BR. However, it seems difficult for NR MIB to accommodate scheduling information of a new SIB1-R. 
Proposal 2: When CORESET0 is configured to be shared between RedCap UEs and non-RedCap UEs, the DCI format 1_0 with CRC scrambled by SI-RNTI can be used to schedule both legacy SIB1 and new SIB1-R.


