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1	Overall description
RAN1 thanks RAN2 for the LS R1-2304325(R2-2304330) on multicast reception in RRC_INACTIVE. RAN1 would like to provide the following answers.
For Question 1: RAN1 believes that RAN2 assumption is feasible. For MTCH, RAN1 believes only DCI format 4_1 is needed, i.e., only DCI format 4_1 is reused for dynamic scheduling of multicast for MTCH in RRC_INACTIVE.
For Question 2: RAN1 believes that RAN2 understanding is correct. PDSCH aggregation can be supported for multicast MTCH in RRC_INACTIVE.
For Question 3: 
· RAN1 believes that the same CSS or the same CSS type as multicast MTCH in RRC_CONNECTED can be reused for MTCH in RRC_INACTIVE. In addition, RAN1 believes there is no PDCCH dropping for the UE in RRC_INACTIVE.
· RAN1 believes that it is feasible to use separate CSS(es) for multicast MCCH and multicast MTCH in RRC_INACTIVE. In addition, RAN1 believes that same CSS is also feasible.
2	Actions
To RAN2:
ACTION: 	RAN1 respectfully requests RAN2 to take the above information into account.
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