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1. [bookmark: _Ref35586532]Introduction
In this contribution, we would like to discuss the two open issues highlighted below from the summary of [POST123bis][021][NES] 38.331 Running CR, and give our opinion.
	The rapporteur identifies the following RRC open issues need to be resolved:
Issue 1-13: Should cell DRX be added to the agreement: “We focus on the case where DTX in RRC can only be configured when C-DRX is configured”.
Issue 1-14: For cell barring resolve FFS “if other NES features need to be included only if legacy impact is found”. 
Rapporteur recommendation: Confirm no other features have legacy impact.
Issue 1-15: For cell barring resolve FFS “how we capture it in the CR in terms of wording”. 
Rapporteur recommendation: Refer to UE capability of cell DTX/DRX.
Issue 4-2: Configuration details for the NES specific CHO execution condition, downselect from:
· Add a flag to event configuration (as in the current running CR).
· Add an “ENMUERATED {true}” to the existing MeasId list.
Issue 2-1: SSB-less SCell operation impact on the RRC specification.
Issue 2-2: Implementation of indication from NW to UE to indicate which cell (e.g., PCI, SSB frequency, etc.) is the reference cell.
Issue 5-1: Implementation of the RAN1 parameter list.


2. Discussion
For issue 1-14 on whether other NES features have legacy impact
Regarding the NES feature, it could be the spatial/power domain NES techniques, cell DTX/DRX, SSB-less SCell operation, CHO enhancement and paging enhancement. Based on the discussion in last meeting and post-meeting email on running CR, only cell specific feature, i.e., cell DTX/DRX has impact on legacy UEs and R18 UEs not supporting cell DTX/DRX. Other NES features are either invisible to camping UEs (SSB-less) or can coexist with legacy UEs or R18 UEs not supporting it [2].Hence, it is suggested to confirm no other NES features have legacy impact.
Proposal 1: Confirm that no other NES feature but cell DTX/DRX motivates the need for barring legacy UEs and R18 UEs not supporting the feature from a cell deploying the feature.
For issue 1-15 on whether to refer to UE capability of cell DTX/DRX
In [POST123bis][021][NES] email discussion, by the running CR[1], the sentence “UE is not capable of NES” is applied in MIB procedure, and the sentence “UE supports NES” is applied in SIB1 procedure. Moreover, the below note is added in the running CR.  
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Editor’s note: A NES-capable UE in the cell barring context is at least UE supporting cell DTX/DRX. FFS if other NES features will need to be included only if legacy impact is found. FFS how we capture it in the CR in terms of wording. A reference to a specific UE capability to be added.


The issue here is whether to associate the NES-capable UE in the cell barring context to UE capability in order to avoid the unclear description on “not capable of NES”. In our view, this approach of referring to the UE capability was not used for NTN in the same MIB acquisition procedure: the terms “the UE is not capable of NTN” and “A UE capable of NTN access” are used without referring to the associated UE capability in 38.306, which is nonTerrestrialNetwork-r17:
	nonTerrestrialNetwork-r17
Indicates whether the UE supports NR NTN access. If the UE indicates this capability the UE shall support the following NTN essential features, e.g., timer extension in MAC/RLC/PDCP layers and RACH adaptation to handle long RTT, acquiring NTN specific SIB and more than one TAC per PLMN broadcast in one cell.
	UE
	No
	No
	No


So, based on NTN description and proposal 1 in which only cell DTX/DRX feature is confirmed for cell barring, from cell barring perspective, NES capable is Cell DTX/DRX capable, “not NES capable” is not Cell DTX/DRX capable. It is suggested to change back “NES” to “Cell DTX/DRX” everywhere in clauses 5.2.2.4.1 and 5.2.2.4.2 as well as in the field descriptions of cellBarred and cellBarredNES. 
Proposal 2: No need to refer to a specific UE capability from 38.306. Instead, change “NES” to “Cell DTX/DRX” everywhere in clauses 5.2.2.4.1 and 5.2.2.4.2 as well as in the field descriptions of cellBarred and cellBarredNES.
3.  Conclusion
This contribution discusses topics associated with the WID objective for Cell Selection/Re-selection, resulting in the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Confirm that no other NES feature but cell DTX/DRX motivates the need for barring legacy UEs and R18 UEs not supporting the feature from a cell deploying the feature.
Proposal 2: No need to refer to a specific UE capability from 38.306. Instead, change “NES” to “Cell DTX/DRX” everywhere in clauses 5.2.2.4.1 and 5.2.2.4.2 as well as in the field descriptions of cellBarred and cellBarredNES.
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