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Discussion and Decision
1. Introduction
RAN2 has received an LS from RANP in [1] tasking RAN2 to investigate, and if possible specify, signalling of successful IoT for inter-RAT ANR separately for the different RATs.
2. Discussion

Currently RAN2 has agreed to a mechanism of identifying inter RAT ANR support by a UE based on UE setting FGI bit 19 and corresponding FGI bit for inter RAT measurements (FGI bit 22-24 or 26) to 1. RANP has identified an issue with this approach of having a single bit for defining successful IoT testing for inter RAT ANR. The example scenario described is the case whereby ANR functionality for GERAN has not been IoT tested and inter RAT measurements need to be supported for the purpose of mobility. So based on the agreed RAN2 CR, UE is not allowed to set GERAN measurements FGI bit if it has set ANR bit to 1.
Table below describes alternatives along with pros and cons of each alternative:
	
	Alternative 1
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3

	Mechanism
	Introduce new FGI bit for each RAT separately.
	UE does not set ANR FGI bit in case it restricts setting of corresponding inter RAT measurements FGI bit. 
	Introduce a separate FGI bit for GERAN ANR only.

	Pros
	Clean and future proof solution and ensures proper setting of ANR FGI bit per RAT
	No new FGI bit required and cooperation between operator and vendor is sufficient.


	Directly resolves the issue identified in the RANP.

	Cons
	There are not enough FGI bits and some work around is needed which will not be backward compatible.
	Some operators might have concerns with leaving it to implementation.
	Requires new FGI bit.


 It is clear that alternative 1 is not backward compatible and it is a very late change for rel-9. In addition, there are other alternatives available which can solve the problem. There is no issue identified with the presence of other RATs. So we would like to propose:
Proposal 1: It is proposed not to introduce individual FGI bit per RAT in Rel-9.
Further, we think alternative 2 and alternative 3 are viable options and we have slight preference for alternative 2. Alternative 2 implies no new change required to the specifications.
Proposal 2: RAN2 should discuss and decide one option from alternative 2 and alternative 3. Proposing company has slight preference for alternative 2 i.e. no change to existing mechanism in the specifications.

3. Conclusion

We propose RAN2 to discuss and agree on following proposals:

Proposal 1: It is proposed not to introduce individual FGI bit per RAT in Rel-9.
Proposal 2: RAN2 should discuss and decide one option from alternative 2 and alternative 3. Proposing company has slight preference for alternative 2 i.e. no change to existing mechanism in the specifications.
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