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1. Introduction
This contribution discusses the agenda 11.2
	0. 11.2. Support for RedCap Capability Exchange
QUOTA: 1
0. RAN3#113e:
0. Solutions on the table:
0. Sol1) Relying on OAM setting
0. Sol1bis) target’s rejection of an incoming HO of the RedCap UE
0. Sol2) New Signalling solution: signalling explicitly a type of RedCap UE indicator, such as the RedCap scheduled SIB content in Served Cell Information NR over the Xn Setup and Configuration messages
LS to RAN2 R3-214422 Agreed
To be continued...



2. Discussion
Among the possible solutions, “sol 1) Relying on OAM setting” is by default always there, we don’t even need to mention. So “sol 1) Relying on OAM setting” is already supported.
In addition to OAM setting, whether need to have signalling mean, this will be the discuss point.
We think that, since in RAN3 principle is to NOT introduce signalling mean to exchange the node support capability, so we propose NOT to introduce signalling mean to exchange RedCap capability between node. 
Proposal 1: in general do NOT introduce signaling mean to exchange the node capability.
For the question on temporary not available to accept RedCap UE e.g. due to temporary overloading, or any reason that the neighbour node is barring RedCap UE to access, this is already supported from many generations of 3GPP specifications, e.g. if the target RAN node receive HO Request but there is no resource available, then simply fail the handover preparation with indicating appropriate cause value. By implementation the source node will not retry immediately.
Same handling for the NG-based handover i.e. for NG-RAN without direct Xn interface. The target RAN node that support the RedCap, if for any temporary reason that it is not available to accept RedCap UE, can just fail the handover request by indicating appropriate cause value. One argument in last RAN3#113e meeting showing for NG-based handover, it can handle like for CAG case i.e. feedback the supporting Cell CAG list in the transparent container in the handover failure related messages, we think for RedCap functionality there is no such case like CAG mismatching, so we don’t think it is needed to feedback the RedCap information in the transparent container for NG-based handover failure. 
Proposal 2: even for the temporary reason that target NG-RAN node cannot accept RedCap UE, use of legacy way to just fail the handover request with indicating appropriate cause value, for both Xn handover and NG-based handover.
[bookmark: _GoBack]For the handling in legacy RAN related with the UE capability, we will wait for RAN2 answer (as asked by the RAN3 in LS R3-214422).
3. proposal
Proposal 1: in general do NOT introduce signaling mean to exchange the node capability.
Proposal 2: even for the temporary reason that target NG-RAN node cannot accept RedCap UE, use of legacy way to just fail the handover request with indicating appropriate cause value, for both Xn handover and NG-based handover.
Then we can close this agenda for the RedCap Work Item, and concentrate on more important other essential issue.
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