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Introduction
In this meeting, RAN1 receives an incoming LS from RAN4 [1] and a reply LS from RAN2 [2]. Initially, RAN4 raised questions about the neighbor cell and satellite information to RAN2 [1]. RAN2 has provided their responses in [2] and also asked RAN1 to give opinions on the Q1. 
In this contribution, we provide our views on the potential response and also provide our comments to the RAN2’s responses. 
Discussion
In RAN2’s response to RAN4’s Q1, RAN2 agrees that for RRM in connected mode, the SMTC window can be configured to the UE via UE dedicated RRC signaling and the network is responsible for controlling the SMTC window offset to compensate for the feeder link delay as well as the service link delay. Thus, there is no need to inform the UE about the ephemeris data of the neighbor cell and the feeder link delay of the neighbor cell. 

Proposal 1: RAN1 agrees with RAN2’s agreement that for RRM in connected mode, there is no need to inform the UE about the ephemeris and feeder link delay of the neighbor cells. 

Furthermore, RAN4 also asked if the polarization mode of the neighbor cell should be informed to the UE. As we have agreed in AI 8.4.4 in RAN1#106bis-e meeting, the polarization mode of the neighbor cell should be informed to the UE for both idle mode and connected mode. 

Agreement:
Support polarization signalling for non-serving cell in RRM measurement configuration.

Proposal 2: Reply to RAN2 and RAN4 that the polarization mode of the neighbor cell should be signalled to the UE for both idle mode and connected mode. 

On the other hand, for RRM in idle mode, in RAN2’s response RAN2 suggests that UE should autonomously adjusts the SMTCs based on location and ephemeris and there is an FFS point on whether network assistance information is provided to UEs. At the same time, RAN2 thinks that feeder link delay of neighbor cells should be provided to UEs. RAN2 asked RAN1 to provide views on the necessity of providing these information. 

From RAN1 point of view, for UE to be able to adjust the SMTC based on location and ephemeris, the network at least need to provide ephemeris and feeder link delay related parameters, e.g. common TA and K mac. In this case, the suggest to provide the following response to RAN2 and RAN4. 

Proposal 3: Reply to RAN2 and RAN4 that for RRM in idle mode, network needs to provide ephemeris, common TA and K mac of the neighbor cells to UEs. 
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss the LS from RAN4 on neighbor cell and satellite information and we made the following proposals.
Proposal 1: RAN1 agrees with RAN2’s agreement that for RRM in connected mode, there is no need to inform the UE about the ephemeris and feeder link delay of the neighbor cells. 

Proposal 2: Reply to RAN2 and RAN4 that the polarization mode of the neighbor cell should be signalled to the UE for both idle mode and connected mode. 

Proposal 3: Reply to RAN2 and RAN4 that for RRM in idle mode, network needs to provide ephemeris, common TA and K mac of the neighbor cells to UEs. 
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