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1	Introduction
This thread will discuss the draft CR to 38.214 for the Red Cap enhancements.
[bookmark: _Ref54348033]First checkpoint for this discussion: June 6th, UTC 12.00!
2	Discussion – first round

The comments in this section are based on version 0 of the draft CR available in the Post RAN1#113 discussion.
	Company
	Comments
	Editor reply/Notes

	xiaomi
	According to the endorsed proposal in RAN#99, during initial access procedure, the Rel-18 RedCap UE capable of PR1 only is treated as if it a Rel-18  RedCap UE capable of BW3/PR3+PR1. So, the same early indication is shared between these two kinds of UEs. Then, it is unable for the gNB to recognize that whether it is a Rel-18 RedCap capable of PR1 only or not, and the same Msg4 PDSCH scheduling rule is shared between BW3/PR3+PR1 and PR1 only. So,  for Rel-18 RedCap UEs capable of PR1 only, it shares the following agreement on Msg4 PDSCH BW for Rel-18 RedCap UEs capable of BW3/PR3+PR1. That is, for the Rel-18 RedCap capable UE of PR1 only, if the channel BW of Msg4 PDSCH scheduled by TC-NTI is larger than 25/12 PRBs for 15/30 kHz SCS, the UE is also not required to process the Msg4 PDSCH anymore.
	Agreement: [38.213]
Confirm the following working assumption by assuming that Msg3 indication is available:
· For UE BB complexity reduction, a UE is able to receive a Msg4 PDSCH resource allocation spanning a bandwidth of more than ~5 MHz per slot.
· The UE is not required to process a Msg4 PDSCH with a larger number of PRBs than 25 PRBs for 15 kHz SCS and 12 PRBs for 30 kHz SCS.




Based on above, we suggest to modify the CR as follows.
	The UE in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE modes shall be able to decode two PDSCHs each scheduled with SI-RNTI, P-RNTI, RA-RNTI or TC-RNTI, where the PDSCH scheduled with TC-RNTI for a further reduced capability UE with reduced peak data rate and reduced baseband bandwidth is allocated no more than 25 PRBs when configured with SCS  = 0 or no more than 12 PRBs when configured with SCS  = 1, with the two PDSCHs partially or fully overlapping in time in non-overlapping PRBs.



	Accepted the proposal to be inline with 38.213. 




3	Discussion – Second round
The comments in this section are based on version 01 of the draft CR available in the Post RAN1#113 discussion.
	Company
	Comments
	Editor reply/Notes

	Ericsson
	We are not fine with the update in v01. We prefer to update the text as follows (similar wording as in 38.213 CR).
The UE in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE modes shall be able to decode two PDSCHs each scheduled with SI-RNTI, P-RNTI, RA-RNTI or TC-RNTI, where the PDSCH scheduled with TC-RNTI for a reduced capability UE that indicates support for supportOfRedCap-r18 but not FG 48-2  is allocated no more than 25 PRBs when configured with SCS  = 0 or no more than 12 PRBs when configured with SCS  = 1, with the two PDSCHs partially or fully overlapping in time in non-overlapping PRBs.

We are also fine with the original wording from the editor.  
The reason is that the RAN1 agreement (copied by Xiaomi above) clearly says that Msg4 bandwidth restriction is for “UE BB complexity reduction”, i.e., for reduced baseband bandwidth UEs (and not all Rel-18 RedCap UEs). 
	

	Xiaomi
	We suggest to wait for RAN1 progress on whether the UE indicates support of FG 48-2 is required to decode Msg4 PDSCH scheduled by TC-RNTI as discussed in 38.213 CR.
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	We feel the current version v01 is in line with the RAN plenary#99 agreement, copied below, where the same initial access procedure is applied for both UE BW3/PR3+PR1 and UE 20MHz+PR1. Additionally, during the 4-step initial access with TC-RNTI, a gNB cannot identify whether the UE is capable of FG 48-2 or not even when the initial access is triggered after UE capability reporting. Therefore, we feel the suggested change from Ericsson is unnecessary.
	RP-230778:
Rel-18 eRedCap UE capable of 20MHz + PR1 and Rel-18 eRedCap UE capable of BW3/PR3 + PR1 are designed/targeted to same peak data rate, i.e., 10Mbps

Note 1: Peak data rate of "Rel-18 eRedCap: UE capable of 20MHz + PR1" and "Rel-18 eRedCap: UE capable of BW3/PR3 + PR1" is same including unicast and broadcast respectively.
Note 2: PRB processing capability of "Rel-18 eRedCap: UE capable of 20MHz + PR1" is not limited to "25 PRBs for 15 kHz SCS and 12 PRBs for 30 kHz SCS" and it corresponds to PRB size corresponding to 20 MHz.
Note 3: The only difference between "Rel-18 eRedCap: UE capable of 20MHz + PR1" and "Rel-18 eRedCap: UE capable of BW3/PR3 + PR1" is Note 2 and vLayers·Qm·f   in order to have the same peak rate.
Note 4: The initial access procedure of Rel-18 eRedCap UE capable of 20MHz + PR1 is realized by following:
· Same as Rel-18 eRedCap UE capable of BW3/PR3 + PR1





	

	Editor, 09.06
	I do not think everybody is on the same page, since the impact in 38.214 is rather limited, I propose we continue the discussion in August. Hence no draft CR as this stage as more discussion is needed.
	



