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1. Overall Description:
[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN1 would like to thank SA2 on the LS on redundant transmission for URLLC. RAN1 has discussed the following question from SA2:
	Q7: In general, what kind of deployment scenarios in terms of frequency planning (uniform and dedicated frequency allocation between gNBs, uniform frequency planning in a portion of the network, frequently changing frequency allocation between gNBs) should be assumed? Do RAN1, RAN2, RAN3 see NRG (solution #10/solution #2) to be a feasible solution in all deployments?



Among the three kinds of deployment scenarios, the first two kinds (i.e., uniform and dedicated frequency allocation between gNBs, and uniform frequency planning in a portion of the network) should be more typical. Frequently changing frequency allocation between gNBs does not provide any advantage over the other two deployment scenarios, but it would result in inter-frequency measurements and frequent inter-frequency handover, which is undesirable from network operation point of view. Therefore, it is considered as an unlikely deployment scenario.
The feasibility analysis of NRG solutions is out of scope of RAN1.

2. Actions:
To SA2:
ACTION: 	RAN1 respectfully asks SA2 to take the above into consideration.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG1 Meetings:
3GPP RAN WG1 ad hoc		21 – 25 Jan 2019   	 	Taipei, Taiwan
3GPP RAN WG1#96 		25 Feb – 1 Mar 2019    	Athens, Greece
