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1. Overall Description:
RAN1 thanks RAN2 for the LS regarding the questions on MBS broadcast reception on SCell.
RAN1 discussed the questions asked by RAN2. The following agreements were reached for this discussion:
	Agreement
Send the LS reply with the following answer to Q1 from the incoming LS (R1-2202727):
· From RAN1 perspective, UE receiving SIBx directly from SCell via BCCH is not feasible since it is legacy procedure that UE is not required to monitor DCI formats associated with SI-RNTI, P-RNTI, RA-RNTI in SCell. Such procedure is expected to be unchanged because of the impact to RAN1 specifications and UE implementation. 

Agreement
Send the LS reply with the following answer to Q2 from the incoming LS (R1-2202727):
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK90]From RAN1 perspective, UE can receive MCCH directly from SCell and there is no need to provide MCCH to UE with dedicated signalling. There is no dependency between SIBx reception method for SCell (i.e. directly reading from SCell vs. dedicated RRC signalling) and MCCH provision method (i.e. dedicated signalling vs. directly reading from SCell). 



With the RAN1 agreements achieved, the answers to Q1 and Q2 are as follows:
	Question 1: Would it be feasible for the UE to receive SIBx directly from SCell via BCCH? If yes, then would it be a big burden on the UE complexity and specifications from RAN1 point of view? If that is deemed infeasible by RAN1, RAN2 would like to request RAN1 to clarify the reasons behind.



[bookmark: _GoBack]Answer to Q1: From RAN1 perspective, UE receiving SIBx directly from SCell via BCCH is not feasible since it is legacy procedure that UE is not required to monitor DCI formats associated with SI-RNTI, P-RNTI, RA-RNTI in SCell. Such procedure is expected to be unchanged because of the impact to RAN1 specifications and UE implementation.

	Question 2: Can the UE receive MCCH directly from SCell or should MCCH be provided to the UE with dedicated signalling as well? Is there a dependency between SIBx reception method for SCell (i.e. directly reading from SCell vs. dedicated RRC signalling) and MCCH provision method (i.e. dedicated signalling vs. directly reading from SCell)? 



Answer to Q2: From RAN1 perspective, UE can receive MCCH directly from SCell and there is no need to provide MCCH to UE with dedicated signalling. There is no dependency between SIBx reception method for SCell (i.e. directly reading from SCell vs. dedicated RRC signalling) and MCCH provision method (i.e. dedicated signalling vs. directly reading from SCell).


2. Actions:
To RAN2
ACTION: 	RAN1 respectfully requests RAN2 to take RAN1’s response into account. 

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG1 Meetings:
TSG-RAN WG1 Meeting #109-e 	16 – 27 May 2022	                       E-Meeting
TSG-RAN WG1 Meeting #110-e	22 - 26 August 2022	               Toulouse, France


