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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 thanks RAN4 for the LS in R4-2103728. 
The options proposed by RAN4 are:
· Option 1: Remove RSRQ from the cell selection and cell re-selection criterion when a cell is measured using RSS.
· Option 2: Define RSRQ for RSS measurements
RAN2 have has discussed the options listed in the LS and have decidedconcluded that from a RAN2 perspective option 1 is not preferred because it may have an impact on cell (re)-selection and reselection performance and behaviour, but it is up to RAN1 and RA4 to decide.  Whether option 2 is necessary should be decided by RAN1 and RAN4.	Comment by QC (Umesh): Wording was discussed for a long time online. We are just conveying the outcome. No need to change further.	Comment by Sequans: Upon further thought we would prefer a different wording:
“there will be cases with an ”

We all agreed there are cases in which there will be impact and some cases where there may not be. “may have an impact” is too broad.
We can live with the original wording so at to not get stuck on this for too long, but would to hear from other companies.


2. Actions:
To RAN1, RAN4:
RAN2 kindly asks RAN1 and RAN4 to take the above into account. 

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN2 Meeting #114-e		  			19 – 27 May, 2021
TSG-RAN2 Meeting #115-e		16 – 27 Aug, 2021
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