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1. Introduction
At RAN2 #115-e, the indication of the cell access from RedCap UE via MIB/SIB1 and Msg.3 early identification were extensively discussed and progressed. This paper discusses the following leftover issues not treated in the GTW session.
1.	Necessity of Neighbour cell information for RedCap UE to access;
2.	Cell (re)selection parameters for RedCap UE.
2. Discussion
2.1. Neighbor cell information for RedCap UE
With regards to the necessity of the neighbour cell information on the access from RedCap UE, the summary proposed as the outcome of offline email discussion was as follows [2].
-	[To discuss, 2nd prio] [14/12] Discuss whether system information should provide information on which cells accept RedCap UE access, and if, what this information should include (e¸g. support, barring?) and in which form (e.g. NCell, allow-list, exclude-list)
Companies supporting to provide the neighbour cell information claimed the benefit of UE power saving by avoiding the unnecessary measurements on neighbour cells which does not support the access from RedCap UE. In contrast, companies who are not keen on the neighbour cell information were concerned about the increased broadcast overhead. In addition, it was thought that the large part of the network would support RedCap functionality.
However, there would also exist the other opinion that the RedCap functionality is likely to be deployed in the limited area, e.g. factory IoT, smart city, etc. For such a deployment, the neighbour cell information can bring the UE power saving gain to the RedCap UE. For this purpose, it is sufficient for the UE to learn the PCI range allowed or excluded for RedCap, as in the existing “allowed/excluded” list. As such, the following is proposed.
Proposal 1:	System information should be able to provide the neighbour cell information on which cell 				RedCap UE can access.
Proposal 1a:	The neighbour cell information is provided by indicating the PCI range allowed/excluded for 			RedCap UE.
2.2. Cell (re)selection parameters for RedCap UEs
With regards to the cell (re)selection parameters specific to RedCap UEs, there was no summary proposal, since company views were somehow diverged [2]. The following options were discussed.
1.	Introduce RedCap specific cell (re)selection parameters;
2.	Optionally configure separate Qrxlevmin and Qualmin;
3.	RedCap UEs can be configured with separate cell (re)selection priorities.
For all options, the motivation had been discussed until the last meeting. The remaining issue is to decide which option to select or none of them is supported in Rel-17. Although it seems hard to converge company views, at least, the coverage issue for 1 Rx UEs should be addressed as described in [3]. Therefore, the same observation and proposal are made.
Observation 1:	A single Rx UE experiences that the coverage is shrunk, if the network deployment is not modified (i.e. Qrxlevmin and Qqualmin are set to the value at the cell boundary aimed for the legacy UEs supporting more than 1 Rx branch).
Proposal 2:		The cell selection criteria is extended so that RedCap UEs with 1 Rx can experience the same 				coverage as for the legacy UEs.
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Figure 2.2-1:	Example of Coverage visible to 1 Rx UEs
3. Summary and proposal
This paper discussed the left over issues on camping restriction and cell selection criterion for RedCap UEs with 1 Rx branch. In summary, the followings were observed and proposed:
Proposal 1:	System information should be able to provide the neighbour cell information on which cell 				RedCap UE can access.
Proposal 1a:	The neighbour cell information is provided by indicating the PCI range allowed/excluded for 			RedCap UE.
Observation 1:	A single Rx UE experiences that the coverage is shrunk, if the network deployment is not modified (i.e. Qrxlevmin and Qqualmin are set to the value at the cell boundary aimed for the legacy UEs supporting more than 1 Rx branch).
Proposal 2:		The cell selection criteria is extended so that RedCap UEs with 1 Rx can experience the same 				coverage as for the legacy UEs.
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