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1	Introduction
This contribution discusses the following two open issues. 
	Issue number 
	Issue description 

	Issue 1 
	Issue: Network’s action upon receiving of the early indication 

	Issue 8 
	Issue: A NOTE was added for early indication saying that the UE does not apply failure handling in case the UE is unable to apply part of the configuration and what the baseline configuration is, the similar issue may also occur after UE enters RRC_CONNECTED state, so FFS similar NOTE may be needed for RRC Reconfiguration.


2	Discussion
In the last meeting, the following agreement was made: 
	Early capability restriction indication is provided in Msg5
Add the following NOTE in clause of 5.3.13.11 of TS 38.331 (exact wording can be improved during the RRC CR review):
-NOTE: If configured by the NW to send early indication (i.e., via SIB1), and if the UE support MUSIM temporary capability restriction, the UE does not apply above failure handling in case it does not apply any part of the configuration for MUSIM purpose. It is up to UE implementation how to apply it. If UE does not go to IDLE in this case, UE still considers the received configuration as the current configuration as the baseline for delta configuration for future reconfigurations.


Accordingly, the following NOTE 2 was added in clause 5.3.13.11 as follows. 
[bookmark: _Toc60776842][bookmark: _Toc156129824]5.3.13.11	Inability to comply with RRCResume
The UE shall:
1>	if the UE is unable to comply with (part of) the configuration included in the RRCResume message;
2>	perform the actions upon going to RRC_IDLE as specified in 5.3.11 with release cause ′RRC Resume failure′.
NOTE 1:	The UE may apply above failure handling also in case the RRCResume message causes a protocol error for which the generic error handling as defined in 10 specifies that the UE shall ignore the message.
NOTE 2:	If the UE is configured (i.e., via SIB1) to send MUSIM temporary capability restriction indication, and if the UE supports MUSIM temporary capability restriction, the UE does not apply above failure handling in case the UE is unable to apply part of the configuration included in RRCResume message due to UE temporary capability restriction for MUSIM operation. It is up to UE implementation how to apply RRCResume message. If UE does not go to RRC_IDLE in this case, UE still considers the received configuration in RRCResume message as the current configuration as the baseline for delta configuration for future reconfigurations. For other cases, if the UE is unable to comply with part of the configuration, it does not apply any part of the configuration, i.e. there is no partial success/failure.
During RRC connection resume procedure, network is NOT able to identify whether a UE has MUSIM temporary capability restriction before RRCResumeComplete message is received. However, after receiving early capability restriction indication in RRCSetupComplete/RRCResumeComplete, inability to comply with RRCReconfiguration could be avoided by smart network implementation. It is not essential to apply the same NOTE for RRC reconfiguration.  
Proposal 1: RAN2 agree that the NOTE 2 in clause 5.3.13.11 of TS 38.331 does not apply to inability to comply with RRCReconfiguration.  
Regarding Issue 1, network could avoid configuring the UE with DC and/or CA, etc via first RRCReconfiguration upon reception of early capability restriction indication in order to avoid any reconfiguration failure. However, we do not see a strong necessity to specify anything. It should be up to network implementation. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 2: RAN2 does not specify any action for network upon receiving of the early indication. 
3	Conclusion
Based on above, RAN2 is requested to discuss and agree on the following proposals:
Proposal 1: RAN2 agree that the NOTE 2 in clause 5.3.13.11 of TS 38.331 does not apply to inability to comply with RRCReconfiguration.  
Proposal 2: RAN2 does not specify any action for network upon receiving of the early indication. 
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