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1	Introduction
In this contribution we discuss the RILs E158, E159 and V179 and propose how to conclude the remaining issues.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	CFR use for MCCH and MTCH reception
In the post email discussion after RAN2#125 on rapporteur’s 38.331 CR for the (e)RedCap WI, there was a discussion on how to capture the following RAN2 agreement:
In RAN2:
E158, E159 (RedCap, MBS)
Whether common frequency resource used for MCCH and MTCH reception for RedCap UEs is used also by eRedCap UE.
=>	common frequency resource used for MCCH and MTCH reception for RedCap UEs is used also by eRedCap UE, if eRedCap UEs support that bandwidth.


RAN1 sent an LS to RAN2 in [2] on whether separate CFR introduced for RedCap UEs applies for eRedCap UEs. In the LS it was stated that RAN1 made the following agreement:
· Separate CFR introduced in Rel-18 TEI of MBS for RedCap UE is applied for eRedCap UE when the separate CFR is configured.

Based on the agreements made in RAN1 and RAN2, we propose the following update to the description of condition CFR-RedCap:
 
	Conditional presence
	Explanation

	CFR-RedCap
	The field is optionally present, Need R, if the configured bandwidth in cfr-ConfigMCCH-MTCH exceeds the (e)RedCap UE capability. It is absent otherwise. If the session is intended for eRedCap UEs and CFR is configured for RedCap UEs, network ensures that scheduling restrictions for eRedCap are met.





[bookmark: _Toc163641771]Capture the text proposal below for the conditional presence CFR-RedCap:
[bookmark: _Toc163641772]“The field is optionally present, Need R, if the configured bandwidth in cfr-ConfigMCCH-MTCH exceeds the (e)RedCap UE capability. It is absent otherwise. If the session is intended for eRedCap UEs and CFR is configured for RedCap UEs, network ensures that scheduling restrictions for eRedCap are met.”


3	Conditional presence of AdditionalRACH
In the post email discussion after RAN2#125 on rapporteur’s 38.331 CR for the (e)RedCap WI, there was no consensus for the text proposal below:

	Conditional Presence
	Explanation

	[bookmark: _Hlk161874576]AdditionalRACH
	The field is mandatory present if the RACH-ConfigCommon is included in an AdditionalRACH-Config. When included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to indicate other feature(s) than redcap and eRedCap, this field is mandatory present with at least FeatureCombinationPreambles list entries: the list entry/entries indicating only redcap or eRedCap and the other(s) indicating both redcap or eRedCap and one or multiple other feature(s) (e.g., smallData, nsag or msg3-Repetitions). When included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap (to separate the configurations of eRedCap and RedCap UEs), this field is mandatory present with two FeatureCombinationPreambles list entries: one list entry indicating only redcap and the other list entry indicating only eRedCap.
Otherwise, it is optional, Need R.

	InitialBWP-Only
	This field is optionally present, Need R, if this BWP is the initial BWP of SpCell. Otherwise, the field is absent.

	L139
	The field is mandatory present if prach-RootSequenceIndex L=139, otherwise the field is absent, Need S.

	SUL
	The field is mandatory present in rach-ConfigCommon in initialUplinkBWP if supplementaryUplink is configured in ServingCellConfigCommonSIB or if supplementaryUplinkConfig is configured in ServingCellConfigCommon; otherwise, the field is absent. This field is not configured in additionalRACH-Config.



Companies had a different understanding regarding the cases covered by the proposed text above, so the discussion was postponed.

The discussion focused on whether the highlighted text above, i.e., “two” is correct. We think that the proposed text above would be correct only if the intention is to address the case when RACH-ConfigCommon is included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to separate the configurations of eRedCap and RedCap UEs and no other features are indicated. If it is adopted, there would be a need to address the case where other features, (e.g., smallData, nsag or msg3-Repetitions) are also indicated. Instead, we think it would be better if the proposed text is revised as follows to address all cases when RACH-ConfigCommon is included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to indicate the configurations of eRedCap and RedCap UEs separately along with the possibility to indicate other features.
“When included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to indicate eRedCap and RedCap separately, this field is mandatory present with at least two FeatureCombinationPreambles list entries: one list entry indicating only redcap and the other list entry indicating only eRedCap.”

[bookmark: _Toc163641773]Capture the text proposal below for the conditional presence AdditionalRACH:

[bookmark: _Toc163641774]“When included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to indicate eRedCap and RedCap separately, this field is mandatory present with at least two FeatureCombinationPreambles list entries: one list entry indicating only redcap and the other list entry indicating only eRedCap.”


4	Conclusion
In this contribution we discuss the RILs E158, E159 and V179 and propose how to conclude the remaining issues. Based on the discussion in the previous section, we propose the following:

Proposal 1	Capture the text proposal below for the conditional presence CFR-RedCap:
	“The field is optionally present, Need R, if the configured bandwidth in cfr-ConfigMCCH-MTCH exceeds the (e)RedCap UE capability. It is absent otherwise. If the session is intended for eRedCap UEs and CFR is configured for RedCap UEs, network ensures that scheduling restrictions for eRedCap are met.”
Proposal 2	Capture the text proposal below for the conditional presence AdditionalRACH:
	“When included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to indicate eRedCap and RedCap separately, this field is mandatory present with at least two FeatureCombinationPreambles list entries: one list entry indicating only redcap and the other list entry indicating only eRedCap.”
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