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1	Introduction
The incoming LS [1] from SA2 is about the issue on RedCap UE MBS Broadcast reception. Within the LS, the following question were asked to RAN2:
	SA2 has endorsed a CR introducing the new “Redcap UE information” IE sent by AF which indicates that an MBS Session is intended for Redcap UEs. It is still under discussion whether this information can in addition indicate that an MBS session is intended for both Redcap UEs and non-Redcap UEs. This information is forwarded to the NG-RAN nodes by 5GC.
SA2 is discussing two potential scenarios (but there is no consensus on Scenario 2).
Scenario 1: The MBS session is only for the Redcap UE.
Scenario 2: The MBS session is for both Redcap UE and non-Redcap UE.

SA2 would like to know if there is any difference between these scenarios from RAN perspective. In particular:
· What is the consequence if the NG-RAN nodes are not aware that the MBS session is for Redcap only UE or both Redcap UE and non-Redcap UE?
· Are the same QoS parameters applicable for both Redcap UEs and non-Redcap UEs?


In this contribution, we analyse these questions from RAN2 point of view and provide our answers to them.
[bookmark: _GoBack]2	Discussion
For the first question:
RAN2 has agreed to introduce a separate CFR for redcap UE in the RAN2#121 meeting:
· Introduce a separate CFR which can be used when the configured bandwidth for the default CFR in SIB20 exceeds the bandwidth capability of bandwidth limited UEs. This is intended to not have impact on RAN1 or RAN4, and intended to support redcap UEs. 

Based on this, RAN3/SA2 had some discussions on how can RAN know one MBS session is intended for Redcap UE and SA2 agreed an explicit indication over NG interface. Regarding the scenarios mentioned in the LS from SA2, we think it is beneficial for RAN to have the information about the exact scenario.
For Scenario 1, RAN can configure only one Redcap specific CFR in SIB20 for Redcap UEs, if all the sessions are intended only for Redcap.
For Scenario 2. RAN may need to configure two separate CFRs if at least one session is intended for both normal UEs and Redcap UEs. Even if RAN decides to configure only one CFR in this case, it should make sure both normal UEs and Redcap UEs can receive broadcast form this CFR.
In other words, RAN configurations in these two scenarios are different. Without being able to differentiate the two scenarios, RAN may not know what kind of configuration is really needed and may need to always assume the session is for both normal UEs and Redcap UEs. This may lead to resources waste in Scenario 1.
Proposal 1: Answer to the first question:
If RAN is not aware whether the MBS session is only for Redcap UE or both Redcap UE and non-Redcap UE, RAN may need always to ensure both Redcap UEs and non-Redcap UEs can receive the MBS session, which may result in resource waste in Scenario 1. 
For the second question:
According to TS 38.300, at Access Stratum level, the data radio bearer defines (MRB) the packet treatment on the radio interface (Uu). And the QoS parameters are used by NG-RAN to determine the mapping between the QoS flow to MRB. 
Therefore, from RAN2’s point of view, RAN only needs to guarantee the QoS are satisfied per session, regardless of UE type. For the same MBS session with only one set of QoS parameters, there will be no differentiation on the treatment no matter the session is delivered to Redcap UEs or non-Redcap UEs. 
Proposal 2: Answer to the second question:
From RAN2’s point of view, RAN only needs to guarantee the QoS is satisfied per session, regardless of UE type. For the same MBS session with only one set of QoS parameters, there will be no differentiation on the treatment no matter the session is delivered to Redcap UEs or non-Redcap UEs. 
3	Conclusion
In this contribution we analyse the mentioned aspects of SA2 incoming LS, get the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Answer to the first question:
[bookmark: _Hlk149818218]If RAN is not aware whether the MBS session is only for Redcap UE or both Redcap UE and non-Redcap UE, RAN may need always to ensure both Redcap UEs and non-Redcap UEs can receive the MBS session, which may result in resource waste in Scenario 1. 
Proposal 2: Answer to the second question:
[bookmark: _Hlk149818233]From RAN2’s point of view, RAN only needs to guarantee the QoS is satisfied per session, regardless of UE type. For the same MBS session with only one set of QoS parameters, there will be no differentiation on the treatment no matter the session is delivered to Redcap UEs or non-Redcap UEs. 
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