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During the RAN WG2 meeting the following decision was made:
Agreement
1	1 bit NR indicator is added per PLMN
2	NR indicator to be added to SIB2

As it can be seen from the agreement and provided 36.331 CRs the device will display on the screen an indicator independent of the presence of NR coverage in the location of the UE.
In addition it has to be noted that depending on the spectrum allocation for NR, the operator might decide to broadcast an indicator or not. 
E.g. if on the operator side NR is installed in a way that if user is configured with LTE/NR DC it might get only 10 MHz over LTE and 10 MHz over NR, the operator could decide not to broadcast any indicator, but if NR could provide e.g. 100 MHz, operator might decide to broadcast such an indicator as the performance once configured with LTE/NR DC is definitely higher.  The same observation is also valid for VPLMN case. 
Observation 1:  The indicator provided within LTE SIB2 does not provide any means to 
guarantee that UE displaying it is within the coverage of NR and the decision when to broadcast it is up to operator policy e.g. based on the NR spectrum allocation of the side or what the operator considers as a 5G deployment and is fully under operator control.

Following these observations and arguments provided within Email 100#44 discussion, it would be very unfortunate to call this indicator NR-Indicator as it is not related to NR coverage at all and there are also no AS actions of the UE based on such indicator. 

During the Email 100#44  discussion it was agreed to call this indicator “upperLayerIndication” for the time being, which is probably not the bad name, but does not reflect the fact that operator would like to advertise the rollout 5G. 
It is proposed to rename this indicator to 5G indicator or eMBB_IMT2020 indication to better highlight that it is related to 5G deployments (Not necessary NR deployment)
Proposal 1: To rename upperLayerIndication to 5Gindication or eMBB_IMT2020 indication
Conclusion
Based on the above, it is proposed to rename upperLayerIndication to 5Gindication or eMBB_IMT2020 indication.
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