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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 thanks RAN4 for the LS on signalling scheme of transparent TxD. 

Regarding the new per-band capability signaling in Rel-16 for FR1 UEs supporting transparent TxD, RAN2
 can add the corresponding capability in corresponding specification (TS 38.331 and TS 38.306).
RAN2 has discussed whether to enable release-independent support of this new capability from Rel-15, and the following agreements
 have been achieved:
· RAN2 can support release independent capability of transparent TxD for Rel-15, by allowing early implementation of the Rel-16 CRs.
· It is possible to only apply the change for this new capability for PC2 UEs for Rel-15, but RAN2 would like to understand whether the Rel-16 signalling applies for all PCs or just PC2 (as this might impact how the signalling is done)?




· RAN2 would also like to confirm whether this new capability has any dependency with other capabilities that should be captured by RAN2 keeping in mind of the release independent nature of this.


2. Actions:

To RAN WG4
RAN2 kindly request RAN4 to take the above information into account during the following work, and provide feedback, if any.
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #114-e

19 – 27 May 2021



e-Meeting 
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #115-e

TBD






e-Meeting
�We think this may give the wrong impression that this was already captured in RAN2 – to avoid confusion, we can simply state that this is possible from signaling point of view.


�I made some update on the online conclusions to adapt RAN4 LS.


�What is this?


�{Seau Sian}


We understand the bracketed part is in the agreement. However, we do not think this is needed to be included in the LS since RAN4 will not care how RAN2 achieve the release independent with only for PC2 in Rel-15.


�Thanks for Masato and Seau Sian’s comments. That is true. This sentence comes from agreement. 


I assume it means the approach that how to implement the release independence capability in RAN2 spec. My understanding is that this is trying to address comments from Ericsson/Henning that we may need two independent capability signaling with/without PC2 restriction. 


But anyway, this is part is FFS, which is only related to RAN2 capability signaling. I agree we don’t need to inform RAN4. So I remove it. Thanks.


�Maybe we can ask for clarification on whether the Rel-16 signalling applies to all PCs? Because if it does, then we might need one capability for release-independent part and one that is not release-independent (as discussed online). We don't need to tell RAN4 how we do it, but the answer wuold be helpful.


�We are fine with the removal by the rapporteur and addition by Nokia.


�From vivo point of view (Not rapporteur), if we just consider the signaling design perspective, should we also ask RAN4 for clarification on whether the Rel-15 signaling applies to all PCs?


�We share the view with vivo, now that we would like to ask RAN4 to confirm, we could ask whether the signaling applies for all PCs or just PC2 for both Rel-15 and Rel-16.


�We think it is fair to also confirm this aspect that we raised it previously and could be confirmed by RAN4.


�We are fine with this addition.





