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Introduction
In RAN1#100b-e [1], the following were agreed:
Agreements:
· TP4 in the latest summary is endorsed. 

Conclusion
· No consensus to add additional clarifications on UE behavior For SCell(s) configured with dormant BWP, when DCI 2-6 is not detected
· UE continues on same dormant/non-dormant BWP until an indication (L1 or RRC) to change BWP is detected or (if applicable) BWP inactivity timer expires
· Note: No TP required
· Discuss further if TP is required and finalize in next phase
Agreements:
· When UE is configured with CIF, DCI format 1-1 on primary cell with CIF≠0‘is not used for Case 2 SCell dormancy indication
· Discuss TP in next phase
 
Conclusion
· For at least DCI format 2_6, there is no restriction that the DCI format with SCell dormancy indication is received only in the first 3 symbols of a slot
· Note: No TP required
· Note: If any restriction is introduced for DCI 2_6 in UE power savings WI, whether/not it applies also for DCI format 2_6 with SCell dormancy indication can be discussed further.
· Discuss further whether to introduce restriction for DCI format 0_1,1_1

This contribution considers remaining issues on dormancy/non-dormancy behavior for SCells.
Remaining issues on dormancy SCells
Clarification on use of legacy BWP indicator field
It should be further clarified whether the legacy BWP indicator field can indicate dormant DL BWP or not. Basically, it is not possible to use the legacy BWP indicator field for dormancy indication since the DCI format 1_1 including legacy BWP indicator field always accompanies PDSCH scheduling information but the dormant DL BWP does not have configurations for PDSCH scheduling. To avoid such an unintended BWP switching, BWP-Id corresponding to the dormant DL BWP can be excluded from the code points in the legacy BWP indicator field. 

Proposal 1: Do not support BWP switching to dormant DL BWP by using the legacy BWP indicator field.

Based on the above observation, a TP is proposed as below:
TP for TS 38.212 V16.1.0 [2]
	=========================== Unchanged part is omitted ===============================


-	Bandwidth part indicator – 0, 1 or 2 bits as determined by the number of DL BWPs  configured by higher layers, excluding the initial DL bandwidth part and dormant DL bandwidth part if configured. The bitwidth for this field is determined as bits, where 


-	 if , in which case the bandwidth part indicator is equivalent to the ascending order of the higher layer parameter BWP-Id excluding BWP-Id for dormant DL bandwidth part if configured;

-	otherwise , in which case the bandwidth part indicator is defined in Table 7.3.1.1.2-1;


Conclusion
This contribution discussed remaining issues on dormancy/non-dormancy behavior for SCells and proposed a TP as in the Section 2.
Proposal 1: Do not support BWP switching to dormant DL BWP by using the legacy BWP indicator field.
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