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1 Introduction
In this document, some suggestions for discussion in RAN1#101-e are provided by considering contributions [1-11] submitted under agenda item 7.2.10.3 on efficient and low latency serving cell configuration/activation/setup.
2. Possible topics for discussion

2.1 Possible topics for discussion

Topic 1: Processing time and HARQ timing for Case 2 dormancy indication – [2],[4],[9],[10],[11]
· This is related to text in square brackets for TP2 in [12] from RAN1#100-e. Was discussed in RAN1#100bis-e without conclusion (Topic 1-1 of [13]). Good to conclude this in this meeting
Topic 2: Handling of “BWP indicator field” on SCell with dormant BWP – [6],[7],[10],[11]
· Some initial discussion in RAN1#100bis-e but other issues were prioritized (Topic 1-4 of [13]). Good to check if/what clarifications are related to this and conclude.
Topic 3: Clarification on SCell UL BWP handling for TDD case when SCell DL BWP is set to dormant BWP – [1],[3],[11]
· There was some initial discussion in RAN1#100bis-e (TP3 of [14]) but discussion was postponed to this meeting. Discussion is related to RAN2 agreements.
	
[bookmark: _Hlk40786988]Topic 4: Restriction that DCI format 1_1/0_1 with dormancy indication is only in first 3 symbols of a slot – [1],[9]
· Was discussed in RAN1#100bis-e (Topic 1-5 of [13]). Good to check if/what clarifications are needed to the spec related to this.
Topic 5-1: TP on removing redundant text in 38.212 and/or 38.213 for Case 2 dormancy indication – [9]
· This issue was brought up in last meeting and corresponding TP is now submitted.
Topic 5-2 TPs to clarify in 38.213 that dormancy indication is only sent on primary cell– [5]
· Can be included as part of Topic 5-1 discussion.
Topic 6-1: Clarification on timing of SCell BWP switch when UE is in DRX and receives DCI 2_6 with dormancy indication – [2],[3]
· This related to WA on value of minimum time gap made in UE power savings A.I (7.2.7.1) in RAN1#100bis-e
[bookmark: _Hlk40787477]Topic 6-2: Clarification on handling of dormancy bit in DCI 2_6 when WUS indicates ‘no wake-up’ – [2],[6]
· Was submitted last meeting but was not prioritized for discussion. 
Topic 7: Clarify that “UE does not expect different dormancy indications to a SCell from different DCI fields” – [8]
· Was submitted last meeting but was not prioritized for discussion.
Topic 8: HARQ timing restriction for Case 1 dormancy indication for cases where there is interruption on SCell due to BWP switch – [4]
· Can be considered after concluding Topic 1 
Topic 9: TP for UE behavior for SCells configured with dormant BWP when DCI 2-6 is not detected – [2]
· This was discussed earlier (Topic 1-2 of 02 thread in [13]) and conclusion mentioned in [100b-e-NR- LTE_NR_DC_CA-ScellDormancy-02] thread was no need to have TP for issue 1-2.

2.2 Moderator proposal

Moderator Proposal
· Discuss following in RAN1#100bis-e for A.I. 7.2.10.3
· Topic 1: Processing time and HARQ timing for Case 2 dormancy indication -- [2],[4],[9],[10],[11]
· Topic 2: Handling of “BWP indicator field” on SCell with dormant BWP – [6],[7],[10],[11]
· Topic 3: Clarification on SCell UL BWP for TDD case when SCell DL BWP is set to dormant BWP – [1],[3],[11]
· Topic 4: Restriction that DCI format 1_1/0_1 with dormancy indication is only in first 3 symbols of a slot – [1],[9]
· Topic 5: Spec clarification TPs (related to previous meeting discussions)
· Topic 5-1: TP on removing redundant text 38.212 and/or 38.213 for Case 2 dormancy indication – [9]
· Topic 5-2: TPs in R1-2003699 [5]
· Topic 6: DCI 2_6 related clarifications (at least quick check to see company views)
· Topic 6-1: Clarification on timing of SCell BWP switch when UE is in DRX and receives DCI 2_6 with dormancy indication – [2],[3]
· Topic 6-2: Clarification on handling of dormancy bit in DCI 2_6 when WUS indicates ‘no wake-up’ – [2],[6]

Please provide comments (if any) for above proposal. 
Note: For suggestions to add a topic, please also try to suggest what topic(s) can be removed from the “Moderator proposal” to keep the scope reasonable.

	Company Name
	Comments

	MTK
	We think the moderator proposal is quite reasonable and we are fine with the proposal. Hopefully Topic 8 can also be discussed after Topic 1 has some progress since the concept is similar.

	Nokia, NSB
	Topic 2: In our opinion this is wrong gNB behavior and results in specification error case. At most a conclusion is needed.
Topic 4: We can discuss, but to us Sub-clause of 12 already covers also “dormancy BWP switching” by DCI format 1_1 and 0_1.
Topic 6-1: With respect to BWP switch timeline, based on DCI format 2_6, it could be just clarified in sub-clause 12 of TS38.213 that BWP switching  delay (defined in RAN4) starts from the first  slot after reception of 2_6.
Topic 6-2: we do not think there should be any linkage between DRX and BWP switching.  Dormancy and DRX wake-up are separate features which only share DCI format,  and should stay that way. Moreover, we do not think an addition of new feature in maintenance phase is appropriate.


	Samsung
	We are OK with moderator’s proposals. Some more comments are as below:
Regarding Topic 2, we think discussion is necessary to clarify whether it is possible or not to indicate dormancy DL BWP by using legacy BWP indicator. If it is not allowed, we can further discuss how to clarify it in the spec.
Regarding Topic 3, in our understanding, it is already discussed in RAN2. If there are any remaining issues on Topic 3, we think it should be handled by RAN2 for ensuring the consistency. Else if, it is just to clarify the RAN1’s understanding, we are okay to discuss it in RAN1.
Regarding Topic 4, we share the same view with Nokia that we can discuss it, but it is already clear by the current spec.

	ZTE
	We are ok with the moderator’s proposals.

Regarding Topic 4, the related spec in Section 12 of TS38.213 goes like this.
A UE expects to detect a DCI format 0_1 indicating active UL BWP change, or a DCI format 1_1 indicating active DL BWP change, only if a corresponding PDCCH is received within the first 3 symbols of a slot. 
If RAN1 agrees that the dormancy indication by DCI format 0_1/1_1 has to be within the first 3 symbols, then the above description doesn’t cover the case of using DCI format 0_1 to indicate dormant DL BWP change. 
As commented in our tdoc, in any case a TP will be needed.
If the restriction is NOT applicable to SCell dormancy indication.
	A UE expects to detect a DCI format 0_1 or DCI format 0_2 indicating active UL BWP change via bandwidth part indicator, or a DCI format 1_1 or DCI format 1_2 indicating active DL BWP change via bandwidth part indicator, only if a corresponding PDCCH is received within the first 3 symbols of a slot. 



If the restriction is applicable to SCell dormancy indication.
	A UE expects to detect a DCI format 0_1 or DCI format 0_2 indicating active UL BWP change via bandwidth part indicator, or a DCI format 1_1 or DCI format 1_2 indicating active DL BWP change via bandwidth part indicator, only if a corresponding PDCCH is received within the first 3 symbols of a slot. 
A UE expects to detect a DCI format 0_1 or DCI format 1_1 indicating SCell dormancy, as described in Clause 10.3, only if a corresponding PDCCH is received within the first 3 symbols of a slot.






3. Conclusion
Based on email discussion [100b-e-Prep-NR-LTE_NR_DC_CA_enh-ScellDormancy], following is proposed by the email discussion moderator.
Moderator Proposal_v3
1. Discuss following in RAN1#100bis-e for A.I. 7.2.10.3
2. Topic 1: Processing time and HARQ timing for Case 2 dormancy indication -- [2],[4],[9],[10],[11]
2. Topic 2: Handling of “BWP indicator field” on SCell with dormant BWP – [6],[7],[10],[11]
2. Topic 3: Clarification on SCell UL BWP for TDD case when SCell DL BWP is set to dormant BWP – [1],[3],[11]
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Topic 4: Restriction that DCI format 1_1/0_1 with dormancy indication is only in first 3 symbols of a slot – [1],[9]
2. Topic 5: Spec clarification TPs (related to previous meeting discussions)
4. Topic 5-1: TP on removing redundant text 38.212 and/or 38.213 for Case 2 dormancy indication – [9]
4. Topic 5-2: TPs in R1-2003699 [5]
2. Topic 6: DCI 2_6 related clarifications (at least quick check to see company views)
5. Topic 6-1: Clarification on timing of SCell BWP switch when UE is in DRX and receives DCI 2_6 with dormancy indication – [2],[3]
5. Topic 6-2: Clarification on handling of dormancy bit in DCI 2_6 when WUS indicates ‘no wake-up’ – [2],[6]
2. Topic 7: (at least quick check to see company views)
6. Possible clarifications related to the proposal in R1-2004103 – [8]
1. Aim to conclude
3. Topics 1,2,3,4,6 by 05/29. Associated TPs (if any) by 06/04
3. Topics 5,7 by 05/28
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