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1	Introduction
In the e-mail discussion 108#56, several open issues were tackled related to SCell dormancy behaviour. In this contribution, we address the issue where we think further discussion is needed.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
It was discussed, in the e-mail discussion 108#56, whether performing any of periodic, semi-persistent and aperiodic CSI measurements for dormancy SCell with the corresponding report transmitted on another cell (i.e., sPCell or non-dormancy SCell) is supported. It was raised in this discussion that aperiodic CSI report should not be supported for this case. However, it is not clear to us why this type of CSI report should be prevented for an SCell in dormancy.
It has been agreed in RAN2 that in dormancy behaviour for an NR SCell, the UE continues to perform CSI measurement reports. Therefore, no CSI report type was precluded and there seems to be no reason to revert this agreement.
Based on RAN1/RAN4 reply LS, introduce ‘dormancy’ behaviour for NR SCell, i.e. the UE stops monitoring PDCCH on SCell but continue performing CSI measurements, AGC and beam management, if configured. 

Moreover, it should be noted that according to L1 features (as in R1-1907862), basic CSI feedback (which is supported without capability signalling) comprises of both periodic and aperiodic CSI report, while semi persistent report is an optional capability. To preclude the use of aperiodic CSI report would thus limit the use of SCell dormancy behaviour. 
This limitation would not only be due to what report types the UE may support, but also from the fact that PUCCH feedback is less detailed than the one sent in PUSCH. This can severely limit the amount of feedback that NW may get from the UE and thus limiting the use case for dormancy since the NW may need more time to acquire further feedback from the UE.
[bookmark: _Toc32513199]Precluding aperiodic CSI report will limit the use of SCell dormancy behaviour.
It should also be noted that there seems to be no specific challenge from RAN2 side to support aperiodic or any other CSI report.  Hence, there should be no difference from RAN2 point of view on which CSI reports are specifically supported. If any differentiation between those cases is needed, it could be handled in RAN1 and RAN4. It is also our understanding that RAN4 did not discuss yet the detailed delay requirements for SCell dormancy case. Thus, it is unclear which CSI reports are impacted and which are not.
[bookmark: _Toc32513200]The detailed delay requirements for SCell dormancy were not discussed yet in RAN4.

Hence, we think there from RAN2 point of view, previous agreements shall hold and no specific CSI report type needs to be excluded.
[bookmark: _Toc32513201]RAN2 to confirm that periodic, semi-persistent and aperiodic CSI measurements for dormancy SCell with the corresponding report transmitted on another cell (i.e., sPCell or non-dormancy SCell) is supported.

3	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	Precluding aperiodic CSI report will limit the use of SCell dormancy behaviour.
Observation 2	The detailed delay requirements for SCell dormancy were not discussed yet in RAN4.


Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN2 to confirm that periodic, semi-persistent and aperiodic CSI measurements for dormancy SCell with the corresponding report transmitted on another cell (i.e., sPCell or non-dormancy SCell) is supported.
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