3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #109 electronic                      R2-2001312
24th Feb – 6th Mar, 2020
Agenda Item:
5.4.3
Source: 
Huawei, HiSilicon
Title: 
Report for email discussion 108#04 on support of 70MHz CBW
Document for:
Discussion and decision
1 Introduction
During the RAN2#108 meeting, RAN2 had online discussion about support of 70MHz channel bandwidth. The following agreements were made and an email discussion was assigned.
R2-1915894
On the RAN2 signalling support for new introduced channel bandwidth
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
Rel-15
NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1915895
CR to 38.331 on support of 70MHz channel bandwidth -option1 with IODT bit
Huawei, HiSilicon, Vodafone
CR
Rel-15
38.331
15.7.0
1410
-
F
NR_newRAT-Core

=> Revised in R2-1916500

R2-1816500
CR to 38.331 on support of 70MHz channel bandwidth -option1 with IODT bit
Huawei, HiSilicon, Vodafone
CR
Rel-15
38.331
15.7.0
1410
1
F
NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1915896
CR to 38.306 on support of 70MHz channel bandwidth -option1 with IODT bit
Huawei, HiSilicon, Vodafone
CR
Rel-15
38.306
15.7.0
0209
-
F
NR_newRAT-Core

=> Revised i R2-1916501

R2-1916501
CR to 38.306 on support of 70MHz channel bandwidth -option1 with IODT bit
Huawei, HiSilicon, Vodafone
CR
Rel-15
38.306
15.7.0
0209
1
F
NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1915897
CR to 38.331 on support of 70MHz channel bandwidth -option2
Huawei, HiSilicon, Vodafone
CR
Rel-15
38.331
15.7.0
1411
-
F
NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1915898
CR to 38.306 on support of 70MHz channel bandwidth -option2
Huawei, HiSilicon, Vodafone
CR
Rel-15
38.306
15.7.0
0210
-
F
NR_newRAT-Core

DISCUSSION

- 
Nokia think there are some issues with both option 1 and option 2, but think optinon 2 is preferable.

Offline 27, Arrive at agreeable CRs in R2-1916500 and R2-1916501 (Huawei)

- 
TMO are really wonder if IODT bits are needed. 

- 
Ericsson think that with the signalling we can be flexible. 

· [108#04][R15] Support of 70MHz channel bandwidth (Huawei)

Based on Option 1


Intended outcome: For next meeting, Report, if possible Agreeable CR 


Deadline:  2020-02-13
In this contribution, we give the brief summary of the email discussion and a potential easy agreement.
2 Discussion
For ANS.1 design, there are several ways of adding 70MHz signalling:
1. Adding 70MHz in FeatureSetPerCC same as we did for 90MHz BW. In this way, it breaks the logic that UE indicates supported BWs with IOdT bit in BandNR and indicates max BW in FeatureSetPerCC level
2. Adding a bitsrting (with reserved bits) for 70MHz in BandNR and adding 70MHz in FeatureSetPerCC indicating the maximum supported BW. In this way, new bit in BandNR indicating if 70MHz is supported and one bit in FeatureSetPerCC level indicating if the max BW is 70MHz.
3. Adding a bitsrting (with reserved bits) for 70MHz in BandNR. In this way, new bit in BandNR indicating if 70MHz is supported but UE cannot indicate that supported max BW is 70MHz. For the max BW, max BW 80MHz has already been supported and companies don’t think this finer granular is needed. For example, in CA case, if UE supports 100MHz+70MHz, the UE can report 100MHz+80MHz in FeatureSetPerCC level. So companies are acceptable that 70MHz as the max BW is not added in FeatureSetPerCC. It has smallest possible impact on signalling size and legacy logic, and achieve equivalent result.
Proposal (a potential easy agreement): To support 70MHz channel bandwidth, only a bitsrting (with reserved bits) for 70MHz is added in BandNR.
To agree the CRs provided in [1] and [2].

3 Conclusions
Based on the inputs from companies, we have the following proposal which can be regarded as a potential easy agreement:
Proposal (a potential easy agreement): To support 70MHz channel bandwidth, only a bitsrting (with reserved bits) for 70MHz is added in BandNR.
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