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1.	Introduction
In RAN2#109-e meeting, RAN2 sent LS [1] to RAN1 to share RAN2 agreements on dormant BWP and to check issues from RAN1 perspective, and in RAN1 reply LS [2] to RAN2, RAN1 responds RAN1’s view on RAN2 agreement related to dormant BWP.
In this contribution, we present our view on dormant BWP related issues based on the RAN1 reply LS.
2.	Discussion 
In RAN1 LS [2], regarding RAN2 question on stopping A-CSI reporting and A/SP/P-SRS transmission for dormant BWP, RAN1 responds as following,
Q 3: Are there any issues due to RAN2 agreements on CSI reporting and SRS transmission, i.e. not support aperiodic CSI reporting for dormant BWP and not support SRS transmission on dormant BWP?
RAN1 could not reach a consensus on the support of A-CSI measurement in dormant BWP (with report triggered by another cell e.g. PCell) or SP/A-SRS transmission in dormant BWP. RAN1 sees no issue with supporting at least long periodicity P-SRS (e.g. >100ms).

Although RAN1 did not respond positively to RAN2 question, i.e., did not make a consensus that there is no issue on stopping CSI reporting and SRS transmission, it does not mean that RAN1 objects to RAN2 agreement. RAN1 did not raise any critical issues and did not say that CSI reporting and SRS transmission are necessary for dormant BWP. Hence, the final decision can be made in RAN2 if there is no issue without CSI reporting and SRS transmission from RAN2 point of view.
We think that actually aperiodic CSI reporting/SRS transmission are not relevant to dormancy behaviour since the UE does not monitor PDCCH in the dormant BWP. Nevertheless, some companies argue that SP/P-SRS is necessary since TA is maintained based on SRS transmission. However, given that the dormancy behaviour is not applied to PCell and PUCCH SCell, TA can be maintained via PCell and PUCCH SCell. In addition, TA maintenance can be handled by the network implementation because the network may not indicate to transit to the dormancy behaviour for all of serving cells in the same TAG. Thus, we think that SP/P-SRS transmission for dormant BWP may not be essential. Moreover, considering that RAN2 has many options to discuss for supporting SRS transmission for dormant BWP, e.g., maintain P-SRS, handling by network configuration, and dedicated BWP, we think this discussion for SRS transmission may not be easily converged. Therefore, since we don’t see any issue even if A-CSI reporting and SRS transmission are not supported, keeping the original RAN2 agreement is simple and clear approach at this late stage of Rel-16.
Proposal 1. RAN2 confirms the original RAN2 agreement, i.e., A-CSI reporting and SRS transmission are not supported for the dormant BWP.

Regarding the feasibility of the implicit configuration of BFD-RS in dormant BWP as shown below box, RAN1 responds that the implicit configuration could be supported for dormant BWP.
Q6:RAN2 respectfully ask RAN1 is it feasible to support the implicit configuration of the beam failure detection RS for dormant BWP?
Implicit configuration for beam failure detection RS in dormant BWP could be supported if tci-StatesPDCCH-ToAddList or equivalent configuration is provided for a dormant BWP.

However, as RAN1 just indicates that the implicit configuration is possible, this does not mean that RAN1 supports the implicit configuration of BFD-RS for dormant BWP. In addition, it is currently FFS whether implicit configuration of RS for BFD should be supported. Therefore, the implicit configuration should be re-discussed in RAN2.
In the current specification, the implicit configuration is provided by PDCCH-Config. However, in RAN2#108, RAN2 made the agreement that PDCCH-Config is not configured for the dormant BWP. This implies that implicit configuration of BFD-RS is not possible from RAN2 point of view if RAN2 does not revert the agreement. 
There is a concern that no implicit configuration leads to signalling overhead to frequently reconfigure BFD-RS, especially FR2 range where beam change is occurred frequently. However, given that up to 8 RS in FR2 can be explicitly configured for BFD-RS, no serious signalling overhead would be expected.
Note that the network always knows which BWP is configured for dormant BWP. Therefore, the network can explicitly configure the BFD-RS as part of the BWP configuration of the dormant BWP. We think that explicit configuration has no problem and that there is no reason to support another mechanism, e.g., implicit configuration. 
Proposal 2. Implicit configuration for BFD-RS is not supported.

3.	Conclusion
In this contribution, we present our view on remaining issues on DCP, and make proposals as follows,
Proposal 1. RAN2 confirms the original RAN2 agreement, i.e., A-CSI reporting and SRS transmission are not supported for the dormant BWP.
Proposal 2. Implicit configuration for BFD-RS is not supported.
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