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1	Introduction
RAN2#112e discussed the late contribution R2-2011044 (BWCS for inter-ENDC BC with intra-ENDC band combination) via email, which concerned the capability introduced ~1 year ago by R2-2002390 & R2-2002127. At the time it was thought not to have any inter-operability issues, but it seems some have surfaced now.
The discussion also continued in RANP (with the summary of the discussion being detailed in RP-202865), and RAN#90e sent the LS R2-2100065 (RP-202935) to RAN4 and RAN2 asking to resolve the matter. In this contribution, we discuss the how to do that in light that both RAN2 and RAN4 groups need to work on the matter.
2	Clarifying supported BCS for inter-band EN-DC band combinations with intra-band components
The RAN#90e LS has tasks for both RAN4 and RAN2, but it is made very clear that it is RAN4 who is responsible for solving the main task: What should the UE support for the problematic cases, and how is it expected to indicate that? After RAN4 has concluded on this (which is expected to happen during the 1st meeting week of RAN4), RAN2 is tasked to work on the CRs according to the RAN4 feedback and provide them for approval in RAN#91e. Hence, RAN2 will be required to wait for RAN4 feedback before it can work on the CRs.
Observation 1: RAN4 will decide how to resolve the problem and indicate the solution to RAN2.
Observation 2: RAN2 can work on the CRs only after receiving RAN4 feedback.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to work on CRs once RAN4 feedback is received.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Therefore, we would propose that while RAN4 is working on the issue, RAN2 can focus on matters that concern the immediate IODT problem only: That is, how to resolve the situation where there are UEs in the field that do not conform to current specifications (due to ambiguous elements). As stated already in our contribution R2-2011044, one solution would be to simply assume that UE shall always support BCS0 for those cases for the configuration purposes, as that is anyway similar to what has been done in the past. While we expect this will also be discussed in RAN4, it would be good to consider RAN2 technical discussion on feasibility of this so it can be checked once the RAN4 has progressed: RAN4 will anyway not consider the inter-operability issues, so it could be helpful for RAN2 to discuss how to resolve those in the meantime.
Observation 3: RAN2 should discuss how to resolve the observed IODT issue regardless of the RAN4 feedback.
Proposal 2: Network can always assume that UEs not reporting the supported intra-band EN-DC BCS (i.e. the field supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC) for inter-band EN-DC band combinations with intra-band EN-DC components shall always support BCS0 for the relevant intra-band (NG)EN-DC components.
3	Conclusion
This documents has made the following observations:
Observation 1: RAN4 will decide how to resolve the problem and indicate the solution to RAN2.
Observation 2: RAN2 can work on the CRs only after receiving RAN4 feedback.
Observation 3: RAN2 should discuss how to resolve the observed IODT issue regardless of the RAN4 feedback.
And proposed the following:
Proposal 1: RAN2 to work on CRs once RAN4 feedback is received.
Proposal 2: Network can always assume that UEs not reporting the supported intra-band EN-DC BCS (i.e. the field supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC) for inter-band EN-DC band combinations with intra-band EN-DC components shall always support BCS0 for the relevant intra-band (NG)EN-DC components.




