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1. Introduction
RAN2 discussed in #113bis meeting if the common configuration included in dedicated signalling should comply with the UE capabilities [1]. The discussion was postponed without conclusion.
In this document, we provide our view on the issue.
2. Discussion
2.1. Compliance check for RRCReconfiguration message
The section 5.3.5.8.2 of TS38.331; “Inability to comply with RRCReconfiguration” defines the UE behaviour when “the UE is unable to comply with (part of) the configuration included in the RRCReconfiguration message”. There is no text suggesting that the UE performs the compliance check only for the dedicated configuration of RRC Reconfiguration message, i.e. the UE does not distinguish between dedicated configuration and common configuration in this regard.
Observation 1:	According to TS38.331, the UE does not distinguish between dedicated configuration and common configuration in checking if the UE is able to comply with the configuration included in the RRCReconfiguration message.
Such compliance check is not defined for system information because obviously system information is not tailored for a given UE. The UE is required to disregard configurations it does not support, e.g. SUL.
Observation 2:	No compliance check is defined for the system information. The UE is required to disregard configurations it does not support.
2.2. Issues with delta configuration
If the UE were supposed to disregard configurations in the common configuration it does not support, there would be ambiguities in how delta configuration is performed (or not) for those disregarded configurations.
Let us consider the following scenario.
1) The UE supports SUL in band A, but not in band B.
2) The network includes SUL configuration on band B in common configuration (as a copy of common configuration in SIB), but not in dedicated configuration.
3) The UE “disregards” the SUL configuration in common configuration.
4) The network, e.g. after PCell handover, intends to configure SUL on band A and includes the corresponding configuration in common and dedicated configuration.
It is not clear if the SUL configuration in the step 4 is supposed to be delta configuration with respect to the configuration in step 2. The current specification is not clear whether the UE “disregarding” some common configuration means 1) disregard but keep the configurations, or 2) disregard and forget the configurations.
This is indeed more generic problem not limited to the compliance to the UE capabilities. The scenario above can happen if the network simply reuses a copy of system information configurations in common configuration, and the common configuration includes something that is not intended to be configured.
Observation 3:	Handling of delta configuration for common configuration becomes ambiguous if the UE “disregards” some parameters in common configuration of dedicated signalling.
3. Conclusion
We propose the following considering what we looked at in this document.
Proposal 1:	The network shall ensure that the common configuration in dedicated signalling not only is compliant to UE capability, but also is aligned with dedicated configuration.
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