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1. Introduction
RAN2 in #115-e meeting discussed the introduction of BCS4 and BCS5, as per RAN4 request [1]. In this document we discuss a few remaining open issues.
· Backward compatibility
· Applicability to DAPS
· Fallback capability
2. Discussion
2.1. Backward compatibility
The UE may be signalling only BCS4 or BCS5 for a supported band combination. The network not supporting the new BCS concept should simply ignore the UE capability for the band combination. This network behaviour is expected already today. For example, the UE may support only BCS1 for the following band combination as BCS0 is not a subset of BCS1. The network which supports / comprehends BCS0 should disregard the UE capability of this particular band combination.
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The UE may signal its capability for legacy BCS(s) together with BCS4 or BCS5. The network not implementing BCS4/5 then can use bandwidth combinations according to the legacy BCS(s) supported by the UE.
In the future, we may see cases where a new band combination is defined only with BCS4 and/or BCS5. Any network supporting such band combination shall also support BCS4/5. The legacy network will just ignore the band combination.
Proposal 1:	RAN2 to confirm the introduction of BCS4 and BCS5 does not cause a backward compatibility problem, and the signalling can be introduced within the existing band combination list, i.e. no need to introduce a new band combination list.
2.1. Applicability to DAPS
DAPS feature leverages the UE capability for CA which is used to express UE’s capability for source cell and target cell configurations during DAPS handover. BCS is not an exception there. We simply propose to keep the principle and allow the use of BCS4 and BCS5 for the purpose of DAPS handover.
Proposal 2:	BCS4 and BCS5 are applicable to DAPS.
2.1. Fallback capability
RAN2 agreed to introduce the solution 2 in the RAN4 LS [1]; The UE signals supported minimum bandwidth in feature set per CC. Since it defines the lowest bound of UE capability, the concept of “Fallback per CC feature set” (see below, from 38.306) should not apply.
· Fallback per CC feature set: A feature set per CC that has lower capabilities of UE supported MIMO layers and BW while keeping the numerology and other parameters the same from the reported feature set per CC for a given carrier per band.
Proposal 3:	Fallback per CC feature set is not applicable to the supported minimum bandwidth of BCS5.
3. Conclusion
In this document we discussed a few remaining open issues regarding BCS4 and BCS5, and made the following proposals.
Proposal 1:	RAN2 to confirm the introduction of BCS4 and BCS5 does not cause a backward compatibility problem, and the signalling can be introduced within the existing band combination list, i.e. no need to introduce a new band combination list.
Proposal 2:	BCS4 and BCS5 are applicable to DAPS.
Proposal 3:	Fallback per CC feature set is not applicable to the supported minimum bandwidth of BCS5.
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