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0 Introduction
In RAN4#101-bis-e meeting, [1] raised an issue on how to simplify the different intra-band contiguous CA BW classes for NR FR2 band in the DC configuration tables having the common FR1 part. It is noted that with the introduction of more and more new CA BW classes for NR FR2, the redundancy for DC combinations including FR2 in the configuration table will be much more serious in the future releases than in Rel-17.
1 Status summary from 1st round
	Sub-topic
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic 3-2:
Optimization to other redundancy
	Issue 3-2A: Is the following approach for further optimization to the DC configuration tables acceptable?
For the DC configuration tables having FR2 band, the following simplification rules are suggested to be applied.
· Merge different intra-band contiguous CA BW classes with field delimiter “/” for NR FR2 band in the configurations having the common FR1 part.
· For EN-DC configurations, only CA BW classes for the last NR FR2 band can be merged.
· For NE-DC configurations, only CA BW classes for the first NR FR2 band can be merged.
· The first configuration with a common FR1 part should be in a separate row in EN-DC and NE-DC configuration tables.
Issue 3-2B: Will the new template of DC configuration table be implemented in rapporteur’s big CR in RAN4#102-e meeting?
Issue 3-2C: Will the new template be adopted in EXCEL file for inter-band EN-DC/NE-DC including FR2, inter-band EN-DC including FR1 and FR2 band combination request? Will the new template be adopted in proponent’s TP and rapporteur’s TR in Rel-18?

Company views during 1st round discussion:
· Huawei:
· Issue 3-2A: Option 2 (No): Right now we don't have R18 spec. I don't think we can refer to R18 spec in R17 TR. Besides, it's agreed that character “/” is not allowed to be used in configuration tables.
· Issue 3-2B: If we go option 2 for Issue 3-2A, there is no need to further discuss this issue.
· Issue 3-2C: If we go option 2 for Issue 3-2A, there is no need to further discuss this issue.
· ZTE:
· Issue 3-2A: Option 1 (Yes). It’s true there is no R18 spec right now. But this TP is suggested to be implemented for the last version of Rel-17 spec before entering into Rel-18. The optimization for using character “/” is limited to FR2 bands from Rel-18 on. The reason why we raise such optimization right now is that more and more FR2 CA BW classes are being introduced. For example, many new BW classes for a hybrid class of FBG 3+2 under discussion are most possible to be introduced. It will make the current DC configuration table too redundant. It is also noted that the DC configuration table including FR2 for 101-3 v17.4.0 already sums up to more than 160 pages.
· Issue 3-2B: Option 1 (Yes).
· Issue 3-2C: Option 1 (Yes).
· Nokia:
· To Huawei, about this “it's agreed that character “/”” we are curious to know when this was agreed.
· Ericsson:
· We like to merge different intra-band contiguous CA BW classes with field delimiter “/” for NR FR2 band in the configurations having the common FR1 part.

Recommendations for 2nd round:
(1)  Further discuss the concerns on using the field delimiter “/” for NR FR2 BW class.
(2)  A WF on simplification for DC configuration table is suggested to be discussed in the 2nd round.



After the first round discussion, the tentative agreements are as following:
The redundancy of NR FR2 CA bandwidth class in the DC configurations having the common FR1 part is recognized. However, no consensus on using the field delimiter “/” is achieved. Further discussion is needed.

2 WF
· Further analyze the possible simplifications including but not limited to the approach of using the field delimiter “/” for the configuration tables in Rel-18. 
· Companies are encouraged to provide the pros and cons analysis on the optimization approaches to various intra-band CA BW classes.
· If the optimization approach to various intra-band CA BW classes is chosen, 
· Which categories of configuration table need to be optimized? CA and/or DC configuration tables? FR1 and/or FR2 band configurations?
· When is the appropriate time to apply the related rules?
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