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Introduction
There is an LS from RAN1 [1] asking for clarification about the “DL reception” scenario where there is no DL monitoring occasion configured.
In this paper, we present our view on the LS questions.
Discussion
In [1], the question below is asked:
In RAN1 understanding, regarding to the “downlink reception”, there are actually three scenarios: 
· Scenario 1: downlink or flexible symbols with actual DL transmission from gNB to UE, with/without DL monitoring occasion configured
· Scenario 2: downlink or flexible symbols without actual DL transmission from gNB to UE, but with DL monitoring occasion configured
· Scenario 3: downlink or flexible symbols without DL monitoring occasion configured

RAN1 respectfully asks RAN4 to provide answer to the following question.
· Question 1: In additional to scenario 1 and 2, does the “downlink reception” in RAN4 reply LS R4-2103393 (“No downlink reception in-between the PUSCH or PUCCH repetition in the same band for TDD case”) further include scenario 3?  

The original reply from RAN4 to RAN1 on the TDD case is to meet the phase continuity (zero phase discontinuity tolerance) and thus force the transmitter be turn on during the DL time slot. The consequence is that downlink reception or monitoring would not be possible. There is also a TX OFF RF requirement associated with this scenario that was not discussed at the time the original LS reply from RAN4 to RAN1. Later on, such discussion was picked up for the non-scheduled gap case and there was no consensus on how UE could meet the TX OFF requirement with the transmitter power on. RAN4 did not agree that a UE capability will be defined for such solution and it is also not clear in RAN4 that this will be a UE mandatory behaviour to support phase continuity (zero phase discontinuity tolerance).
RAN4 has also started to define the new RF requirement on phase/amplitude discontinuity tolerance and thus the phase continuity for TDD could be relaxed and a different solution would be possible. 

Considering the above situation, it is suggested to reply to RAN1 as below:
RAN4 confirms that scenario 3 should also be considered for “downlink reception” in the LS R4-2103393 but RAN4 cannot agree on the definition of the new capability for such UE behaviour to support phase continuity because this is pending on the TX OFF power compliance and pending on the phase/amplitude tolerance requirement discussion. RAN4 therefore suggests no further discussion on “no downlink reception in DL time slot” in RAN1.


Conclusions
In this contribution, we discuss how to reply to the RAN1 LS [1] clarifying the behavior where there is no DL monitoring occasion configured.  We suggest the following answer:
RAN4 confirms that scenario 3 also should be considered for “downlink reception” in the LS R4-2103393 but RAN4 cannot agree on the definition of the new capability for such UE behaviour to support phase continuity because this is pending on the TX OFF power compliance and pending on the phase/amplitude tolerance requirement discussion. RAN4 therefore suggests no further discussion on “no downlink reception in DL time slot” in RAN1.
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