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1	Introduction
RAN4#100-e agreed two CRs to introduced BCS4 and BCS5 [1, 2] while RAN2 sent a reply LS [3] to RAN4 about release independence of BCS5, where the following is captured together with associated two questions.
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[bookmark: _Hlk58440727]This contribution addresses to answer the LS specifically based on the text coloured in green.
2	Discussion
The original motivation to introduce BCS5 came from the assumption that a new signalling introduction like minimum channel bandwidth associated with BCS4 as release independence from Rel-15 may cause an issue such that an old gNB, which understands BCS4 but does not understand the new signalling may interpret that all the channel bandwidth combinations are available. To avoid this situation as well as introduce the new signalling at least from Rel-17, the idea of BCS5 was introduced. Since RAN2 concluded that it is technically feasible to make BCS5 release independent from Rel-15, the justification to introduce BCS5 does not hold anymore.
Observation 1: There is no specific reason to keep BCS5 in the specifications given that BCS4 with minimum channel bandwidth can be release independent from Rel-15.
If the answers for the question 1 and 2 are considered on the basis of the Observation 1, a possible answer is as follows.
Observation 2: The answers for the question 1 and 2 are as follows.
RAN4 agreed that BCS5 is going to be removed from TS38.101-1 and -3. Accordingly, RAN4 also agreed that minimum channel bandwidth in the solution 2 in R4-2108002 can be indicated in BCS4 from Rel-15 as release independence.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed necessity of BCS5 together with possible answers for two questions from RAN2 in [1] and obtained the following two observations. 
Observation 1: There is no specific reason to keep BCS5 in the specifications given that BCS4 with minimum channel bandwidth can be release independent from Rel-15.
Observation 2: The answers for the question 1 and 2 are as follows.
RAN4 agreed that BCS5 is going to be removed from TS38.101-1 and -3. Accordingly, RAN4 also agreed that minimum channel bandwidth in the solution 2 in R4-2108002 can be indicated in BCS4 from Rel-15 as release independence.
The draft LS is captured in the Annex in this contribution. CRs to reflect the observation 2 are provided in [4, 5].
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5	Annex
Title:	draft reply LS for capability for BCS5 
Response to:	R2-2109073
Release:	Release 17
Work Item:	NR_BCS4-Core

Source:	3GPP TSG RAN WG4
To:	RAN2 
Cc:	NONE

Contact Person:	
· Name:	Hiromasa Umeda
· E-mail Address:	hiromasa.umeda@nokia.com 

Send any reply LS to:	3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org 	


1. Overall Description:
The original motivation to introduce BCS5 came from the assumption that a new signalling like minimum channel bandwidth associated with the solution 1 or 2 mentioned in R4-2108002 as release independence from Rel-15 may cause an issue that an old gNB, which understands BCS4 but does not understand the minimum channel bandwidth may interpret that all the channel bandwidth combinations, which are not limited by maximum channel bandwidth if it is included, are available. To avoid this situation as well as introduce the new signalling at least from Rel-17, the idea of BCS5 was introduced. Provided that it is technically feasible to make BCS5 release independent from Rel-15 based on R2-2109073, the justification to introduce BCS5 does not hold anymore. Hence, RAN4 agreed the followings.
BCS5 is going to be removed from TS38.101-1 and -3.
Minimum channel bandwidth in the solution 2 can be indicated in BCS4 from Rel-15 as release independence.
Note that accordingly, the two questions on BCS5 in R2-2109073 became obsolete.
2. Actions:
To: 3GPP TSG RAN WG2.
ACTION: RAN4 respectfully asks RAN2 to take the above information into account to reflect the RAN4 agreements into relevant RAN2 specification(s).

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG4 Meetings:
TSG RAN4 Meeting #101-bis-e		17th Jan – 25th Jan 2022		               Electronic meeting
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RAN2 discussed whether BCS5 can be release independent, asitis technically feasible to make BCSS release
independent by Introducing the signalling for BCS5 from Rel-17 with a magic sentence in the specification
allowing for early implementation'since Rel=15, from the perspective of RAN2. However RAN2 did not reach
any consensus on the BCSS early implementation. RAN2 also discussed whether BCS4/5 can be reported
together or not and did not conclude. To complete the design of BCS4/5 in the RAN2 specification, RAN2

would like to ask the followings:
Question 1: Is BCS5 required to be release independent by RAN4?
Question 2: Can BCS5 be reported together with BCS4 or not?




