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1	Introduction
In RAN4 99-e, the following reply LS was sent from RAN1 to RAN4 [1], the content copied below: 
	With respect to efficient SCell activation for NR CA, RAN1 would like to inform RAN4 the following RAN1 agreement,
Agreement
For efficient activation of SCells
· Option 1a: MAC CE(s) contained in a single PDSCH to trigger both SCell activation and corresponding temporary RS(s)
· Details FFS including timeline design for receiving temporary RS
Note: Separate from the support of Option 1a, it is up to RAN4 whether or not to consider an activation time enhancement for Option 2 without requiring further RAN1 work
· Option 2: A Rel-15/16 SCell activation MAC-CE to trigger SCell activation and a Rel-15/16 DCI to trigger corresponding Rel-15/16 A-TRS(s)


During RAN4 100-e, the topic was discussed and content of the WF [2] is copied below as well.
	Issue 1-3-1: Whether RAN4 need to specify requirements for Option 2 in LS [R4-2107609]
· Option 1(vivo, OPPO, ZTE, MTK, Nokia): No, RAN4 only specify requirements for option 1a in LS [R4-2107609]. 
· Option 1a(Apple, Huawei): Prioritize option 1a, and FFS on Option 2 in LS [R4-2107609].
· Option 2 (Qualcomm, Ericsson, Nokia): Yes, RAN4 specify requirements for both option 1a and option 2 in LS [R4-2107609]



This paper discusses the options listed above in the LS and provide our view.
2	Discussions
Before discussing the technical issues, we first note that in the LS, Option 1a is already agreed by RAN1 and is already supported.
Observation 1: Option 1a is already agreed and now the feature is complete.
Thus, in RAN4, what we’re actually discussing is whether to also consider option 2 on top of option 1a. Basically, Option 1a is to trigger SCell activation and temporary RS via MAC-CE(s) in the same PDSCH while Option 2 is trying to activate the SCell via a MAC-CE and then trigger the Rel-15/Rel-16 TRS via DCI. 
As reflected in the discussion summary in RAN1 [2], a majority of companies agreed on Option 1a but not Option 2. 
From our point of view, we also have concerns towards Option 2. This is mainly due to the fact that Option 2 may complicate the SCell activation procedure without clear benefits observed. For instance, if option 2 is to be supported, then we need to specify the time window for the DCI triggering Rel-15/Rel-16 TRS. What’s more, we also need to handle the case when UE miss one of the DCI or MAC-CE. This might lead to extra work in RAN4.
Observation 2: If option 2 is to be supported, then we need to specify the time window for the DCI triggering Rel-15/Rel-16 TRS. What’s more, we also need to handle the case when UE miss one of the DCI or MAC-CE.
Observation 3: Option 2 might lead to extra work in RAN4 without clear benefits.
Based on the above analysis, we propose not to support option 2 but simply go with option 1a which is already agreed by RAN1.
Do not support option 2 but simply go with option 1a which is already agreed by RAN1. 
3	Conclusion
Observation 1: Option 1a is already agreed and now the feature is complete.
Observation 2: If option 2 is to be supported, then we need to specify the time window for the DCI triggering Rel-15/Rel-16 TRS. What’s more, we also need to handle the case when UE miss one of the DCI or MAC-CE.
Observation 3: Option 2 might lead to quite amount of work in RAN4 with significant specification impact without clear benefits.
Proposal 1: Do not support option 2 but simply go with option 1a which is already agreed by RAN1.
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