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1. Introduction
In RAN#99 meeting, a new WID on complete the specification support for Bandwidth Part operation without restriction in NR was approved. 
The work item includes following objectives: 
· For Option A 

· Study and specify if any clarifications of the existing requirements are needed, e.g., applicability of requirements, conditions of gap configuration etc. (RAN4)

· For Option B-1-1

· Specify support of BM/RLM/BFD based on SSB outside the active BWP without interruptions (RAN4, RAN2, RAN1)
· For Option C 
· Specify support of BM/RLM/BFD based on NCD-SSB within active BWP for non-RedCap UEs (RAN4, RAN2, RAN1)

· For Option B-1-2 
· Specify support of BM/RLM/BFD based on SSB outside the active BWP with interruptions with the following conditions (RAN4, RAN2, RAN1):
· The UE shall be allowed to use B-1-2 only if there is no CSI-RS, no NCD SSB and no CD SSB configured for RLM/BM/BFD in the active BWP of the corresponding carrier(s) to be measured; and

· UE shall support option (C) NCD-SSB (subject to IoDT availability). 

· The interruption related requirements will be decided and specified in RAN4.
In last meeting, a way forward was approved [1]. In this contribution, we discuss the specification impact of Option A and provide our views.
2. Discussion
For option A, whether any clarification on existing timing requirements when CD-SSB is outside active BWP is still open. Timing requirements are defined based on SSB. However, SSB is mainly used for rough timing estimation when UE access to the NW. In connected mode, UE can use TRS or DMRS for time tracking, which is up to UE implementation. In our view, the timing requirements specify the timing requirements under certain condition. But except for this condition, there are multiple ways for UE to perform timing estimation. Hence, we do not think further clarifications are needed on existing requirements. 

Proposal: No clarifications on existing timing requirements are needed.
3. Conclusions
In this contribution, we discuss the specification impact of Option A and the proposal is:
Proposal: No clarifications on existing timing requirements are needed.
4. Reference
[1] R4-2306333, WF on BWP operation without restriction.

[2] R4-2306393, Topic summary for [106-bis-e][208] NR_BWP_wor.

[3] RP-230805, New WID: Complete the specification support for BandWidth Part, Vodafone.

[4] R4-2303313, WF on BWP_withoutRestriction.

[5] R4-2303314, LS on additional agreements for BWP_withoutRestriction Option A
[6] R4-2302792, Topic summary for [106][234] BWP_withoutRestriction.
