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Overall description
RAN2 would like to thank RAN1 for the LS on RAN1 UE feature list in R2-2508008 (R1-2507981). 
On NR_MC_enh2:
RAN2 has discussed RAN1 questions on adding prerequisite FGs for Rel-18 RAN1 MC features:
	Agreement:
Ask RAN2 to feedback if it is possible to update prerequisite FG(s) for Rel-18 RAN1 FG 49-4a/4b/4c/4d/5a/5b/6/7/8/9/10/12/12a/13/14 in Rel-19 as follows (red fonts):	Comment by Samsung (Seungil Park): I agree with Docomo’s suggestion below, considering that the original question was to ask whether it is possible or not. 
So, we have to answer the RAN1 question first.



RAN2 thinks the possible implementation for the above RAN1 agreement is to define new Rel-19 FGs for Rel-18 FG 49-4a/4b/4c/4d/5a/5b/6/7/8/9/10/12/12a/13/14, and FG66-1/66-2 will be defined as prerequisite for the new Rel-19 FGs.
An example of new Rel-19 FG for Rel-18 FG 49-4a is shown as below:
	nominalRBG-SizeOfConfig-3-FDRA-Type-0-DCI-1-3-v1900
Indicates whether the UE supports nominal RBG size of Configuration 3 for FDRA type 0 for DCI format 1_3.
A UE supporting this feature shall also indicate support of at least one of multiCell-PDSCH-DCI-1-3-SameSCS-r18, multiCell-PDSCH-DCI-1-3-DiffSCS-r18, and FG 66-1.



RAN2 would like to check with RAN1 whether the above implementation aligns with RAN1 understanding?	Comment by Riki Okawa (大川 立樹): All above this question is fine, but question could be more indicational and also we should answer question from RAN1 first. It’s like:

From RAN2 perspective, it is feasible to add Rel-19 FG(s) to prerequisite FG(s) for Rel-18 FG(s), but it is better to define new Rel-19 FG(s) as prerequisite. RAN2 would like to ask for feedback if there is issue on this approach from RAN1 perspective.
On NR_MIMO_Ph5 and NR_AIML_air:
RAN2 would like to thank RAN1 on the progress of ‘per band and per band combination’ discussion. Based on RAN1 reply LS, RAN2 further confirmed and reached below agreements as RAN2 understanding for capabilities defined as ‘per band and per band combination’:
	Agreements from RAN2 perspective
1.	No matter CA is configured or not, if the capability/component is not counted across CCs, the minimum capability between per BC capability and per band capability should be applied for a band in case of band combination (CA).
2.	For the capability/component is counted across CCs, wait for RAN1 for the conclusion.
3.	When per BC capability is indicated but some subset of the bands in the BC doesn’t indicate per band capability, the capability/component is not supported in the band without per band capability, the capability/component is supported only in the band with per band capability signalled. This applies to both capability/component that is counted/not counted across CCs.
4.	When the UE reports the per band capability but does not include the per BC capability for a certain BC, the UE supports the feature as indicated in the per band capability without further per BC limitations. This applies to both capability/component that is counted/not counted across CCs.
5.	If Feature B is prerequisite of Feature A and both features are ‘per band and per band combination’:
a.	A UE supporting feature A per band shall also indicate support of feature B at the given band;
b.	A UE supporting feature A per BC shall also indicate support of feature B at the given BC.
6	For per-band and per-BC capabilities for MIMO codebook capabilities:
If a UE supports such capabilities in a set of bands separately (per-band) then the UE must always support those capabilities in any CA combination composed of the respective bands (per-BC). No further enhancement is needed for this case.
7	Update at least Rel-19 CRs.  FFS whether we need Rel-16, 17, 18 CRs


Action
RAN2 respectfully requests RAN1 to take the above reply into account in future discussion, and provide feedback for MC feature groups.
Dates of the next TSG RAN WG2 meetings
TSG RAN2 Meeting #133		9th – 13th Feb, 2026	Gothenburg, Sweden
TSG RAN2 Meeting #133bis 	13th – 17th  Apr, 2026	St. Julian, Malta

