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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank RAN4 for their LS on handling of Fallbacks for combined contiguous and non-contiguous CA or DC configurations in FR2. Based on discussions during RAN2#108 and RAN2 #109e, RAN2 would like to inform RAN4 that the current signalling and RRC procedures are based on the implicit support of fallback band combinations. This basic concept was agreed at RAN2 #99 (August 2017) and implemented from the initial version of TS 38.331 (published in December 2017). In this manner, after assessing solutions, RAN2 identified that all considered solutions would have high impact on the current UE capability signalling framework, due to the fact that almost two years have passed since the agreement was made. In addition, the LS merely requested the solution to allow not supporting fallback combinations but didn’t explain the reason and background, which made us hard to change the existing mechanism.
Therefore, RAN2 has not concluded any candidate solutions to capture this RAN4 agreement and would kindly ask RAN4 whether there is any other way to solve this problem.
Furthermore, RAN2 would like to highlight one aspect in the definition of fallback band combinations as excerpted from TS 38.306 below: “An intra-band non-contiguous band combination is not considered to be a fallback band combination of an intra-band contiguous band combination”.
For the fallbacks from the intra-band contiguous CA, all of the fallback combinations result in intra-band contiguous CA, i.e. by removing the lowest CC or highest CC in a frequency band. As given by the definition, an intra-band non-contiguous CA is excluded from the fallbacks.
For the fallbacks from the intra-band non-contiguous CA, the frequency separation class needs to be same for DL and UL. In other words, if a fallback band combination results in a different frequency separation class than the super-set band combination, it is no longer fallback band combination, and so reported separately.
Bearing in mind the above definition, RAN2 would like to understand what the difficulty is to support fallback band combinations from the standard perspective.

2. Actions:
To RAN4:  	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN4 to take the above decision into account and to provide further information on the difficulty to support the fallback band combinations.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #109bis	2020-04-20 to 2020-04-24	Sapporo, JP
TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #110	2019-05-25 to 2019-05-29	Athens, GR


