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1.	Introduction
In the last meeting, RAN2 addressed open issues on DCP in [1]. However, RAN2 hasn’t yet made any decisions on some issues, e.g., applicability of DCP on Short DRX cycle and the dormancy behaviour upon missing DCP.
In this contribution, we present our view on these issues on DCP.
2.	Discussion 
Regarding applicability of DCP on Short DRX cycle, companies had different understanding and views on Short DRX cycle with DCP.
The party of support Short DRX cycle on DCP has following understanding:
· RAN2 agreed there is benefit from RAN2 point of view
· RAN2 agreed to follow the RAN1 final decision, but there is only working assumption that DCP is not applicable for Short DRX cycle, but the working assumption is not official RAN1 agreement.
· The current RAN1 design has been able to support Short DRX cycle, if "long" is removed in RAN1 running CR.
The party of NOT support Short DRX cycle on DCP has following understanding:
· Since RAN2 agreed to follow the RAN1 final decision and there is no conclusion whether there is issue or not, RAN2 should follows the working assumption of RAN1 in RAN1#98bis.
· RAN1 already specifies physical layer specification for DCP behaviour including "long" only.
· If RAN2 makes new conclusion, RAN1 needs additional time to work, but RAN1 already complete WID and there is no time budget.

The outstanding point of Short DRX cycle issue is that both sides agree that RAN2 follows RAN1’s final decision.
	The following opinions were expressed (not necessary exhaustive)
· 1st opinion: 
· No RAN1 spec impacts were identified 
· 2nd opinion: Potential RAN1 spec impacts 
· Whether SearchSpace could be used for short and long DRX
· Whether one PS_offset could be configured for short and long DRX
· Whether UE procedures with dynamic triggering of short DRX 

RAN1 can not reach consensus on whether or not there is benefit, technical feasibility concern, or RAN1 spec impact of introducing WUS for short DRX.   RAN1’s working assumption as communicated in LS R1-1911475 that WUS is not applicable for the short DRX cycle If both long and short DRX cycles are configured for the UE still stands. 


According to above reply LS [2], RAN1 had not reached the consensus whether or not there is benefit, technical feasibility concern, or RAN1 spec impact. This is because supporters of Short DRX cycle keep insisting there is no impact on RAN1 specification, but the others also keep raising issues which impacts on RAN1 specification, e.g. SearchSpace, PS_offset and UE procedure with dynamic triggering of Short DRX. 
Finally, RAN1 concluded that DCP is not applicable for Short DRX cycle and the working assumption still stands. Note that this is the final decision of RAN1, i.e., there is no consensus on technical feasibility concern but DCP is not applicable for Short DRX cycle from RAN1 perspective. Therefore, the clear fact is that RAN1 thinks DCP is not applicable for Short DRX cycle and RAN2 should follows the working assumption.
Proposal 1. As RAN1’s final decision, i.e., the working assumption still stand, RAN2 should not support Short DRX cycle on DCP.

For the dormancy behaviour upon missing DCP, RAN1 concluded as following in RAN1#100bis-e meeting [3]. 
Conclusion
· No consensus to add additional clarifications on UE behavior For SCell(s) configured with dormant BWP, when DCI 2-6 is not detected
· UE continues on same dormant/non-dormant BWP until an indication (L1 or RRC) to change BWP is detected or (if applicable) BWP inactivity timer expires
· Note: No TP required
· Discuss further if TP is required and finalize in next phase

In the current MAC specification, entring/leaving dormant BWP is performed only when DCI indicates to enter/leave dormant BWP, and the dormant BWP related behaviour is not specified when DCI is missed, i.e., the UE keeps staying same dormant/non-dormant BWP. We think RAN1’s conclusion is already aligned with the current UE behaviour in the MAC specification and RAN2 does not need to discuss the dormancy behaviour upon missing DCP any more. Therfore, we suggest to confirms that DCP has no impact on dormancy behaviour and no change in RAN2 specification is needed.
Proposal 2. RAN2 confirms that DCP has no impact on dormancy behaviour and no change in RAN2 specfication is needed.

3.	Conclusion
In this contribution, we present our view on remaining issues on DCP, and make proposals as follows,
Proposal 1. As RAN1’s final decision, i.e., the working assumption still stand, RAN2 should not support Short DRX cycle on DCP.
Proposal 2. RAN2 confirms that DCP has no impact on dormancy behaviour and no change in RAN2 specfication is needed.
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