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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]For the LS from RAN4 on improvements to the switching period for UL Tx switching (R4-2317609),it was discussed during RAN2#124, and there were some inconsistencies between RAN2 and RAN4 on the approach. The contribution provides our views and proposals to align the understanding on the approach between two working groups.
2	Discussion
According to the RAN4 LS (R4-2317609), a UE that supports UL Tx switching on bands A, B, C and D may support a faster switching from one band pair to the other band pair that are preferred switching pair w.r.t UE implementation. The main body of the LS is copied as below:
To improve the switching period for this case, RAN4 agreed to introduce an optional capability to resolve switching ambiguity issue (R4-2310496) with the following solutions:
· Introduce optional per-BC UE capability to distinguish the case-1 and case-2 based on scheduled order of uplink grants and report the preferred case by UE as illustrated in the attachment[1]. 
· Supporting the advanced capability of the switching period can be improved to min {max(Tswitch_A-C, Tswitch_B-D), max(Tswitch_A-D, Tswitch_B-C)} .

The improvement of switching period is only achievable when UE is granted with preferred switching band pair.
This capability cannot be reported simultaneously with the [ uplinkTxSwitching1T1Tto1T1T]
It needs to be noted that when UE report an advanced capability, network need to enable its usage via configuration/grant thus both UE and gNB can have same understanding on the switching period actually applied for the band pairs switching. Hence it requires RRC configuration based on scheduled order per RAN4 LS to control if the advanced capability is enabled, and the network configuration is also specified in RAN4’s corresponding approved CR (R4-2319110) shown below:
· if dualUL is supported, simultaneous uplink transmission on the two NR UL bands from the band pair for which dualUL is declared in the band combination shall be supported according to the scheduling commands, and the corresponding inter-band CA requirements with uplink CA between the two uplink bands apply. For a UE supporting  [BandOrdering1T1Tto1T1T] for parallel uplink transmission switching for a band combination consisting with four different bands, the UE is allowed to report capability [preferredBandPairs] via band-ordering approach to indicate the UE’s preferred switching band pairs for which it supports dualUL and perform the switching case configured by network.
 
However, in RAN2#124 meeting, RAN2 only agreed to introduce the advanced capability of the switching period which can be improved to min {max(Tswitch_A-C, Tswitch_B-D), max(Tswitch_A-D, Tswitch_B-C)} by directly ignoring the first main bullet, and this is not fully aligned the RAN4 LS in the following aspects:
· A UE is allowed to report its preferred switching case, and the preferred switching case does not always link to that associated with the advanced capability.
· Network needs to configure the UE the actual switching case.

In addition, it is also noteworthy that both bullets above are based on the band-ordering approach according to the attachment of the RAN4 LS.
However, in RAN2’s discussion, it was mis-interpreted in [3] that the network RRC configuration to distinguish switching case 1 or 2 was removed. UE is allowed to report which case is preferred and the NW configures whether preferred case is granted.
The present approach is a compromise resulting from RAN4’s discussion over several meetings, and actually part of RAN2 discussion somehow just repeats RAN4 discussion, though the detailed RAN4 discussion was not conveyed in the LS to RAN2.
Observation 1: According to RAN4 agreement and LS, UE is allowed to report its preferred swithcing band pair as stated in the RAN4 LS and agreed RAN4 CR, and network needs to configure the UE which case is applied.

The simplest solution to resolve these inconsistencies is that RAN2 implements exactly and completely what the RAN4 LS requests for the approach to resolve the ambiguity issue. 
Proposal 1: RAN2 to implement exactly and completely what the RAN4 LS requests for the approach to resolve the ambiguity issue, i.e., including both band-ordering capability, and RRC configuration. 

However, if there is still some clarification needed from RAN2 perspective, RAN2 can send an LS to RAN4 with all necessary identified questions and suspend the corresponding CR implementation until receiving RAN4’s reply.
Proposal 2: If Proposal 1 is not agreeable, RAN2 to send an LS to RAN4 with all necessary identified questions and suspend the corresponding CR implementation until receiving RAN4’s reply.

3	Conclusion
Based on the above discussion, the observations and proposals are:
Observation 1: According to RAN4 agreement and LS, UE is allowed to report its preferred swithcing band pair as stated in the RAN4 LS and agreed RAN4 CR, and network needs to configure the UE which case is applied.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to implement exactly and completely what the RAN4 LS requests for the approach to resolve the ambiguity issue, i.e., including both band-ordering capability, and RRC configuration. 
Proposal 2: If Proposal 1 is not agreeable, RAN2 to send an LS to RAN4 with all necessary identified questions and suspend the corresponding CR implementation until receiving RAN4’s reply.
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