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1	Introduction 
For this contribution we share our views on Signalling for the Overlapping CBW from Network Perspective [1] based on LS response [2][3].
2 Discussion 
The RAN1 LS response,  R1-2110584 [3] addresses time staggering SSBs:
Clarify whether a single SSB and CORESET (e.g., for cases where irregular BWs >10 MHz where a 4.28 MHz wide initial BWP can be in the common frequency range), can be used to configure UEs with different channel BWs on different parts of the BS channel.
RAN1 response: In idle mode and inactive state, all UEs “camp” on the same initial BWP. Once connected, each UE can be configured to different parts of the carrier using a dedicated BWP. A single SSB is enough if a SSB position can be found that allows two UEs placed at either end of the frequency allocation and still receive the SSB within their respective dedicated BWPs, obviously as long as the configuration on each cell in this “one cell” approach is configured in compliance with the RAN1/2/4 specifications.
Clarify whether two-time staggered SSBs and CORESET#0 on the same frequency (when the frequency separation is not enough to send them simultaneously at the same time and thus time staggering is needed) are supported in RAN1/2 specifications so that UEs configured with left and right channels of the next smaller regular size can track their own time staggered SSB and CORESET#0. 
RAN1 response: RAN1 specifications allow for configuring staggered SSBs and CORESET#0s on the same frequency so that UEs configured with left and right channels of the next smaller regular size can track their own time staggered SSB and CORESET#0.
Observation 1: RAN1 LS confirms that this method works with RAN1 specifications and needs no additional signaling. 
We make observations based on the following comments from the RAN2 LS [2]: 
Clarify whether a single SSB and CORESET (e.g., for cases where irregular BWs >10 MHz where a 4.28 MHz wide initial BWP can be in the common frequency range), can be used to configure UEs with different channel BWs on different parts of the BS channel. 
RAN2 response: RAN2 specifications assume that a single cell only has a single a) cell-defining SSB (CD-SSB), b) channel bandwidth configuration in SIB1, c) CORESET#0, and d) initial BWP. Network can override the SIB1 configuration for UEs in CONNECTED but there is only one broadcast configuration.
The response clarifies that there is only one cell defining SSB (CD-SSB) for a single cell.  Using only one CD-SSB is compatible with this method CBW ≥ 10MHz since two UEs can use CBW which overlaps the 4.32MHz width of the CORESET region.
The response serves as confirmation, that the Overlapping CBW from Network Perspective method is able to: First, setup initial access for multiple UEs simultaneously camped on a single cell SSB.  Secondly, setup different BWP for different UEs by sending override SIBs for each UE that is in CONNECTED mode.
Another clarification from RAN2 is that when using a single SSB / CORESET to configure separate UEs, the two UEs must have the same CBW.  This is compatible with the methods assumption of using the next smaller CBW for each UE.
Observation 2: For Overlapping CBW from Network Perspective, RAN2 LS confirms that a single SSB and CORESET#0 can be used for initial access when single CD-SSB is feasible (i.e., CBW ≥ 10MHz).  
Clarify whether two-time staggered SSBs and CORESET#0 on the same frequency (when the frequency separation is not enough to send them simultaneously at the same time and thus time staggering is needed) are supported in RAN1/2 specifications so that UEs configured with left and right channels of the next smaller regular size can track their own time staggered SSB and CORESET#0. 
RAN2 response: It is possible to have staggered multiple CD-SSBs in time domain, but they will define different cells from UE perspective.
This response clarifies that it is not possible to have a one cell approach with time staggered multiple CD-SSBs.  The time staggered approach may still be feasible, but it seems this two-cell approach, and will require more clarification from RAN1,2.
Proposal 1: For CBW ≥ 10MHz where there is overlap for multiple UEs to access a common BW for SSB / CORESET, there seems to be no issue from RAN1,2.  We should move forward with this approach as a priority solution.
Proposal 2: For CBW < 10MHz there isn’t overlap for multiple UEs to access a common BW for SSB / CORESET, we should ask RAN1,2 to further explore implications of this method as a time staggered two cell approach.
3	Conclusions
Observation 1: RAN1 LS confirms that this method works with RAN1 specifications and needs no additional signaling. 
Observation 2: For Overlapping CBW from Network Perspective, RAN2 LS confirms that a single SSB and CORESET#0 can be used for initial access when single CD-SSB is feasible (i.e., CBW ≥ 10MHz).  
Proposal 1: For CBW ≥ 10MHz where there is overlap for multiple UEs to access a common BW for SSB / CORESET, there seems to be no issue from RAN1,2.  We should move forward with this approach as a priority solution.
Proposal 2: For CBW < 10MHz there isn’t overlap for multiple UEs to access a common BW for SSB / CORESET, we should ask RAN1,2 to further explore implications of this method as a time staggered two cell approach.
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