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1. Overall Description:
[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN1 discussed questions Q1-Q7 on dormant BWP configuration and related operations. RAN1 responses are the following: 

Q 1: Are there any issues due to RAN2 agreements on TCI state configuration, i.e. tci-StatesToAddModListat in PDSCH-Config is configured for dormant BWP?
RAN1 response to Q1: Despite a UE not being expected to receive PDCCH nor PDSCH on dormant Scell, RAN1 does not see any issue with configuring TCI-states in PDSCH-Config

Q 2: Are there any issues due to RAN2 agreements for BFR, i.e. BFR is supported and BFR procedure follow R16 SCell BFR procedure for dormant BWP, then radioLinkMonitoringConfig IE and new IE beamFailureRecoverySCellConfig for SCell BFR are configured in DL dormant BWP configuration for beam failure detection purpose?
RAN1 response to Q2: RAN1 did not identify any issues with supporting R16 BFR on dormant Scell, except in case candidate RS list (beamFailureRecoverySCellConfig) is not provided for dormant BWP, UE should search candidates from non-dormant BWP instead.

Q 3: Are there any issues due to RAN2 agreements on CSI reporting and SRS transmission, i.e. not support aperiodic CSI reporting for dormant BWP and not support SRS transmission on dormant BWP?
RAN1 response to Q3: P/SP-CSI-RS may be used to support CSI feedback for dormant Scell through periodic PUCCH on corresponding PUCCH cell which never can be dormant. RAN1 did not identify any issue with not supporting UL transmission when UE’s active BWP is dormant BWP. 

Q4: RAN2 wonder what the scenario for is to define the two first non-dormant BWPs which may be configured to be different?
RAN1 response to Q4: RAN1 does not see any benefit from having separate non-dormant BWP configuration for inside and outside of active time. Moreover, there is no explicit agreement to have separate configuration, other than endorsed RRC parameter list.

Q5: If these two first non-dormant BWPs are configured to be different, is it possible that the NW and UE may be out of sync in terms of which BWP the UE is using in non-dormancy if the UE has transitioned out of dormancy earlier?
RAN1 response to Q5: RAN1 does not see any issue with having separate non-dormant BWPs (current state) for inside and outside of active time, because, if UE is in BWP other than dormant BWP and receives indication ‘1’, it remains in the active BWP, as per RAN1 agreement.

Q6:RAN2 respectfully ask RAN1 is it feasible to support the implicit configuration of the beam failure detection RS for dormant BWP?
RAN1 response to Q6: RAN1 would like to inform RAN2 that RAN1 identified two alternatives how to provide PDCCH TCI states for dormant BWP.
· Alt2: Use TCI-states of other BWP for dormant-BWP if the dormant BWP is confined within the other BWP (e.g. non-dormant BWP). 
· Alt3: Apply the same association of TCI-state as for CORESET#0, i.e. first 64 states of pdsch-Config are PDCCH TCI states  

Q7:RAN2 respectfully ask RAN1 to decide whether the default BWP can be same as dormant BWP?
RAN1 response to Q7: RAN1 implicitly agreed (as per below agreement) that default BWP can be the same as dormant BWP, because when default BWP is the dormant BWP then BWP inactivity timer applies. 

2. Actions:
To RAN2.
ACTION: 	RAN1 respectfully asks RAN2 to take above RAN1 response to consideration.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG1 Meetings:
3GPP RAN1#101e		25th May – 5th June 2020			e-Meeting
3GPP RAN1#102		24th – 28th Aug 2020				Toulouse, France

