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1 Introduction
In this document, some suggestions for discussion in RAN1#103-e are provided by considering contributions [1-9] related to efficient and low latency serving cell configuration/activation/setup submitted under agenda item 7.2.10.
2. Possible topics for discussion
2.1 Possible topics for discussion

Topic 1: Corrections to 38.213 related to SCell dormancy indication in DCI format 2_6
· R1-2007578, P4 in R1-2007737, R1-2008113, conclusion in R1-2008203
[bookmark: _Hlk40786988]
Topic 2: Corrections to 38.213 related to BWP indication in “BWP indicator field” on SCell vs. SCell dormancy indication on primary cell
· R1-2008275, P3 and P4 in R1-2008504

Topic 3: Corrections to 38.213 related to Case 2 dormancy indication
· draft CR2 and draft CR3 in R1-2007737, draft CR in R1-2008566

Topic 4: Corrections to 38.213 related to switching time during dormant/non-dormant BWP transition
· R1-2008145, P1 in R1-2008203

Topic 5: Corrections to 38.212
· draft CR1 in R1-2007737 



2.2 Moderator proposal

Moderator Proposal v1
· Discuss following topics related to maintenance of efficient and low latency serving cell configuration/activation/setup in RAN1#103-e as part of A.I. 7.2.10

· Topic 1: Corrections to 38.213 related to SCell dormancy indication in DCI format 2_6
· R1-2007578, P4 in R1-2007737, R1-2008113, conclusion in R1-2008203

· Topic 2: Corrections to 38.213 related to BWP indication in “BWP indicator field” on SCell vs. SCell dormancy indication on primary cell
· R1-2008275, P3 and P4 in R1-2008504

· Topic 3: Corrections to 38.213 related to Case 2 dormancy indication
· draft CR2 and draft CR3 in R1-2007737, draft CR in R1-2008566

· Topic 4: Corrections to 38.213 related to switching time during dormant/non-dormant BWP transition
· R1-2008145, P1 in R1-2008203

· Topic 5: Corrections to 38.212
· draft CR1 in R1-2007737 

· Note: Discussion related to RAN4 LS (R1-2007506) on multiple BWP switch is handled in A.I. 5

Please provide comments (if any) for above proposal. 

	Company Name
	Comments

	ZTE
	We are fine with the above moderator’s proposal except for Topic 2. 
It seems we have discussed this issue in the last two RAN1 meetings with the following conclusions and we have also discussed whether TPs were needed or not for them. But it turns out that companies couldn’t converge on introducing any TP for the following two conclusions. We doubt that any companies would change their minds in this meeting. Thus, we prefer not to repeat the discussion for Topic 2.
Conclusion (RAN1#101e):
For an SCell configured with dormant BWP, a UE doesn’t expect the BWP indicator field in DCI 1_1, DCI 1_2 is set to the ID of dormant BWP
Conclusion (RAN1#102e):
For a SCell configured with dormant DL BWP for unpaired spectrum, a UE doesn’t expect the BWP indicator field in DCI 0_1, DCI 0_2 is set to the ID that is same as the ID of dormant DL BWP 


	MTK
	We are fine with the moderator’s proposal.
For ZTE’s comment about Topic 2, it is not only a repeated discussion, since the following scenario was not discussed before:  
· In TDD system, a DCI 0_1/0_2 for one SCell indicates switching to an UL BWP which is linked to the DL dormant BWP. In this case, UE would need to transmit the scheduled PUSCH by DCI 0_1/0_2 in the BWP after transition (dormant BWP), which is not an intended UE behaviour
We also think it is better to formulate previous conclusion into a TP for better aligned understanding among companies, so that the product teams of NW and UE vendors can have direct access to RAN1’s decision by reading the corresponding spec.

	Nokia, NSB
	Topic 1 
Topic 1-1  fine to clarify  “the UE sets the active DL BWP to the indicated active DL BWP” for 2_6
Topic 1-2  no discussion needed, current agreements are clear on linkage of WUS and Dormancy indication in DCP
“The value of minimum time gap is decoupled with SCell dormancy indication.”

Topic 2 - discussed many times before, we do not support specification of restrictions, if further conclusion is deemed needed, we can consider
Topic 3  
C2: OK to discuss
C3: No discussion needed: Support of dormancy with new R16 URLLC features was once already rejected. We are not willing to re-discuss.
Ericsson CR: OK to discuss
Topic 4 – discuss both CRs
Topic 5 -  deserves discussion and potentially sending LS to RAN2 



	ZTE 2
	To response to some of the above comments.
@MTK, it seems the following conclusion has already addressed the issue you mentioned.
Conclusion (RAN1#102e):
For a SCell configured with dormant DL BWP for unpaired spectrum, a UE doesn’t expect the BWP indicator field in DCI 0_1, DCI 0_2 is set to the ID that is same as the ID of dormant DL BWP 

@Nokia, regarding CR3 of Topic 3, it’s true that previously we discussed whether to add SCell dormancy indicator in DCI format 1-2/0-2 and companies didn’t get consensus on it. However, CR3 is a pure DCI format 1-1 issue. Currently, DCI format 1-1 is allowed to be configured with priority indicator field and dormancy indication at the same time. It is not clear whether the HARQ-ACK for DCI format 1-1 indicating SCell dormancy without scheduling PDSCH should be put in the first HARQ-ACK codebook or the second HARQ-ACK codebook. 
Basically, there are the following three ways to address this issue. No matter which way is adopted, a conclusion/CR is needed. 
1. Based on the priority indicator;
2. Low/High priority by default.
3. UE is not expected to be configured with priority indicator for the SCell dormancy indication.  
Thus, we prefer to discuss this issue in this meeting in order to have a clear understanding on this issue.

	Nokia, NSB
	@ZTE: Thanks for explanation, we are fine to discuss CR3  

	Samsung
	We are fine with the moderator’s proposal.




3 Conclusion
Based on preparation phase email discussion on email thread -- [103-e-Prep-AI7.2.10-LTE_NR_DC_CA_enh], following topics related to maintenance of efficient and low latency serving cell configuration/activation/setup are proposed for discussion in email thread 1 (please see [10] for further details of other topics discussed in same email thread).  
· Topic 1: Corrections to 38.213 related to SCell dormancy indication in DCI format 2_6
· Topic 3: Corrections to 38.213 related to Case 2 dormancy indication
· Topic 4: Corrections to 38.213 related to switching time during dormant/non-dormant BWP transition
· Topic 5: Corrections to 38.212
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