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Introduction
This document discusses the aspects related to duplex operation for Reduced Capability NR devices.

Discussion
Regarding DL-UL collision handling, the current situation of agreements is as follows:
	case
	collision
	Agreed UE behavior

	1
	Dynamic D vs. semi-static U
	Drop U (Reuse principles in Rel-15/16)

	2
	Semi-static D vs. dynamic U
	Drop D (Reuse principles in Rel-15/16)

	3
	Semi-static D vs. semi-static U
	See the agreement below

	4
	Dynamic D vs. dynamic U
	Error (Reuse principles in Rel-15/16)

	5
	SSB vs. UL
	Under discussion

	8
	DL vs. RO
	Under discussion

	9
	Collision due to direction switching
	(WA) No Tx/Rx



Regarding case 3, the following agreement was made in RAN1 #104-bis:
	Agreements:
For Case 3, semi-statically configured DL reception vs. semi-statically configured UL transmission
· A HD-FDD UE does not expect to receive both dedicated higher layer parameters configuring transmission from the UE in the set of symbols of the slot and dedicated higher layer parameters configuring reception in the set of symbols of the slot 
· A HD-FDD UE does not expect to receive both dedicated higher layer parameters configuring transmission from the UE in the set of symbols of the slot and cell specific higher layer parameters configuring reception in the set of symbols of the slot 
· A HD-FDD UE does not expect to receive both cell specific higher layer parameters configuring transmission from the UE in the set of symbols of the slot and dedicated higher layer parameters configuring reception in the set of symbols of the slot 
· FFS on cell-specifically configured DL reception vs. cell-specifically configured UL transmission
· FFS: whether or not there are conditions that need to be considered



Regarding the first FFS point, collision between cell-specifically configured DL reception vs. cell-specifically configured UL can include the collision between SSB vs. RO. If it is considered as the error case, it can mean that SSB and RO don’t coincide. There may be an impact for FD-FDD UE co-existing with HD-FDD UE. Therefore, at least the collision between SSB vs. RO should not be the error case. Whether to drop SSB or RO can be up to UE implementation or based on the priority rule (e.g., RO may be prioritized if RACH is with important purpose).

For the cases 5/8, we prefer to reuse the principle of Rel-15/16 as well as the agreed behaviour for the cases 1/2/4, to make the spec impact as small as possible. In other words, for the case 5, SSB is prioritized over the UL channels except RO. For the case 8, RO is prioritized over the DL channels except SSB.

[bookmark: SSBRO]Proposal 1:	For the collision between SSB vs. RO, whether to drop SSB or RO should be up to UE or based on the priority rule, but not the error case.
Proposal 2:	For the collision between SSB vs. UL channels except RO, reuse the Rel-15/16 principle i.e. SSB is prioritized.
Proposal 3:	For the collision between RO vs. DL channels except SSB, reuse the Rel-15/16 principle i.e. RO is prioritized.

Conclusion
Proposal 1:	For the collision between SSB vs. RO, whether to drop SSB or RO should be up to UE or based on the priority rule, but not the error case.
Proposal 2:	For the collision between SSB vs. UL channels except RO, reuse the Rel-15/16 principle i.e. SSB is prioritized.
Proposal 3:	For the collision between RO vs. DL channels except SSB, reuse the Rel-15/16 principle i.e. RO is prioritized.

