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1. Overall Description
RAN2 would like to thank RAN4 for the LS R4-2103144 on single-uplink operation in more than one band pair of a band combination. RAN2 has discussed the question raised by RAN4 and concluded as following.
RAN2 confirms that singleUL-Transmission could not indicate dual UL in one UL CC pair and single UL in another CC pair in one band combination. However, with the ASN.1 signalling from Rel-15, UE is able to indicate dual UL transmission capability in one UL CC pair and single UL transmission capability in another CC pair in different band combination entries. Therefore, RAN2 can solve this issue from Rel-15 for two UL CC case. There is still limitation on current signaling if the UE supports more than 2 UL CC simultaneously with some CC pair requests SUO. However, RAN2 has no plan to implement additional solution for now.	Comment by Apple - Naveen Palle: This might give RAN4 a false sense that it is working.. asumming that they are looking for multiple UL CC pairs where SUO capability can be different for each pair..?	Comment by Ericsson: In general, we think we should just tell RAN4 what can be done with the current signaling. From that perspective, neither this sentence, nor the following one may be essential. But we are open for further discussion, it seems companies prefer to keep the second sentence “There is still limitation…” at least.	Comment by Ericsson: This sentence seems not needed. In the first sentence of this paragraph RAN2 already confirms that what RAN4 described is not possible and describe what alternatively is possible.	Comment by OPPO(Zhongda): We think it is beneficial to make it clear in the LS and would like to keep this sentence.	Comment by Apple - Naveen Palle: We think this text is very important, and maybe the one that RAN4 is looking for.	Comment by Ericsson: We are fine to keep the sentence if companies prefer.
In addition, RAN2 would like to point out that UE capability signalling is considered per BC when deciding RRC configuration. When deciding RRC configuration, Nnetwork is not required to derive multiple band combination capabilities for the UE configuration for a BC based on multiple band combination capabilities.	Comment by Ericsson: We are no sure if the additions to this paragraph made it clearer – it seems the first sentence now is vague and does not add much to the explanation. Overall, we would prefer the original wording.	Comment by OPPO(Zhongda): Editorial: to add “on” after deciding	Comment by OPPO(Zhongda): Editorial” to add “from” before multiple band…

2. Actions:
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN4 to take above RAN2 conclusions into consideration.


3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
RAN2#114e, eMeeting, 19-27 May. 2021
RAN2#115e, eMeeting, 16-27 Aug. 2021
