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1 Overall description
RAN4 would like to thank RAN1 for the LS on R1-2306216. RAN4 discussed the questions asked by RAN1 and has the following answers.
Question 1: Based on the first agreement, SRS for bandwidth aggregation may be configured within an UL CC without PUSCH/PUCCH. So, RAN1 would like RAN4 to provide the retuning time values, i.e. the guard period values as described in the second agreement?
Ans:
RAN4 thanks RAN1 for LS R1-2306216. RAN4 has discussed the question in the LS and reached the following agreements:
· RAN4 agree that the switching time as following {0us, 100us, 140us, 210us, 300us, 500us, 900us} 
Question 2:
With regard to the third agreement, RAN1 would like RAN4 to check the feasibility of the negative k values.  
Ans:
RAN4 made the following agreement:  
· K= -1 and -2 are feasible and beneficial from RAN4 perspective.
· K= -3, -4, -5, -6 are also feasible. [However RAN4 has not done any study to identify their benefit]:
· Whether = -3, -4, -5, -6 are supported is up to RAN1 decision:
[bookmark: _GoBack]
2 Actions
To RAN1:
ACTION: 	RAN4 respectfully ask RAN1 to take above RAN4 responses into consideration.

3 Dates of next TSG RAN WG4 meetings
TSG-RAN WG4 Meeting #108-bis	09 - 13 Oct 2023             Xiamen , CN
TSG-RAN WG4 Meeting #109	13 - 17 Nov 2023             Chicago , US
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