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1 [bookmark: _Ref118271349]	Introduction
RAN plenary discussed the topic BWP operation without restrictions in Meeting RAN#100 and defined a new WI [1]. In this contribution paper, we provide analysis and discussion on remaining issues from the WF, also, we discuss the incoming reply-LS from RAN2.  
2 Discussion 
2.1. Discussion on the supporting for multiple options 
RAN4 has discussed the supporting of multiple options and the following agreement and way forward are captured in the way forward [2]:
	Issues may be discussed during maintenance:
· Whether and how to define requirements/UE behaviour for UE supporting both option B-1-1 and A
· Whether and how to define requirements/UE behaviour for UE supporting both option C and A



In existing requirements there are requirements for both CD-SSB and CSI-RS, and UE simply follows network configurations for measurements. Therefore, following similar approach, RAN4 shall not define any restrictions on which reference signals the UE should use when the UE support Option C and Option A, and/or the UE support Option B-1-1 and Option A.  
Proposal 1: [bookmark: _Ref134902549][bookmark: _Ref146402222]RAN4 shall not specify any restriction on which reference signals (i.e. CSI-RS or CD-SSB) the UE should use when the UE supports Option B-1-1 and Option A. UE simply follows network configurations for measurements. 
Proposal 2: [bookmark: _Ref146402229]RAN4 shall not specify any restriction on which reference signals (i.e. CSI-RS or NCD-SSB) the UE should use when the UE support Option C and Option A. UE simply follows network configurations for measurements.
2.2. Discussion on incoming reply-LS from RAN2 [R2-2313951]
During the R4#108 meeting, RAN4 sent an LS to RAN2 with the agreement on NCD + CA topic [3]. RAN2 has responded with the following LS [4]:
	Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank RAN4 on the LS on BWP_Wor. RAN2 has discussed the Option C (i.e. NCD-SSB) and concluded:
1	Capture the behavior that UE shall report no gap and no interruption/no NCSG for intra-frequency measurement in RRC specification. 
2	Capture the restriction for NCD-SSB measurement to be only applicable for PCell.
Besides, regarding RAN4 agreement below:
	· The following scenario is supported from RAN4 requirement perspective:
· For UE supporting option C and configured with CA, NCD-SSB based L1 and L3 intra-frequency measurement requirements are only applicable for the PCell.


RAN2 would like to check whether it is also applicable for the PSCell. 



Our view regarding the issue:
During the May meeting and during the online session, RAN4 RRM discussed this issue already and captured intermediate agreement for down-selected options and final agreement in the chairman notes, as shown below. 
	Further discuss: 
· Option 1: NCD only for single cell scenario (MTK)
· Opiton 2: NCD + CA, NCD only in PCell and PScell (E///, HW, Apple, QC, vivo, Vodafone)
· Option 3: NCD + CA, NCD can be in both PCell/PScell and Scell (vivo)
Agreement: 
· The following scenario is supported from RAN4 requirement perspective:
· NCD + CA, NCD only in Pcell
· Inform RAN1/2 the above agreement


From the options, it is clear PScell was already discussed and captured in both option 2 and 3. However, the final agreement was made after compromising to remove PScell and keep PCell only. Therefore, RAN4 doesn’t need to further discuss this issue and it is sufficient to inform RAN2 that the requirements are only applicable for PCell and NOT applicable for PScell.
[bookmark: _Ref142663937]Observation: PScell was already discussed and captured in both option 2 and 3. However, the final agreement was made after compromising to remove PScell and keep PCell only.
Proposal 3: RAN4 shall inform RAN2 that the requirements are only applicable for PCell and NOT applicable for PScell.

3 Summary
[bookmark: _Ref92572437]In this contribution, we have the following proposal: 
Proposal 1: RAN4 shall not specify any restriction on which reference signals (i.e. CSI-RS or CD-SSB) the UE should use when the UE supports Option B-1-1 and Option A. UE simply follows network configurations for measurements.
Proposal 2: RAN4 shall not specify any restriction on which reference signals (i.e. CSI-RS or NCD-SSB) the UE should use when the UE support Option C and Option A. UE simply follows network configurations for measurements.
Proposal 3: RAN4 shall inform RAN2 that the requirements are only applicable for PCell and NOT applicable for PScell.
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