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Introduction
This document discusses about the BC/BPC indication in the SCG-ConfigInfo messages. We provide our view in capturing the agreement in RAN2#99bis to the TP in INM.

Discussion
During the R2#99bis meeting, RAN2 agreed the following:
Agreements
1	The MN decides the LTE (resp NR) part of BC and BPC and provide SN indicating its choice of LTE (resp NR) part and SN continues further to determine the set of supportable NR (resp LTE) BCs and NR (resp LTE) BPC and then select an NR BC (resp LTE) and NR BPC (resp LTE)  
1i	Similar process can be initiated by the SN as a request as part of SN initiated reconfiguration. MN may reject the request.

Therefore, as there had been some discussions on signalling choices for the MN [2][3], instead of signalling restriction information or a set of candidate NR BCs that are supportable with the selected LTE part of BC to the SN, the MN should indicate its own decision of BC and BPC and let the SN determine the supportable set and decide its part. 
	restrictedBandCombinationNR
Indicates restrictions regarding the NR BCs the SN can configure by signalling the LTE BC selected by MN. The SN may configure any EN-BC including the indicated LTE BC selected by MN.

	restrictedBasebandCombinationNR
Indicates restrictions regarding the NR BPCs the SN can/ cannot configure i.e. by signalling the list of NR BPC the SN may configure.



As the current text shown above has not exactly captured the agreement in such logic, also we think the name of the IEs can be revised to better reflect the purpose, here we propose: 
 Proposal: RAN2 to adopt the text proposal to the TS 38.331 provided in this paper.
Text Proposal to the INM in TS 38.331

–	SCG-ConfigInfo
SCG-ConfigInfo message (only showing the concerned parts)
[bookmark: OLE_LINK22][bookmark: OLE_LINK23]SCG-ConfigInfo-r15-IEs ::=			SEQUENCE {
	eutra-CapabilityInfo			OCTET STRING (CONTAINING UECapabilityInformation)	OPTIONAL,
	candidateCellInfoList			CandidateCellInfoList								OPTIONAL,
	measResultSSTD					MeasResultSSTD										OPTIONAL,
	configCoordinationInfoconfigRestrictInfo			ConfigCoordinationInfoSCGConfigRestrictInfoSCG							OPTIONAL,
	drx-InfoMCG						DRX-Info											OPTIONAL,
[bookmark: OLE_LINK20][bookmark: OLE_LINK21]	sourceConfigSCG-r15				OCTET STRING (CONTAINING RRCReconfiguration)		OPTIONAL,
	nonCriticalExtension			SEQUENCE {}							OPTIONAL
}

ConfigCoordinationInfoSCGConfigRestrictInfoSCG ::=			SEQUENCE {
	supportableBandCombinationrestrictedBandCombinationNR			INTEGER							OPTIONAL,
	supportableBasebandCombinationrestrictedBasebandCombinationNR-NR		SEQUENCE OF INTEGER							OPTIONAL,
	-- FFS Signalling details of BC and BPC restrictions to be observed by SgNB
-- FFS Signalling details regarding power coordination
maxMeasFreqsSCG-NR-r15					INTEGER							OPTIONAL,
	...
}

	SCG-ConfigInfo field descriptions

	...

	supportableBandCombinationrestrictedBandCombinationNR
Indicates restrictions regarding the NR BCs the SN can configure by signalling the LTE BC selected by MN. The SN may configures any EN-BC including the indicated LTE BC selected by MN according to this field..

	supportableBasebandCombinationrestrictedBasebandCombinationNR
Indicates restrictions regarding the NR BPCs the SN can/ cannot configure i.e. by signalling the LTE BPC selected by MN.list of NR BPC the SN may configure. The SN configures any BPC including the indicated LTE BPC selected by MN according to this field.



Conclusion & recommendation
The paper document concerns BC/BPC indication in the SCG-ConfigInfo messages in the report of the e-mail discussion [99bis#25][NR]. As there is conflict between the text captured and the agreement we made in the last meeting, here we proposed:
Proposal: RAN2 to adopt the text proposal to the TS 38.331 provided in this paper.
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