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1      Introduction
Regarding BWP configuration, the following RRC signalling structure is defined. 

BWP-Downlink ::= 




SEQUENCE {


-- An identifier for this bandwidth part. Other parts of the RRC configuration use the BWP-Id to associate themselves with a particular


-- bandwidth part. The BWP ID=0 is always associated with the initial BWP and may hence not be used here. (in other bandwidth parts).


-- The NW may trigger the UE to swtich UL or DL BWP using a DCI field. The four code points in that DCI field map to the RRC-configured 


-- BWP-ID as follows: For up to 3 configured BWPs (in addition to the initial BWP) the DCI code point is equivalent to the BWP ID 


-- (initial = 0, first dedicated = 1, ...). If the NW configures 4 dedicated bandwidth parts, they are identified by DCI code 


-- points 0 to 3. In this case it is not possible to switch to the initial BWP using the DCI field.


-- Corresponds to L1 parameter 'DL-BWP-index'. (see 38.211, 38.213, section 12)


bwp-Id







BWP-Id,


bwp-Common






BWP-DownlinkCommon













OPTIONAL,
-- Need M


bwp-Dedicated





BWP-DownlinkDedicated












OPTIONAL,
-- Need M


...

}

In this contribution, we would like to clarify that the current signaling structure is not aligned with RAN1 agreements.  
2      Discussion
According to the current signalling structure, initial BWP is always configured as one of dedicated BWPs except the NW configures 4 dedicated BWP. It means that only initial BWP is used as UE specific dedicated BWP when the gNB configures one BWP as dedicated BWP. 
However, this approach is not aligned with RAN1 description on the basic mode for BWP looking at the following UE feature 6-1 description. In the basic BWP operation, the UE supports 1 UE specific RRC configured DL BWP per carrier and it should be possible to reconfigure any parameters related to BWP. It should be also possible to have BWP having different numerology from the initial BWP. However, in the current operation, the frequency location/bandwidth and SCS of initial BWP cannot be reconfigured with dedicated RRC signalling once it is acquired during PBCH acquisition in cell camping. 
	6-1
	Basic BWP operation
	1) 1 UE-specific RRC configured DL BWP per carrier

2) 1 UE-specific RRC configured UL BWP per carrier

2) RRC reconfiguration of any parameters related to BWP
	
	Yes
	
	N.A.
	N.A.
	N.A.
	
	This feature should be mandatory for at least BWPs which is the same as the set of specified channel BW

RAN4 may discuss other BW requirements.

UE-specific RRC configured DL/UL BWP can have the same or different numerology from the initial active DL/UL BWP
	
	[Mandatory without capability signaling]
	


Observation: the current signaling structure having initial BWP as a dedicated BWP by default is not aligned with RAN1 agreement on basic BWP operation. 

There could be two solutions to resolve the inconsistency between RAN1 and RAN2 without requiring new signaling. 

- Solution 1: dedicated part of initial BWP (BWP-DownlinkDedicated/BWP-UplinkDedicated) is optionally configured even for PSCell and SCell. Currently, it is mandatory in case of serving cell addition. It seems there is no issue to configure BWP-DownlinkDedicated optionally even for PSCell and SCell. In this approach, initial BWP is used as a dedicated BWP only if BWP-DownlinkDedicated is configured. 
-- The dedicated (UE-specific) configuration for the initial downlink bandwidth-part.


initialDownlinkBWP
BWP-DownlinkDedicated



OPTIONAL,
-- Cond ServCellAdd

-- The dedicated (UE-specific) configuration for the initial uplink bandwidth-part.

initialUplinkBWP

BWP-UplinkDedicated





OPTIONAL,
-- Cond ServCellAdd
- Solution 2: BWP-ID=0 can be assigned explicitly in any case by the network. In the current signaling, BWP-ID=0 is always associated with initial BPW and BWP-ID=0 can be configured to a dedicated BWP when 4 dedicated BWPs are configured. However, in order to support RAN1 requirement, BWP-ID should be configured for other dedicated BWP. If BWP-ID=0 is not used for the dedicated BWP, it can be associated to initial BWP by default.   
Proposal 1: RAN2 agree to address inconsistency between RAN1 and RAN2 in configuration of dedicated BWP.

Proposal 2: RAN2 discuss which solution is used between 1) dedicated part of initial BWP is optionally configured even for PSCell and SCell addition and 2) BWP-ID=0 is assigned to dedicated BWP in any case.  
3      Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed that the current signaling structure is not aligned with RAN1 agreements.  
Proposal 1: RAN2 agree to address inconsistency between RAN1 and RAN2 in configuration of dedicated BWP.

Proposal 2: RAN2 discuss which solution is used between 1) dedicated part of initial BWP is optionally configured even for PSCell and SCell addition and 2) BWP-ID=0 is assigned to dedicated BWP in any case.  
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