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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, many agreements have been agreed based on the [1]:
Agreements
1. RAN2 agree to introduce a new RRC signaling to indicate capability restriction is type 1 or type 2 only for Rel-18 UE and not to introduce for Rel-17/16/15 UE
2. Detailed statements capturing detailed RAN4 spec references in RAN2 specs without terminologies “Type1” and “Type2”.
3. For EN-DC - Some Rel-18 UE support the new BS signaling and some Rel-18 UE do not support.  A new UE capability will be introduced for this
4. [bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Introduce a new UE capability which indicates the support of the new BS signaling per UE. This UE capability is only applicable to the UE indicating “interBandMRDC-WithOverlapDL-Bands-r16”.   The new capability is included in MRDC container
5. Introduce a new Per BC UE capability to indicate the supporting TDD-TDD intra-band Non-Collocated NR-CA.
	-	UE supporting the new UE capability supports both Type 1 and Type 2 capability requirements, while the UE not supporting the new UE capability supports Type 1 capability requirement only.
6. Introduce two separate indications under IE ”CellGroupConfig” in TS38.331, one is for EN-DC operation and the other is for NR-CA 
In this paper, we share our further views on this topic.
2. Discussion
In this chapter, we first discuss the default type when the new BS signaling is absent, then we clarify whether the new BS signaling shall also be applied to the FDD-FDD inter-band EN-DC case.
In the last meeting, one remaining issue is about which type shall be taken as the default one. For the legacy UE that doesn’t support the new RRC signaling but support the “interBandMRDC-WithOverlapDL-Bands-r16”, the default behavior of the type 2 would be selected. Then for the new UE that moves to the old gNB, it will also not receive the new BS signaling and the old gNB that doesn’t support new BS signaling would also take the type 2 as the default behavior, thus to be consistent, type2 shall be taken as the default one.
Proposal 1: The UE that supports type 2 requirements shall select the type 2 as the default behavior if no RRC signaling is provided.
In the last meeting, it was also agree to introduce a new UE capability which indicates the support of the new BS signaling per UE, and to introduce a new RRC signaling to indicate capability restriction is type 1 or type 2 for Rel-18 UE. However in the RP LS, only the below two cases were mentioned:
· TDD-TDD inter-band EN-DC with overlapping or partially overlapping bands
· TDD-TDD intra-band NR-CA
Thus it’s unclear whether the new RRC signaling would also be applied to the FDD-FDD inter-band EN-DC with overlapping or partially overlapping bands. According to the Ran plenary discussion the intention of the new BS signaling was to distinguish different power balance (e.g. 6dB or 25 dB) for the 2 MIMO layer case. If from this aspect, it seems that the new BS signaling shall also be applied to the FDD-FDD case. 
Proposal 2: RAN2 to confirm whether the new RRC signaling would also be applied to the FDD-FDD inter-band EN-DC with overlapping or partially overlapping bands.
3. Conclusion and proposals
With the above analysis, we have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: The UE that supports type 2 requirements shall select the type 2 as the default behavior if no RRC signaling is provided.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to confirm whether the new RRC signaling would also be applied to the FDD-FDD inter-band EN-DC with overlapping or partially overlapping bands.
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