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Comment 
	Comment Index
	Capability IE/FG
	Specification
(306/331)
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Rapp resolution

	H001
	R1 58-0-1
	331
	We think this is not correctly implemented based on the following note:
Note: Component 2 and 3 candidate values are signalled separately for each pool

	It should be implemented e.g. as follow:

    aiml-CSI-ReportPerBC-r19                           SEQUENCE {
         numCPUPool-r19  SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..2)) OF SEQUENCE {,
         maxNumCPUxPerCC-r19                                      INTEGER (1..8),
         maxNumCPUxAllCC-r19                                      INTEGER (1..32)
}
    }                                                                                                   OPTIONAL,
  
	

	H002
	numCPUxPool-r19
	331/306
	The ‘x’ can be removed since RAN1 has removed it in the field description and it is referring to the number of CPU pool which result in the presence of CPU.2 and CPU.3 pools.
For maxNumCPUxPerCC-r19 and maxNumCPUxAllCC-r19 should be without the ‘x’ as it is referring to the CPU and to CPUx.
	Removed ‘x ‘from numCPUxPool-r19. Likewise for 
maxNumCPUxPerCC-r19
maxNumCPUxAllCC-r19
	

	H003
	R1-58-1-2

       resourceTypeSetB-CSI-RS-r19                   
        inferenceReportType-r19                       

	331
	For these 2 components in FG58-1-2, does it mean that UE can only support one of the report type for the BM case.  Our understanding is that the UE can support e.g. periodic and semi-persistent at the same time.
	If it is as our understanding, then it is probably more like the following:

resourceTypeSetB-CSI-RS-r19      SEQUENCE {
      periodic-r19         Enumerated{supported},
      aperiodic-r19        Enumerated{supported},
      semiPersistent-r19   Enumerated{supported}
}, 
	

	H004
	relaxationTimelineD-r19
relaxationTimelineD1-r19
	331
	Typo. Some typo on ENUMERATED in SCS48 and SCS960
	
	




	H005
	R1 58-1-4 annotation
	331
	Typo. Missing ‘e’ below:
-- R1 58-1-4: UE-side beam prediction for BM Case2 for inferenc
	
	

	H006
	R1-58-1-4
       resourceTypeSetB-CSI-RS-r19                   
        inferenceReportType-r19                       

	331
	For these 2 components in FG58-1-4, does it mean that UE can only support one of the report types for the BM case.  Our understanding is that the UE can support e.g. periodic and semi-persistent at the same time.
	If it is as our understanding, then it is probably more like the following:

resourceTypeSetB-CSI-RS-r19      SEQUENCE {
      periodic-r19         Enumerated{supported},
      aperiodic-r19        Enumerated{supported},
      semiPersistent-r19   Enumerated{supported}
},
	

	H007
	R1-58-1-4
	306
	We are just wondering whether the following note is needed:

NOTE 2:	The UE should not report non-zero value for numberOfOccupiedCPUx-r19 if aiml-CSI-Report-r19 is not supported.

This is the same as the note in R1 58-0-1 and this note is not in R1 58-1-2 for the same reason.
	Either we do it in all and remove the one in 58-0-1 or remove the note in all dependency feature while keeping the one in 58-0-1.  No strong view either way.
	

	H008
	R1-58-3-1
	331
	‘}’ is missing in scs30kHz-r19 of relaxationTimelineT-r19
	
	

	H009
	R1 58-3-1
	331
	For:
inferenceReportType-r19                             ENUMERATED {aperiodic, semiPersistent}

Is it not possible that UE can support both reported types?
	Similar to H006 or check with RAN1?
	

	H010
	R1 59-2-1-9
	306
	The following note was not added to per BC case.
	
	

	H011
	R1 59-2-3-1, 59-2-3-2
	306
	The added wording on the larger granularity sounds confusing:
For component 1, maybe we just have to say ‘The cyclic prefix of ‘full’ is lower than ‘half’’
For component 2, maybe we just have to say ‘The larger report value is the lower capability’
	
	

	H012
	R1 59-2-3-5
	306
	The added wording on the larger granularity sounds confusing:
For component 1, maybe we just have to say ‘The cyclic prefix of ‘full’ is lower than ‘half’’
For component 2, maybe we just have to say ‘The larger report value is the lower capability’
For component 3, maybe ‘The ppmDot2 is of lower capability than ppmDot1’
For component 4, same as component 2.
	
	

	H013
	R1 60-8
	306
	Can’t find the field description in 306 related to this FG with field name l1-CLI-RSSI-MeasAndAperiodicReporting-r19
	
	

	H014
	R1 63-10
	306
	Missing the following pre-requisite:
63-7 or 63-7a or 63-7c or 63-7d
	
	

	H015
	R1 65-1-5
	331
	It is being annotated as 65-1-4 – should be 65-1-5
	
	

	H016
	R1 66-7b
	331
	Not sure where the following is from:
        maxNumberPUCCH-Trans-r19                                  INTEGER (1..7)
It is not in the FG description

	
	

	H017
	R1 67-9
	306
	The following is not implemented in the FRx-diff column:
Note: This UE feature group is applicable only for FR1 TN  

	Set the FRx-diff column to FR1 only
	

	H018
	R1 67-10
	306
	The following is not implemented in the FRx-diff column:
Note: This UE feature group is applicable only for FR1 TN  

	Set the FRx-diff column to FR1 only
	

	H019
	Cover page
	331
	The latest RAN4 feature list is R4-2522332.zip
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