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1
Introduction
This paper is to provide a summary of MDT ASN1 RILs.
· [Post109bis-e][960][MDTSON] Open issues on ASN1 RIL for MDT and SON (Huawei)


Scope: Continue the discussion on L2M open issues based on R2-2003486


Intended outcome: Summary with the following sets which should be identified


Try to change the issues marked as Cat b1 into proposals marked Cat b

Deadline: Next Meeting, ASN.1 review schedule
The input for ASN1 RIL discussion is [1]. To be more specific, MDT RILs_38.331 v64_v4.xlsx is the input for this email discussion, because 36.331 RIL XLS only has one RIL and that RIL has been agreed at RAN2-109b-e meeting.
2
Discussions
2.1
Guideline for RIL discussion
As discussed and agreed at RAN2-109b-e meeting, in XLS files for 38.331 and 36.331, cat a and b RILs were agreed, and cat c RILs were rejected. So cat b1 RILs are to be mainly discussed in this email discussion.
Section 2.2 is about cat b1 RILs with the column “Relations with others” filled, i.e. these RILs may be covered by previous or ongoing discussions.

Section 2.3 is for cat b1 RILs other than section 2.2, i.e. with the column “Relations with others” empty, i.e. these RILs may not be covered by any discussions yet.
Section 2.4 is for RILs which may impact two or more WIs, i.e. RILs in label 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6.
For some RILs, tables are put in order to collect companies’ opinions. If any RIL is missing, please companies indicate it timely.
2.2
Cat b1 RILs related with others
Filter condtions in XLS:

· In label “1_MDT, NR_SON_MDT-Core”

· The Column M Category = b1

· The Column N Relations with others = not empty

There are in total 58 RILs in the XLS.
2.2.1
RILs (Related to N006)
1 RIL.
The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	N008
	75
	In section 2.3, two RILs may be related to N006:

· N006, line73

· N009, line77

· N010, line79

Suggest to discuss all 4 RILs in the table below.
	


Issue: For N008, line75, N006, line73, N009, line77, and N010, line79, the details are as below.
N008:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	See above –there could be an IE for these (see N006)
	See N006 for the IE – this part would become RRCReconfigurationComplete-v16xy-IEs ::=    SEQUENCE {     mdt-Availability-r16                        MDT-Availability-r16                                                    OPTIONAL,     nonCriticalExtension                        SEQUENCE {}                                                             OPTIONAL }


N006:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	These fields seem to be in ReestablishmentComplete, ReconfigurationComplete, SetupComplete and ResumeComplete. Since all of them relate to MDT, might be useful to group them into one IE and assign one optionality bit to that. While that does consume 1 more bit in case a field is present, in many cases the information is not available and this would save some bits from all those cases.
	Define new IE MDT-Availability-r16 to contain these flags as shown below: MDT-Availability-r16 ::= SEQUENCE {     logMeasAvailable-r16                    ENUMERATED {true}                                                       OPTIONAL,     logMeasAvailableBT-r16                  ENUMERATED {true}                                                       OPTIONAL,     logMeasAvailableWLAN-r16                ENUMERATED {true}                                                       OPTIONAL,     connEstFailInfoAvailable-r16            ENUMERATED {true}                                                       OPTIONAL,     rlf-InfoAvailable-r16                   ENUMERATED {true}                                                       OPTIONAL } and use that to refer to these fields. If It could even be extendible to retain the MDT information all together for future use if the overhead is seen acceptable. For example: ReestablishmentComplete would become as shown below, which is significantly easier to read and better indicates the usage: RRCReestablishmentComplete-v16xy-IEs ::=    SEQUENCE {     mdt-Availability-r16                     MDT-Availability-r16            OPTIONAL,     nonCriticalExtension                     SEQUENCE {}                     OPTIONAL }


N009:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	See N006 – could create an IE for the MDT parts.
	See N006 – this part would become as shown below: RRCResumeComplete-v16xy-IEs ::=         SEQUENCE {     idleMeasAvailable-r16                   ENUMERATED {true}                                                       OPTIONAL,     measResultIdleEUTRA-r16                 MeasResultIdleEUTRA-r16                                                 OPTIONAL,     measResultIdleNR-r16                    MeasResultIdleNR-r16                                                    OPTIONAL,     scg-Response                            CHOICE {         nr-SCG-Response                         OCTET STRING (CONTAINING RRCReconfigurationComplete),         eutra-SCG-Response                      OCTET STRING     }                                                                                                               OPTIONAL,     mdt-Availability-r16                    MDT-Availability-r16                                                    OPTIONAL,     mobilityHistoryAvail-r16                ENUMERATED {true}                                                       OPTIONAL,     mobilityState-r16                       ENUMERATED {normal, medium, high, spare}                                OPTIONAL,     nonCriticalExtension                    SEQUENCE{}                                                              OPTIONAL }


N010:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	Could create an IE for the MDT-specific indications (see N006 for details).
	See N006 – this part would become as shown below:  RRCSetupComplete-v16xy-IEs ::=      SEQUENCE {     iab-NodeIndication-r16              ENUMERATED {true}                               OPTIONAL,     idleMeasAvailable-r16               ENUMERATED {true}                               OPTIONAL,     mdt-Availability-r16                MDT-Availability-r16                            OPTIONAL,     mobilityHistoryAvail-r16            ENUMERATED {true}                               OPTIONAL,     mobilityState-r16                   ENUMERATED {normal, medium, high, spare}        OPTIONAL,     nonCriticalExtension                SEQUENCE{}                                      OPTIONAL }


For the above issues and proposed changes, please companies provide comments if any.

Note1: The column Yes/No means do companies agree with the issue and solution/proposed changes for a RIL, and it also applies to all following tables.
Note2: For some RILs that need comments in tables, the content in the column Comments in XLS is also provided for reference.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	Yes
	It seems beneficial in signalling overhead aspect.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	We are fine with the intention of the proposal. We prefer slightly different name compared to the one proposed by Nokia. We can include something along the lines of ‘ueCollectedMeasurementsAvailable-16’ instead of ‘mdt-Availability-r16’ as the measurements included in the UE also includes RLF report and CEF report alongewith MDT related reports. 


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2.2.2
RILs (Related to offline 801)

2 RILs.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.
	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	E026
	88
	RAN2-109b-e agreed:
2: For capturing the measurement quantities included in the logged MDT, re-use the existing IE MeasQuantityResults and if required, add a text in the field description of the IE MeasQuantityResults, e.g. sinr is not included when it is used for MDT.

Suggest to put PropReject.
	[Samsung] We would like to keep current RAN2 agreement. 
Need to minimize to create new IE.
[Ericsson] Agree to reject based on the agreements from the meeting.

	E031
	107
	Ok with the new text for the field description of numberOfConnFail, and suggest to put cat b.
numberOfConnFail This field is used to indicate the number of failed RRCSetup or RRCResume procedures.
	[Samsung] Fine with the suggestion.
On the other hand, we could slightly further update it as follows (it’s related to S490):

numberOfConnFail 
This field is used to indicate the latest number of consecutive failed RRCSetup or RRCResume procedures.
[Ericsson] Agree. 


2.2.3
RILs (Related to offline 802)

20 RILs.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	N016
	5
	RAN2-109b-e agreed:

7
RAN2 confirms that no explicit availability indicator is included (e.g. ra-ReportAvailable) in RRCSetupComplete, RRCResumeComplete, RRCreestablishmentComplete and RRCReconfigurationComplete messages for availability RA-report.
Suggest to put PropReject.
	[Samsung] We would like to keep current RAN2 agreement, i.e. no explicit availability indicator
[Ericsson] Agree. It is already agreed that RAN2 will not support it. So, PropReject is correct classification.

	E009
	31
	Maybe Ericsson can check it as all are related to [802] SON offline discussion. In addition, if it is related to SON email [961], maybe we can rely on that.
	[Samsung] It seems strange. I assume that these procedural texts are related to inter-RAT HO from E-UTRA to NR.
However, how can UE consider RRCReconfiguration including reconfigurationWithSync? In my understanding, UE should receive RRCConnectionReconfiguration including mobilityControlInfo when it is in E-UTRA?
[Ericsson] Under discussion in [Post109bis-e][961][MDTSON] SON open issues (Ericsson)

	N019
	32
	Same comment to E009.
	[Ericsson] This is not part of [Post109bis-e][961][MDTSON] SON open issues (Ericsson) but during RAN2#109e-bis meeting, it was classified as Cat-B proposal. So, there is a need to retry to make progress on this issue during RAN2#110 meeting.


	E012
	39
	We have agreed to have a uniform CGI-Info-Logging for NR MDT and SON, and TAC is included. Suggest to put cat b.
	[Samsung] In detail, the field trackingAreaCode should be added as optional, to the IE CGI-Info-Logging. If needed, the field description may be updated to indicate when TAC is configured.
[Pradeepa] This is already agreed in RAN2#109e-bis meeting. 
Use CGI-Info-LoggingDetailed-r16 instead of CGI-Info-Logging-r16 to encode measResultFailedCell-r16 in ConnEstFailReport-r16. Merge two IEs into one.
CGI-Info-LoggingDetailed-r16 already had TAC. So, this RIL should be PropAgree.

	E021
	51
	Same comment to E009
	Ericsson: This is still an open issue as per MDT email discussion in the previous meeting.
Proposal X-2: P8 is postponed to the next RAN2 meeting.


	qS478
	57
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This is part of [Post109bis-e][961][MDTSON] SON open issues (Ericsson)

	C265
	58
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This is part of [Post109bis-e][961][MDTSON] SON open issues (Ericsson)

	N017
	63
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This should be PropReject based on the following agreement in RAN2#109e-bis meeting.
16
Logging of unsuccessful RA procedures in the NR UE RA Report is not supported.



	S473
	66
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] Already agreed and also implemented in the SON CR. Should be PropAgree.

	E023
	80
	RAN2-109b-e agreed:

Include beamFailureRecoveryFailure as a failureType in SCGFailureInformation (NR RRC spec) and SCGFailureInformationNR (LTE RRC spec) messages.
Suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] As this is already agreed  and implemented, we believe this should be PropAgree.

	Z152
	91
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] During RAN2#109bis meeting, it was agreed to include explicit CFRA related parameters and not introduce any indexed based approach. 

Agreements:

1
RAN2 to agree the method to encode more than one RA resource configuration (refer [17] for ASN.1 changes):


Add the missing CFRA and CBRA specific RA resources’ related parameters in the RA/RLF report
Therefore, this RIL issue can be closed with PropReject.

	S475
	92
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This has been agreed.

4
RAN2 to clarify to set the RA-Related Information in RA-Report and RLF-Report, in order to avoid repeatedly indicating the parameters across RA-Report and RLF-Report.
But this is not yet implemented. So, we propose to classify this as PropAgree so that Samsung can provide the respective TP for aiding the implementation based on the running CR.

	S482
	93
	RAN2-109b-e agreed:

3
If Msg1 SCS for contention free BFR is configured, Msg1 SCS for both contention based and contention free PRACH transmission occasions are reported in RA report.
Suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed and implemented. So, change it to PropAgree.

	S483
	94
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] Already agreed and implemented but with a different name of ‘cfra’ instead of ‘bfr’. 


	S481
	95
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This is part of [Post109bis-e][961][MDTSON] SON open issues (Ericsson) so that we can handle PDCCH triggered RA procedures as well. 

	S480
	96
	RAN2-109b-e agreed:

1
For CSI-RS based RA attempt contentionDetected-r16 and dlRSRPAboveThreshold-r16 are not included in PerRAInfoList-r16.

Suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed. Propose to change it to PropAgree.

	S485
	97
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This is not supported as per agreement.
2
Whether the CBRA or CFRA resource is used by the UE for each of the RA attempt is implicitly derived from RA report contents.
Propose to change it to PropReject.



	S484
	98
	RAN2-109b-e agreed:

4
Clarify the following in field description of dlRSRPAboveThreshold


a.
This field is used to indicate if SS-RSRP of selected SSB is above or below the rsrp-ThresholdSSB.


b.
For random access procedure initiated for beam failure recovery, rsrp-ThresholdSSB in beamFailureRecoveryConfig in UL BWP configuration of UL BWP selected for random access procedure is used to set parameter dlRSRPAboveThreshold. Otherwise, rsrp-ThresholdSSB in rach-ConfigCommon in UL BWP configuration of UL BWP selected for random access procedure is used to set parameter dlRSRPAboveThreshold.

Suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Agreed already. Propose to change it to PropAgree.

	S477
	99
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This is part of [Post109bis-e][961][MDTSON] SON open issues (Ericsson)

	S490
	106
	Same comment to E009
	[Ericsson] This is agreed but not yet implemented in the latest running CR. So we propose to change it to PropAgree and request the rapporteur to implement it in the next version of the running CR. 



2.2.4
RILs (Related to offline 888)

5 RILs.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	C252
	15
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed. To be changed to PropAgree 

	C252
	17
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed. To be changed to PropAgree

	C201
	72
	Not very clear about the issue and proposed solution. Maybe CATT can clarify it. In addition, in section 2.2.5 there are some RILs may be relatated to this RIL, so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	B003
	130
	RAN2-109b-e agreed:

10: use setupRelease structure for BT/Sensor/WLAN location configurations.

Suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed. To be changed to PropAgree

	B005
	143
	Same comment to B003 and Suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed. To be changed to PropAgree


2.2.5
RILs (Related to R2-2002731 in offline 888)

14 RILs.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	C201
	4
	This was part of offline 888, and it is suggested to further it in the next table as below.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C201
	16
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C201
	24
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C201
	35
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C204
	53
	We think it is related to MDT summary paper R2-2004003, i.e. discussion on P1. Copmanies’ comments were collected and there was no consensus, so it is suggested to put PropReject.
	[Ericsson] As companies had different opinion and no clear majority was there to change the specification, we agree with email rapporteur’s classification.


	C201
	59
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C201
	74
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C201
	76
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C201
	78
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C201
	82
	Seems relating to C201, line72 (also captured in section 2.2.3), so it may be good to discuss them together.
	[Ericsson] This was discussed during the online session and was agreed not to be supported and the chair mentioned that the proponents can bring contribution if they want to change it. So, PropReject.

	C204
	119
	Proposed change is empty, so Maybe CATT can clarify it.
	[Ericsson] As companies had different opinion and no clear majority was there to change the specification, we agree with email rapporteur’s classification as provided for line 53 related comment i.e., PropReject.



	C203
	134
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed and captured in the running CR. Change to PropAgree.

	C203
	135
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed and captured in the running CR. Change to PropAgree.

	C203
	138
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed and captured in the running CR. Change to PropAgree.


Issue: For C201, line4, the detailed information is as below.
	Description
	Proposed Change

	Bluetooth/WLAN measurements results are not independent with log measurements collection. Instead, Bluetooth/WLAN measurements results are embedded into each log MDT entry. what’s the use case to introduce such independent available indicator for Bluetooth/WLAN measurements results? More addition, Sensor measurements results are also part of locationInfo, why there is no independent available indicator for Sensor measurements results?
	2> if the UE has Bluetooth logged measurements available and if the RPLMN is included in plmn-IdentityList stored in VarLogMeasReport: 3> include the logMeasAvailableBT in the RRCSetupComplete message; 2> if the UE has WLAN logged measurements available and if the RPLMN is included in plmn-IdentityList stored in VarLogMeasReport:          3> include the logMeasAvailableWLAN in the RRCSetupComplete;


We think it is related to ASN1 summary paper R2-2004002, and the related proposal is shown as below:
Proposal 1:RAN2 to discuss which of the option is more desirable from RAN2 perspective:
(R2-2002731)
Option1: Remove the availability indicators for Bluetooth/WLAN measurements results from RRCReestablishmentComplete, RRCReconfigurationComplete, RRCResumeComplete, RRCSetupComplete, UEInformationResponse message. If so, the same change should also be done for 36.331.
Option2: Add an extra availability indicator for Sensor measurements results in RRCReestablishmentComplete, RRCReconfigurationComplete, RRCResumeComplete, RRCSetupComplete, UEInformationResponse message to align with Bluetooth/WLAN measurements results.
Option3：Nothing should be done for Bluetooth/WLAN/Sensor measurement results availability indicator feature.
For the above P1, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Which option is preferred?
	Comments

	Samsung
	Option 1
	Currently, NW cannot request selective retrieval.
Not sure if there is any significant benefit with separate availability indicator.

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	The current framework allows for MDT logs to be fetched only if it has some WLAN or BT measurements available. The same reasoning can be said true for sensor measurements as an OAM that is interested in collecting sensor measurements might trigger the logged MDT and then RAN can fetch the MDT results only if the UE indicates that the logged measurements include sensor measurements.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2.2.6
RILs (Related to R2-2002733 in offline 888)

4 RILs.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	C253
	8
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericcson] Already agreed and therefore PropAgree. However, we need to rearrange the procedural text lines so that we address following issues.
1) The measResultFailedCell is already deleted by the UE when the check against current cell is performed. 
2) Even though resetting to ‘0’ is a temporary state, it should not be done in the procedural text. 


	C257
	11
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericcson] Already agreed and therefore PropAgree.

	C256
	14
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericcson] Already agreed and therefore PropAgree.

	C256
	85
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericcson] Already agreed and therefore PropAgree.


2.2.7
RILs (Related to R2-2002826 in offline 888)

7 RILs.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	S471
	38
	It is related to P13 in R2-2002826. Based on the Offline 888 summary R2-2004002 and the MDT minutes, P13 needs more discussions.
So it is suggested to further discuss it in tables as below.
	[Ericsson] Comments provided in the table

	S468
	48
	It is related to P11 in R2-2002826. Based on the Offline 888 summary R2-2004002 and the MDT minutes, P11 was agreed, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already agreed. PropAgree.

	S472
	65
	It is related to SON paper R2-2002827, so maybe Ericsson can check it.
	[Ericsson] This was rejected during the meeting and it was proposed to discuss only the scenario when appending of the PLMNs exceeds the maximum size of the plmnIdentityList in VarRAReport. Therefore PropReject.


	S461
	69
	It is related to P1 and P2 in R2-2002826. Based on the Offline 888 summary R2-2004002 and the MDT minutes, P1 needs more discussions, and lots of companies put cat c to P2.
So it is suggested to further discuss P1 in tables as below, and put PropReject to P2.
	[Ericsson] Agree with email rapporteur’s comments.

	S465
	81
	It is related to P8 in R2-2002826. Based on the Offline 888 summary R2-2004002 and the MDT minutes, lots of companies put cat c to P8, so suggest to put PropReject.
	[Ericsson] Agree with email rapporteur’s comments.

	S469
	127
	It is related to P12 in R2-2002826. Based on the Offline 888 summary R2-2004002 and the MDT minutes, P12 needs more discussions.

So it is suggested to further discuss P12 in tables as below.
	[Ericsson] Comments provided in the table

	S474
	128
	It is related to P5 and P6 in R2-2002826. Based on the Offline 888 summary R2-2004002 and the MDT minutes, P5 and P6 need more discussions.

So it is suggested to further discuss P5 and P6 in tables as below.
	[Ericsson] Comments provided in the table


Issue: S471, line 38. The proposal is as below (details can be found  in R2-2002826)

Proposal 13: Upon setup failure or resume failure, UE sets the plmn-Identity to RPLMN if available.

For the above proposal, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	Yes
	Except for initial access, UE always has RPLMN upon setup failure and resume failure.
It is reasonable to store RPLMN if available.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Since the UE is performing RRCResume in this cell, it has to be part of the EPLMN list and storing the current RPLMN is fine. 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: S461, line69. The proposal is as below (details can be found  in R2-2002826)

Proposal 1
Add the nonCriticalExtension and laterNonCriticalExtension fields to the LoggedMeasurementConfiguration message.

For the above proposal, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	Yes
	It’s a general mean for future enhancement.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: S469, line127. The proposal is as below (details can be found  in R2-2002826)

Proposal 12: RAN2 clarifies how to determine whether a cell is part of the area Indicated by AreaConfiguration.
For the above proposal, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	Yes
	SIB1 includes multiple PLMN-IdentityInfo, each of which includes multiple PLMN-Identity.
We need to clarify how to determine whether a cell is part of the area Indicated by AreaConfiguration.
A simple option is to consider only first PLMN-Identity in first PLMN-IdentityInfo of the PLMN-IdentityInfoList, and cellIdentity corresponding to the first PLMN-IdentityInfo.

	Ericsson
	
	Shouldn’t this be associated to the RPLMN? 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: S474, line128. The proposals are as below (details can be found  in R2-2002826)

Proposal 5
Change the name and field descriptions of areaConfigForServing and areaConfigForNeighbour as to areaConfig and interFreqTargetList

Proposal 6
Change the interFreqTargetList to be a list of frequencies, with for each a cell list.

For the above proposals, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	Yes
	In RAN2#107bis, RAN2 made the following agreement:
Introduce the logged MDT measurement frequencies and cell IDs (i.e. PCI) for neighbour cell measurement in the area configuration. UE only need to log and report measurement results for the configured frequencies if the results available.
However, current CR has indicated frequency band List, instead of frequencies. It is not in line with the RAN2 agreement.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	We agree that there should be a list of frequencies instead of a single frequency based on past agreement. So that change is required.
We have no strong opinion on the naming. We are fine with existing naming also. 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2.2.8
RILs (Related to R2-2003160 in offline 888)

4 RILs.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	N011
	111
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Agree that it should be PropAgree.

	N012
	112
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Agree that it should be PropAgree.

	N013
	113
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Agree that it should be PropAgree.

	N014
	114
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Agree that it should be PropAgree.


2.2.9
RILs (Reated to Z157)

1 RIL.

The email rapporteur has provided initial analysis on the RILs. Please companies check and provide comments if any. If there are no concerns, it is suggested to go with the email rapporteur’s comments/suggestions.

	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	S496
	129
	Z157 was agreed at the last RAN2 meeting, so suggest to put cat b.
	


2.3
Cat b1 RILs not related with others
Filter condtions in XLS:

· In label “1_MDT, NR_SON_MDT-Core”

· The Column M Category = b1

· The Column N Relations with others = empty

There are in total 22 RILs in the XLS.

The following table provides an overview on RILs. For some RILs, more tables are provided as below in order to collect companies’ opinions.
	RIL No
	Line
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	S470
	10
	It should be put in section 2.2.7 as it is related to R2-2002826. However, we can discuss it here.

In R2-2002826, P13 is for both S470 and S471. Since section 2.2.7 is discussing P13, so there is no need to re-discuss P13 here. Suggest to wait for P13 discussion in section 2.2.7.
	

	C202
	19
	In the column Comments, one company did not agree on the change. So suggest to put PropReject.
Ericsson_Pradeepa: This is not a must as this does not indicate how these measurements are performed for which we have to again refer to LPP spec. Instead of doing that, we can leave the specifcation as is.
	[Ericsson] As we had commented before, this is not adding any new information or references to how the UE performs these measurements. So, we propose to reject it.

	E005
	20
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	

	C203
	21
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already implemented. PropAgree

	C202
	29
	Similar comments to C202, line19, one company did not agree on the change, so suggest to put PropReject.
	[Ericsson] As we had commented before, this is not adding any new information or references to how the UE performs these measurements. So, we propose to reject it.

	C202
	41
	Similar comments to C202, line19, one company did not agree on the change, so suggest to put PropReject.
	[Ericsson] As we had commented before, this is not adding any new information or references to how the UE performs these measurements. So, we propose to reject it.

	C202
	54
	Similar comments to C202, line19, one company did not agree on the change, so suggest to put PropReject.
	[Ericsson] As we had commented before, this is not adding any new information or references to how the UE performs these measurements. So, we propose to reject it.

	C202
	55
	Similar comments to C202, line19, one company did not agree on the change, so suggest to put PropReject.
	[Ericsson] As we had commented before, this is not adding any new information or references to how the UE performs these measurements. So, we propose to reject it.

	Z155
	56
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	

	E013
	60
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	

	Z156
	71
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	

	N006
	73
	Section 2.2.1 covers a similar issue, so suggest to discuss all related RILs in section 2.2.1.
	

	N009
	77
	Section 2.2.1 covers a similar issue, so suggest to discuss all related RILs in section 2.2.1.
	

	N010
	79
	Section 2.2.1 covers a similar issue, so suggest to discuss all related RILs in section 2.2.1.
	

	S491
	83
	In the column Comments (shown below), it seems that there are some disagreements. So suggest to put PropReject.
Ericsson_Pradeepa: In our understanding this is already included as part of the serving cell information         CATT_Jayson: the same view with Ericsson

Huawei_Jun: it seems that nothing is needed.

Samsung_Sangbum: can clarify that the serving cell info in last log entry is first serving cell after leaving? If so, we can need a NOTE to indicate it?
	[Ericsson] Agree with email rapporteur’s classification.

	H017
	110
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	

	C260
	116
	It has been captured in the latest 38.331 CR, so suggest to put cat b.
	[Ericsson] Already implemented. PropAgree.

	S457
	122
	Discuss together with S458.
For the RIL, the Comments are as below:

Ericsson_Pradeepa: Agree                                   CATT_Jayson: Agree

Intel_Candy: seems reasonable
When implementing the RIL into the 38.331 CR (related to [Post109bis-e][900][MDTSON] CR to 38.331), the email rapporteurs found the following issue:

Huawei_Jun: wonder whether it is possible, as ReportConfigNR does not have extension mark.

Ericsson_Pradeepa: Agree with Huawei. It is better to keep the existing text as the MDT measurements related configurations are only applicable for periodical and event driven immediate MDT measurements.
So S457 and S458 are changed to cat b1.

Suggest to discuss both RILs in tables below.
	

	S458
	123
	See comments to S457.
	

	E028
	125
	This RIL was initially agreeable, however, when implementing the RIL into the 38.331 CR (related to [Post109bis-e][900][MDTSON] CR to 38.331), the email rapporteurs found the following issue:
Huawei_Jun: we checked 38.306 v16.0.0 and there are no MDT/SON UE capabilities. If so, we think maybe we can revisit UE capabilities at RAN2-110 meeting, e.g. discuss both 38.306 CR and 38.331 CR together.

Ericsson_Pradeepa: Okay to wait. We should change the category to b1
The email rapporteur Huawei (Jun) checked this with the WI rapporteur CMCC (Ningyu), and here are suggestions:

· NR UE MDT capabilities can be put in “big CR” for MDT
· At RAN2-109b-e meeting, there was a running 38.306 CR, and ths CR will be re-submitted to 110-e meeting (may be updated). So 38.331 changes are to be aligned with 38.306 CR

R2-2002896
Running CR to 38.306 for NR_SON_MDT
vivo, CMCC
draftCR
Rel-16
38.306
16.0.0
NR_SON_MDT-Core

If above suggestions are agreeable, the RIL can be put cat b.
	[Ericsson] We are fine with email rapporteur’s proposal.

	C208
	132
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	

	C262
	148
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	


Issue: E005, line20, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	From the procedural text, it is unclear if the random-access resources referred in the text is related to the one that is used by the UE for reconfigurationWithSync or if they correspond to some other RA reosurces.
	Original text: 
3> set the absoluteFrequencyPointA to indicate the absolute frequency of the reference resource block associated to the random-access resources; 
3> set the locationAndBandwidth and subcarrierSpacing associated to the UL BWP of the random-access resources; 
3> set the msg1-FrequencyStart, msg1-FDM and msg1-SubcarrierSpacing associated to the random-access resources; 
Proposed text: 
3> set the absoluteFrequencyPointA to indicate the absolute frequency of the reference resource block associated to the random-access resources used in reconfigurationWithSync procedure; 
3> set the locationAndBandwidth and subcarrierSpacing associated to the UL BWP of the random-access resources used in reconfigurationWithSync procedure; 
3> set the msg1-FrequencyStart, msg1-FDM and msg1-SubcarrierSpacing associated to the random-access resources used in reconfigurationWithSync procedure;


In XLS, the Comments for the RIL are:

Huawei_Jun: seems reasonable.

Ericsson_Pradeepa: Proponent

Intel_Candy: We think this change may not be correct. RA resource may be either contention free or contention based. So it doesn't necessary to be in RRC configure.

Huawei_Jun2: ok to change it from a to b1.
For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Yes
	This is already agreed for other parts of the specification where a similar phrasing is used. We do not understand Intel’s comments. The proposed changes has nothing to do with CBRA or CFRA. As the UE might know the frequency location of RA resources per BWP, what we are proposing here is to make sure that the UE stores the frequency location of the RA resource associated to the ones that is used by the UE for reconfiguration with sync procedure. 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: Z155, line56, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	location information is introduced in SCG Failure information to help locate the place where the SCG failure happens and therefore assist the optimization of SN configuration, for similar reason location information shall also be included in MCG failure information to help optimize MN configuration.
	Proposed text : 
1> if SRB1 is configured as split SRB and pdcp-Duplication is not configured: 
2> if primaryPath refers to the MCG: 
3> set primaryPath to refer to the SCG; 
1> if available, set the locationInfo as follows: 
2> if available, set the commonLocationInfo to include the detailed location information; 
2> if available, set the bt-LocationInfo to include the Bluetooth measurement results, in order of decreasing RSSI for Bluetooth beacons; 
2> if available, set the wlan-LocationInfo to include the WLAN measurement results, in order of decreasing RSSI for WLAN APs. 
2> if available, set the sensor-LocationInfo to include the sensor measurement results.


In XLS, the Comments for the RIL are:

Ericsson_Pradeepa: We support this proposal although this is related to another ongoing rel-16 work item

Intel_Candy: we think this needs further discussion.

Huawei_Jun: ok to change it from b to b1
For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	No
	It seems too late to discuss it. Also, we have assumed that the information related to Rel-16 features will be considered in next release.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	This is not a large change in our understanding and just including location information can be supported in rel16 and any further measurement addition can be discussed in rel-17.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: E013, line60, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	It is not clear if the UE includes the content of NR RRC spec relared RLF report variable or LTE spec related RLF report variable during the cross RAT RLF reporting of LTE RLF report to the NR node.
	Existing text: 
2> else if the UE has radio link failure information or handover failure information available in VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10] and if the RPLMN is included in plmn-IdentityList stored in VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10]: 
3> set timeSinceFailure in VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10] to the time that elapsed since the last radio link or handover failure in EUTRA; 
3> set the rlf-Report in the UEInformationResponse message to the value of rlf-Report in VarRLF-Report; 
3> discard the rlf-Report from VarRLF-Report upon successful delivery of the UEInformationResponse message confirmed by lower layers; 
3> discard the rlf-Report from VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10] upon successful delivery of the UEInformationResponse message confirmed by lower layers; 
Proposed text: 
2> else if the UE has radio link failure information or handover failure information available in VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10] and if the RPLMN is included in plmn-IdentityList stored in VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10]: 
3> set timeSinceFailure in VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10] to the time that elapsed since the last radio link or handover failure in EUTRA; 
3> set the rlf-Report in the UEInformationResponse message to the value of rlf-Report in VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10]; 
3> discard the rlf-Report from VarRLF-Report upon successful delivery of the UEInformationResponse message confirmed by lower layers; 
3> discard the rlf-Report from VarRLF-Report of TS 36.331 [10] upon successful delivery of the UEInformationResponse message confirmed by lower layers;


In XLS, the Comments for the RIL are:

Ericsson_Pradeepa: Proponent 
CATT_Jayson: We agree this proposal, think it's more like a Cat a issue.

Intel_Candy: We think this needs further discussion. We think the UE should disgard the record once RLFreport has been successful delivered. 

Huawei_Jun: ok to change it from a to b1.
For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	Yes
	It seems more editorial.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	As mentioned by Samsung, this is supposed to be almost like editorial!

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: Z156, line71, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	As described in Z155, location information shall also be included in MCG failure information to assist the optimization of MN configuration.
	measResultSCG-EUTRA-r16           OCTET STRING                                     OPTIONAL, ...     [[     locationInfo-r16                               LocationInfo-r16                OPTIONAL     ]]


For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	No
	It seems too late to discuss it. Also, we have assumed that the information related to Rel-16 features will be considered in next release.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	This is not a large change in our understanding and just including location information can be supported in rel16 and any further measurement addition can be discussed in rel-17.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: H017, line110, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	This is used only for E-UTRA RLF reporting but in 36.331, for the field RLF-Report-r9 in TS 36.331, it is FFS whether it can support LTE/5GC and in the procedural text in TS 36.331, the UE is able to report RLF report only for LTE/EPC. Therefore, it is unclear whether the 5GC identities are relevant here.
	First discuss whether the RLF reporting when connected to LTE/5GC is supported. If not, 5GC identities could be removed.


In XLS, the Comments for the RIL are:

Huawei_Jun: there is a discussion paper R2-2003584 on RIL.

ZTE_Zhihong: We prefer to fix it in LTE specs.We agreed on LTE RLF to be reported in NR is to support MRO.If we don't support RLF on LTE-5GC case then many scenarios in MRO cannot be supported, which is against the original intention.

For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	No
	Shared with ZTE’s view above

	Ericsson
	No strong view
	We sympathise the concern from ZTE but at the same time we are not sure if changing LTE spec at this late time is okay for all companies. So, we are fine with removing 5GC identities from NR spec for LTE cells as well. 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: S457, line122, S458, line123, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	includeCommonLocationInfo, includeBT-Meas, includeWLAN-Meas and includeSensor-Meas are applicable for both periodical reporting and event-triggered reporting
	remove above IEs from the current place and move them up directly under ReportConfigNR

	Same issue as S457. includeCommonLocationInfo, includeBT-Meas, includeWLAN-Meas and includeSensor-Meas are applicable for both periodical reporting and event-triggered reporting
	Remove above IEs from the current place


For the above RILs, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	No
	We believe this should be rejected as the WLAN/BT etc are not applicable for SFTD reporting or for CGI reporting or CLI reporting etc. Immediate MDT related measurements are applicable only for periodical and event triggered measurements and WLAN/BT can be configured only as part of the MDT measurements. Therefore, the current ASN.1 correctly captures the agreement. Therefore, we propose to reject this proposal.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: C208, line132, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	duplicated field description for rssiWLAN
	rssiWLAN Measured WLAN RSSI result in dBm. The IE WLAN-RSSI-Range specifies the value range used in WLAN RSSI measurements and thresholds. Integer value for WLAN RSSI measurements is according to mapping table in TS 36.133 [40]. Value 0 corresponds to –infinity, value 1 to -100dBm, value 2 to -99dBm, and so on (i.e. in steps of 1dBm) until value 140, which corresponds to 39dBm, while value 141 corresponds to +infinity.  Rtt-WLAN This field provides the measured round trip time between the target device and WLAN AP and optionally the accuracy expressed as the standard deviation of the delay. Units for each of these are 1000ns, 100ns, 10ns, 1ns, and 0.1ns as defined in TS 37.355 [49].  rttValue This field specifies the Round Trip Time (RTT) measurement between the target device and WLAN AP in units given by the field rttUnits as defined in TS 37.355 [49].  rttUnits This field specifies the Units for the fields rttValue and rttAccuracy. The available Units are 1000ns, 100ns, 10ns, 1ns, and 0.1ns as defined in TS 37.355 [49].  rttAccuracy This field provides the estimated accuracy of the provided rttValue expressed as the standard deviation in units given by the field rttUnits as defined in TS 37.355 [49].  Ssid Service Set Identifier (SSID) defined in IEEE 802.11-2012 [50].  Wlan-Identifiers Indicates the WLAN parameters used for identification of the WLAN for which the measurement results are applicable.  WLAN-RSSI-Range The IE WLAN-RSSI-Range specifies the value range used in WLAN RSSI measurements and thresholds. Integer value for WLAN RSSI measurements is according to mapping table in TS 36.133 [40]. Value 0 corresponds to –infinity, value 1 to -100dBm, value 2 to -99dBm, and so on (i.e. in steps of 1dBm) until value 140, which corresponds to 39dBm, while value 141 corresponds to +infinity.  


In XLS, the Comments for the RIL are:

Ericsson_Pradeepa: Agree. Just one question related to the reference. Shall we continue to use 36.133 as the reference or is there any update in 38.133?

CATT_Jayson: I'm  not sure now, maybe Huawei can answer the question.

Huawei_Jun: We will double check it ASAP.

For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Yes
	We are fine with the change but our previous question is still applicable

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Issue: C262, line148, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	This PLMN Id list should be removed from VarLogMeasConfig since the PLMN Id list received from the NW is directly stored in VarLogMeasReport, which is aligned with the text procedure and follow 36.331.
	Remove the field of “plmn-IdentityList-r16”


In XLS, the Comments for the RIL are:

Ericsson_Pradeepa: We believe this is required as the UE checks the PLMN of the new cell before logging the new MDT measurements based on the PLMN identity list stored in varLogMeasConfig instead of varLogMeasReport.

ZTE_Zhihong: Not agree with the proposal. This field is needed for UE to perform PLMN checking to see if it is required to perform the logging in the selected PLMN. Suggest to change to cat b1.

Huawei_Jun: ok to change it from b to b1.
For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Samsung
	No
	Shared with Ericsson and ZTE’s opinion. We called it MDT PLMN list in LTE.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	After further checking internally and with LTE spec, we are fine with removing it as the PLMN list also stored in varLogMeasReport which can be used by the UE while logging the measurements.
3>
if the UE is camping normally on an NR cell and if the RPLMN is included in plmn-IdentityList stored in VarLogMeasReport and, if the cell is part of the area indicated by areaConfiguration if configured in VarLogMeasConfig:



	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2.4
Cat b1 RILs with relating two or more WIs

Filter condtions in XLS:

· In label “2_DCCA, MDT”, “3_MDT, 2StepRA”, “4_MDT, NR-U”, “5_MDT, TEI”,  and “6_MobEnh, MDT”

· The Column M Category = b1

There are in total 3 RILs in the XLS.

The following table provides an overview on RILs. For some RILs, more tables are provided as below in order to collect companies’ opinions.
	RIL No
	Label
	Email Rapp’s comments
	Other comments

	E051
	3_MDT, 2StepRA
	Maybe Ericsson can check it as it may be related to [802] SON offline discussion.
	[Ericsson] This is already agreed and implemented. Therefore, we can change this to PropAgree.
1
Currently captured RAReport contents are applicable only for 4-step random access procedure.


	E008
	4_MDT, NR-U
	Maybe Ericsson can check it as it may be related to [802] SON offline discussion.
	[Ericsson] Under discussion in [Post109bis-e][961][MDTSON] SON open issues (Ericsson)

	E039
	5_MDT, TEI
	Suggest to discuss it in tables below.
	


Issue: E039, 5_MDT, TEI, the details are as below:
	Description
	Proposed Change

	Upon detecting radio link failure on the MCG, according to current procedure the UE should discard any segments of the segmented RRC message and store various link failure information in the VarRLF-Report variable. However, this should be done only if before triggering the RRC restablishment procedure.
	We propose to move the following text just before triggering the RRC reestablishment procedure. A possible implementation is as follow: 5> else: 6> discard any segments of segmented RRC messages received ……(until) 11> set the dlRSRPAboveThreshold to false; 6> initiate the connection re-establishment procedure as specified in 5.3.7.


In XLS, the Comments for the RIL are:

[Samsung] We think that UE should discard the RRC segments for some other re-establishment cases as well. So, it would be better to move this sentence to the clause 5.3.7.2 (initiation of RRC connection re-establishment).

ZTE_Zhihong: Please note that with the proposed change, if a RLF occurs and UE goes in to idle as indicated in the following two bullet, "4> if AS security has not been activated:

5> perform the actions upon going to RRC_IDLE as specified in 5.3.11, with release cause 'other';-

4> else if AS security has been activated but SRB2 and at least one DRB have not been setup:

5> perform the actions upon going to RRC_IDLE as specified in 5.3.11, with release cause 'RRC connection failure'; ", UE won't log any RLF information, this is different behavior as in LTE and requires further discussion. 

Also for better readibility we suggest to have a separated subclause 5.3.11.x for setting detailed RLF content, not to mix it with the procedure defined in 5.3.11.3.
For the above RIL, please companies provide comments if any.
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	
	We think that this was discussed in the main room, see the main session notes associated to the same in the latest CR (Håkan’s CR).

Rapp2: Main session notes:  "ZTE agree with the intention and think there should be an independent section. Ericsson think this can be looks further at off-line. Nokia agrees and think we also need to check how this relaed to cond HO. Vivo agrees. "
Therefore, we believe we should take this as a class-2 RIL and discuss in the main session. We can coordinate with our respective colleagues who addressed this in the main room.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2.6
Others

2.6.1
RILs from email discussion [Post109bis-e][900][MDTSON] CR to 38.331
In [1], some MDT RILs are changed into cat b1 due to some reasons, and details can be found in section 2.4 in [1]. These RILs have been captured in section 2.2 and 2.3, and companies can check and provide comments if any.
2.6.2
Two MDT RILs without Work Item code in XLS

In the XLS, the following two RILs are not included as the column Work Item is empty for both RILs. It is suggested to rely on ASN1 main session discussion. If needed, we may treat them in MDT session.

	ID
	Delegate
	Work Item
	Class
	TDoc
	Status

	N040
	Nokia (Tero)
	
	2
	None
	PropAgree

	N002
	Nokia (Tero)
	
	2
	None
	PropAgree


2.6.3
MDT RILs treated in MailDisc

In the XLS, the following two RILs (related to MDT and other WIs) are under ASN1 main session discussion. 
	ID
	Delegate
	Work Item
	Class
	TDoc
	Status

	E008
	Ericsson (Pradeepa)
	MDT, NR-U
	2
	R2-2003078
	DiscMail11

	M005
	MediaTek (Felix)
	DCCA/MDT
	2
	R2-2003654
	DiscMail9


3
Conclusion

4
Reference

[1]
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