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1	Work plan related evaluation
	Do you want to modify the time budget for this WI/SI compared to what was endorsed at the last RAN meeting?
	No



If you answered No:	Then please remove the Excel file from the zip file of this status report.
If you answered Yes:	Then please fill out the attached Excel template to request a modification of the time 		budgets for your WI /SI. The Excel table has to be filled out for all affected RAN WGs and 		up to the target date of the WI/SI. The basis are the endorsed time budgets of the last 		RAN meeting. Please highlight all changes of the values.
		One time unit (TU) corresponds to ~ 2 hours in the meeting.
		If this status report covers a WI with Core and Performance part, then please have one 		line for each in the attached Excel table.
		Note: If no Excel table is attached, then this means no time budget change.
Additional explanations/motivations for the time budget changes in the attached Excel table:


2.	Detailed progress in RAN WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
	NOTE: Agreements and Open issues impacted cross-TSG aspects shall be explicitly highlighted
2.1	RAN1
2.1.1	Agreements
RAN1 #94 Agreements:
R1-1809795	TR38.889 v0.0.3	Qualcomm Incorporated
Version v0.0.3 of TR38.889 is endorsed.
Agreements:
· The base metrics for NR-U evaluation are the same as in LTE-LAA in TR 36.889.
· For coexistence evaluations below 7GHz, for parameters not covered by previous agreements, the evaluations assumptions specified for LTE (e)LAA coexistence evaluations apply.
· For example, the minimum distance between a small cell and a UE, and between two UEs is three meters.
Agreement:
· For coexistence evaluation, WiFi+WiFi, WiFi+NR-U and NR-U+NR-U evaluations are baseline with equal priority.
Agreement:
A=1.0 for scenario 1 and A=1.5 for scenario 2
Note: The agreed scenarios are the baseline for generation of results to be included in the TR. Contributions based on other scenarios are not precluded from being considered for discussion and decisions on NR-U design.
Agreement:
· It is identified that being able to operate all DL signal/channels with the same numerology for a carrier and at least for intra-band CA on serving cells on unlicensed bands has at least the following benefits (at least for standalone operation, FFS whether this is benefit is realizable for inter-operator measurements)
· Lower implementation complexity (e.g., a single FFT, no switching gaps)
· Lower specification impact
· No need for gaps for measurements on frequencies with a configured serving cell in unlicensed bands
· It is identified that being able to operate all UL signal/channels with the same numerology for a carrier and at least for intra-band CA on serving cells on unlicensed bands has at least the following benefits 
· Lower implementation complexity (e.g., a single FFT, no switching gaps)
· Lower specification impact
· Common interlace structure
· No need for gaps for transmission of SRS on a configured serving cell in unlicensed bands
· FFS: PRACH benefits
· FFS: same numerology for DL and UL considering switching gap
Agreement: 
· Inclusion of the CSI-RS and RMSI-CORESET(s)+PDSCH(s) (carrying RMSI) associated with SS/PBCH block(s) in addition to the SS/PBCH burst set in one contiguous burst (tentatively referred to as the NR-U DRS) can be beneficial for
· Meeting OCB requirement
· Compacting signals in time domain to limit the required number of channel access and for short channel occupancy
· Support of stand-alone NR-U deployments
· Support of automatic neighbour relations (ANR) functionality in an NR-U deployment 
· Resolution of PCI confusion in an NR-U deployment
· Note: The NR-U DRS (it can be called something else in the future) can include signals and channels that are required for cell acquisition etc. and is not limited only to reference signals
· The transmission of additional signals such as OSI and paging within the NR-U DRS is allowed and can be beneficial
· Note: This does not imply that RMSI-CORESET+PDSCH and CSI-RS can only be transmitted as part of the NR-U DRS, and does not imply that these are necessarily part of all NR-U DRS transmissions.
Agreement:
· For scenarios in which a block-interlaced waveform is used for PUCCH/PUSCH, it has been identified that from FDM-based user-multiplexing standpoint it can be beneficial to have UL channels on a common interlace structure, at least for PUSCH, PUCCH, associated DMRS, and potentially PRACH
· Note: This is only from a user-multiplexing perspective. Other aspects of PRACH design need to be considered, i.e., timing estimation accuracy, miss detection rate, PAPR, RACH capacity, transmission power
· For scenarios in which a contiguous allocation for PUSCH and PUCCH is used, it is beneficial to use contiguous resource allocation for PRACH
· FFS: Potential LBT blocking due to TA difference between FDM’d PUSCH, PUCCH, and PRACH
Agreement:
· For scenarios in which a block-interlaced waveform is used for UL transmission, a PRB-based block-interlace design has been identified as beneficial at least for 15 and 30 kHz SCS, and potentially for 60 kHz SCS
· Link budget limited cases with given PSD constraint
· It is observed that power boosting gains decrease with increasing SCS
· As one option to efficiently meet the occupied channel bandwidth requirement
· Comparatively less specification impact than Sub-PRB interlace design 
· Design for 60 kHz requires further discussion, e.g., sub-PRB vs. PRB-based block interlace designs
· The following has been observed for sub-PRB block interlace designs
· In some scenarios sub-PRB interlacing can be beneficial in terms of power boosting
· FFS: scenario details, e.g., small resource allocations
· Sub-PRB interlace design has at least the following specification impact:
· Reference signal design (e.g., DMRS)
· Channel estimation aspects
· Resource allocation
Agreement:
· It has been identified as beneficial to support a block-interlaced structure in which the number of interlaces (M) decreases with increasing SCS, and the nominal number of PRBs per interlace (N) is similar for each SCS (in a given bandwidth) at least for 15 and 30 kHz SCS, and potentially 60 kHz depending on supported interlace design
· FFS: M and N for each supported SCS
· FFS: 60 kHz in case a sub-PRB interlace is introduced
Agreement:
· From a RAN1 perspective it has been identified that supporting a non-uniform interlace structure in which the number of PRBs per interlace is allowed to be different for different interlaces is beneficial from a spectrum utilization point of view
· FFS: Exact number of PRBs per interlace for supported value(s) of M and N
· Note: M is the number of interlaces and N is the nominal number of PRBs per interlace in a given bandwidth
· FFS: Whether or not there are issues in the interlace design in the resource allocation to 2^n1*3^n2*5^n3 in the case of DFT-s-OFDM
Agreement: 
In addition to aspects considered in LTE LAA, CWS adjustment procedure in NR-U may additionally consider at least the following aspects:
· CBG based HARQ-ACK operation,
· NR scheduling and HARQ-feedback delays and processing times
· wideband (>20 MHz) operation including BWPs
· Configured grant operation
Agreement:
· It is recommended to define a mechanism to transmit SSBs dropped due to LBT failure 
· Following are examples of candidate mechanisms for further consideration with enhancements or modifications not precluded:
· Alt-1: Shift SSB(s) in time to the next transmission instance 
· Alt-2: Cyclically wrap the SSBs dropped due to LBT failure around to the end of the burst set transmission
· Alt-3: Network to flexibly position SSB index and indicate the timing information
· Other alternatives are not precluded
· It is recommended to define a mechanism for UE(s) to determine the timing and QCL assumptions from the detected SSB
Agreement: 
If preamble transmissions are dropped due to LBT failure, then
· From a RAN1 perspective, it is recommended that preamble power ramping is not performed and that the preamble transmission counter is not incremented
Agreement:
· In some scenarios it is beneficial for the maximum RAR window size to be extended beyond 10 ms to increase robustness to DL LBT failure
· FFS: Value of maximum RAR window size
Agreement:
It is beneficial to support reporting of RSSI
· FFS: The time and frequency resources on which RSSI is measured
Agreement: 
· NR-U should support both:
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK20]HARQ feedback corresponding to some or all the PDSCHs of a channel occupancy can be reported in the same channel occupancy
· It is found beneficial to extend the PDSCH-to-HARQ-timing to support indicating timings up to the end of the longest COT allowed by regulations, one or more of the following would be needed:
· Allow values larger than 15 by RRC signaling (FFS the largest value needed)
· Note: in some cases this may point outside of the COT
· Allow more bits for the PDSCH-to-HARQ-timing-indicator
· HARQ feedback corresponding to PDSCHs of a channel occupancy can be reported outside of that channel occupancy. These possible candidate solutions can be considered:
· Alt1: gNB requests/triggers feedback for PDSCH from earlier COT(s)
· Alt2: UE is configured to report HARQ feedback for PDSCH from earlier COT(s) without an explicit request/trigger
· Alt3: by PDSCH-to-HARQ-timing-indicator in the DCI scheduling the PDSCH
· Note: the alternatives above are at least applicable for the case where there is no HARQ feedback expected in the same channel occupancy as the PDSCH
· Study the impact of the above candidate solutions on the HARQ codebook
Agreement:
Allowing consecutive configured grant resources in time without any gaps in between the resources and non-consecutive configured grant resources (not necessarily periodic) with gaps in between the resources is beneficial and should be considered for NR in unlicensed spectrum
Conclusion:
There is no necessity to exclude Type-1 or Type-2 configured grant mechanism for operation of NR in unlicensed spectrum.
Agreement:
UE selects the HARQ process ID from an RRC configured set of HARQ IDs for NR-unlicensed configured grant transmission.
Agreement:
It is identified to be beneficial to support DFI to include pending HARQ ACK feedback for prior configured grant transmissions from the same UE. 
· FFS: DFI to include HARQ ACK feedback for scheduled UL transmissions using HARQ IDs configured for NR-unlicensed configured grant transmission.
Agreement:
· Retransmission via same configured grant resource is supported for a HARQ process that was initially transmitted via configured grant resource. 
· Retransmission via resource scheduled by UL grant is supported for a HARQ process that was initially transmitted via configured grant resource.
Agreement:
UE may autonomously initiate retransmission for a HARQ process that was initially transmitted via configured grant mechanism for NR-unlicensed when one of the following conditions is met:
· Reception of NACK feedback via DFI for the corresponding HARQ process
· FFS: No reception of feedback from gNB upon the timer expiration.
· To introduce a new timer or reuse configuredGrantTimer.
Agreement:
It is identified to be beneficial to consider UE multiplexing and collision avoidance mechanisms between configured grant transmissions and between configured grant and scheduled grant transmissions. 
· FFS: detailed mechanism.
Agreement:
NR-unlicensed configured grant transmission is not allowed during the time when it overlaps with occasions configured for potential NR-U DRS of the serving cell irrespective of the configured time domain resource for configured grant transmission.  

2.1.2	Remaining Open issues
The study item is scheduled to start in Q1 2018. The following are the objectives from the SID
The NR-based unlicensed access design should allow fair coexistence across RATs and within NR-based systems operating in unlicensed spectrum. 

This study item will include the following objectives

This study item will include the following objectives
· Study NR-based operation in unlicensed spectrum (RAN1, RAN2, RAN4) including 
· Physical channels inheriting the choices of duplex mode, waveform, carrier bandwidth, subcarrier spacing, frame structure, and physical layer design made as part of the NR study and avoiding unnecessary divergence with decisions made in the NR WI
· Consider unlicensed bands below 7GHz
· Consider similar forward compatibility principles made in the NR WI 
· Initial access, channel access. Scheduling/HARQ, and mobility including connected/inactive/idle mode operation and radio-link monitoring/failure
· Coexistence methods within NR-based and between NR-based operation in unlicensed and LTE-based LAA and with other incumbent RATs in accordance with regulatory requirements in e.g., 5GHz, 6GHz bands 
· Coexistence methods already defined for 5GHz band in LTE-based LAA context should be assumed as the baseline for 5GHz operation. Enhancements in 5GHz over these methods should not be precluded. NR-based operation in unlicensed spectrum should not impact deployed Wi-Fi services (data, video and voice services) more than an additional Wi-Fi network on the same carrier; 


2.2	RAN2
2.2.1	Agreements
RAN2 NR AH-0718 Agreements:
· R2 assumes that recurring transmissions of SSB/PBCH and RMSI will be available, but possibly with reduced opportunities due to LBT (details pending R1 decisions)
· The NR licensed measurement framework (cell and beam quality derivation for RSRP, RSRQ, and SINR, filtering and combining multiple beams) is used as a baseline. Changes, e.g. the handling of missing measurement samples, should be studied after RAN1 makes sufficient progress on RS transmissions.
· Channel occupancy and RSSI measurement reporting should be adopted for NR-U if also confirmed by RAN1.
· Both 2-step RACH procedures and enhancements to 4-step RACH for reduced transmission opportunities should be studied.
· We assume there may be multiple PLMNs on one frequency (that do not share)
· Both CBRA and CFRA are supported on NR-U SpCell and CFRA is supported on NR-U SCells. 
· At the first stage, RAR can be transmitted via SpCell
· Assume we Use a predefined HARQ process ID for RAR
· Initial TR structure for R2 parts: 
2.1	Inactive and Idle procedures (38.304 related)
2.2	L2 impacts
	2.2.1 RACH (4 step, 2 step)
	2.2.2 MAC (except RACH)
	2.2.3 Other
2.3 RRC Impacts
	2.3.1 RLM/RLF and Mobility (conn mode)
	2.3.2	Other

RAN2#103 Agreements:
· R2 assumes that RACH may be enhanced by additional opportunities, e.g. in time or frequency domain, FFS which messages the additional opportunities apply to.
· Will study the model of single-RACH procedure. FFS multiple parallel procedure model 
· Will study impact to PREAMBLE_TRANSMISSION_COUNTER, PREAMBLE_POWER_RAMPING_COUNTER, ra-ResponseWindow, ra-ContentionResolutionTimer
· It is FFS if LBT failure knowledge would be used in MAC (if available), e.g. to decide whether to increments counters PREAMBLE_POWER_RAMPING_COUNTER PREAMBLE_TRANSMISSION_COUNTER, or start stop of timers.
· RAN2 assumes that all Random access triggers in 38.300 9.2.6 may be applicable for 2-step CBRA. 
· Agree to allow more paging transmission opportunities per DRX cycle for a UE in NR-U, e.g. both TDM and FDM can be considered. 
· The UE should be enabled to camp on a non-best cell on a carrier if the best cell does not belong to the registered PLMN (or E-PLMN), where the non-best cell would still be the best cell of the registered PLMN. FFS how this is achieved. FFS if any additional conditions are required. 
· RAN2 assumes that the impact of LBT on Idle/Inactive measurement is not captured in RAN2 specifications. RAN2 assumes this is studied by RAN1/RAN4 if needed. 

2.2.2	Remaining Open issues 
The study will address the following architectural scenarios (RAN2): 
· An NR-based LAA cell(s) connects with an LTE or NR anchor cell operating in licensed spectrum
· The study assumes the techniques for linking between Pcell (LTE or NR licensed CC) and Scell (NR unlicensed CCs) according to the NR WI
· An NR-based cell operating standalone in unlicensed spectrum, connected to a 5G-CN network, e.g., for private network deployments; 
· Study how to ensure from a RAN level that connection and security management can be integrated with the E-UTRAN, NG RAN and 5G CN architecture, including service continuity requirements for users moving between cells of licensed and unlicensed frequency bands, liaising with SA2 as required

2.3	RAN3
2.3.1	Agreements
2.3.2	Remaining Open issues
2.4	RAN4
2.4.1	Agreements
2.4.2	Remaining Open issues
2.5	RAN5
2.5.1	Agreements
2.5.2	Remaining Open issues
2.5.3	Remaining Open issues with cross-WG dependencies
2.5.4	Estimated Level of Completion
2.6	RAN6
2.6.1	Agreements
2.6.2	Remaining Open issues

3.	Detailed progress in SA/CT WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
NOTE: This section only needs to be filled in for WI/SIs where there is a corresponding relevant WI/SI in SA/CT. Based on the joint RAN-SA#80 session the items relevant for this section are shown in http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/TSG_SA/TSGS_80/Docs/SP-180561.zip and summarized below:
	Work Area
	SA WIDs
	Rapporteurs
	RAN WIDs
	Rapporteurs

	URLLC for 5G
	FS_5G_URLLC
FS_Vertical_LAN
cyberCAV
	SA2: Hui.ni@huawei.com
SA2: Devaki.chandramouli@nokia.com
SA1: joachim.walewski@siemens.com
	FS_NR_L1enh_URLLC
FS_NR_unlic
FS_NR_IIOT
	RAN1: chengyan.cheng@huawei.com
RAN1: jingsun@qti.qualcomm.com
RAN2: dawid.koziol@nokia.com

	V2X for 5G
	FS_eV2XARC
	SA2: laeyoung.kim@lge.com
SA1: sungduck.chun@lge.com
	FS_NR_V2X
	RAN1: Hanbyul.seo@lge.com
Matthew.webb@huawei.com

	Positioning
	FS_eLCS
5G_HYPOS
	SA2: aiming@catt.cn
SA1: lionel.ries@esa.int
	FS_NR_POS
	RAN1:alexey.khoryaev@INTEL.COM
asbjorn.grovlen@ERICSSON.COM

	UE Capabilities
	FS_RACS
	SA2: harisz@qti.qualcomm.com
	FS_RACS_RAN
	RAN2: alex.hsu@mediatek.com

	5G Satellite Aspects
	FS_5GSAT_ARCH
5GSAT
	SA2: cyril.michel@thalesaleniaspace.com
SA1: cyril.michel@thalesaleniaspace.com
	FS_NR_NTN_solutions
	RAN3: nicolas.chuberre@thalesaleniaspace.com



RAN and SA rapporteurs are requested to fill in these clauses jointly.

3.1	SAx/CTs
3.1.1	Agreements with cross-TSG impacts
3.1.2	Remaining Open issues with cross-TSG impacts
NOTE: This section should also flag any critical dependencies that need TSG attention. 
	


4.	References
NOTE:	This can be e.g. a list of all related Tdocs in the affected WGs since last TSG, references to LSs, produced TRs/TSs, the work/study item description or status reports of previous TSGs.
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