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This contribution provides discussion on the following issue:
[103-e-LTE-NB_IoTenh3-02] Parameter name corrections – Xiang (Huawei)
· Issue #1: PUR-RNTI parameter name corrections (R1-2008584 section 2.2)
· Other parameter name updates if any
· Discussion and decision by 10/29, TPs by 11/5

Issues
[bookmark: _Ref40708537]Issue#1: PUR-RNTI parameter name corrections
Description: To align with the RAN2 specifications, Ericsson (R1-2008584 section 2.2) proposed the following TP#1 to replace “PUR C-RNTI” with “PUR-RNTI” in TS 36.213.
TP#1
	------------------------------------------ Text omitted (TS 36.211 Clause 16.6.4)----------------------------------------- 
16.6.4	Preconfigured uplink resource ACK/fallback procedure
If a UE has initiated a NPUSCH transmission using preconfigured uplink resource on a given serving cell, and upon detection of a NPDCCH with DCI format N0 with CRC scrambled by PUR C-RNTI intended for the UE within the PUR search space window as defined in Subclause 16.6, and the value of "modulation and coding scheme" field ([image: ]) in the corresponding DCI set to '14', the UE shall deliver the PUR ACK/fallback indication and the NPUSCH repetition adjustment, as signaled on the NPDCCH, to the higher layers.
--------------------------------------------- Text end (TS 36.211 Clause 16.6.4)------------------------------------------



Q1-1
Potential Agreement: The text proposal in TP#1 is endorsed for TS 36.213.
	Company
	Agree?
	Comments

	Ericsson
	See comment
	The clause 16.6.4 is under discussion in the e-mail thread [103-e-LTE-NB_IoTenh3-01], if as part of that e-mail thread an agreement is reached on clause 16.6.4, then probably the amendment to replace “PUR C-RNTI” with “PUR-RNTI” can be incorporated in there. Hence, we suggest waiting for the outcome of [103-e-LTE-NB_IoTenh3-01], as to avoid ending up with duplicated amendments.

	FUTUREWEI
	Yes
	36.212 already uses PUR-RNTI

	ZTE
	
	We are fine to use PUR-RNTI, but the TP is for 36.213 not 36.211 as described in the TP#1

	Nokia
	Yes
	Fine with the “36.213” TP

	Huawei/HiSilicon
	Yes
	Should be 36.213 TP.

	Ericsson (v007)
	Yes, but either in [103-e-LTE-NB_IoTenh3-01] or [103-e-LTE-NB_IoTenh3-02]
	Just to be clear, we are of course fine with the correction, it is just that the same clause is being discussed in two e-mail discussions and coordination is needed as to avoid duplicated or misaligned outcomes. And yes, there is a typo in the “Text omitted/end” tag, it should be TS 36.213 as initially pointed by ZTE.

	QC
	Yes
	



Other potential parameter name updates
If there are other potential parameter name updates, companies can include them in the following table.
	Company
	Comments

	FUTUREWEI
	Thanks to check and bring up any changes for 36.212 that are not already included in the draft editorial/alignment CR R1-2008793.
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Reference
[1] R1-2007712	Correction on L1 adjustment on PUR repetition number	ZTE
[2] R1-2008584	PUR maintenance issues for Rel-16 NB-IoT	Ericsson
[3] R1-2008797	Corrections on transmission in preconfigured UL resources	Huawei, HiSilicon
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