3GPP TSG RAN WG1 #104-e                                                                       		                R1-2101262
e-Meeting, January 25th – February 5th, 2021

Agenda Item:	7.2.5
[bookmark: OLE_LINK120][bookmark: OLE_LINK121]Source:	Huawei, HiSilicon
Title:	Corrections on PDCCH enhancements
Document for:	Discussion and decision 

[bookmark: _Ref124589705][bookmark: _Ref129681862]Introduction
In the RAN1#103-e meeting, most of the remaining issues of PDCCH enhancements for NR URLLC were settled with the agreements reached in [1]. In this contribution, we focus on one remainder which is about an ambiguity issue of sub-selection indication for DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2.
[bookmark: _Ref129681832]Ambiguity of sub-selection indication for DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2
[bookmark: _GoBack]In the RAN1#103-e meeting, an issue about a possible ambiguity of the sub-selection indication for DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2 was raised in [2] by Sharp. A method was proposed to apply the larger number of bits in the CSI request field between DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2 for a sub-selection indication. In our view, the issue is valid and needs to be solved regardless of what specification changes to be adopted. The key point is to clarify which value is applied for sub-selection indication when there are two different values determined by RRC signaling reportTriggerSize and reportTriggerSizeDCI-0-2-r16, respectively. According to the current specification TS38.321 [3], the code point of CSI request in DCI format 0_1 or DCI format 0_2 indicates the position of the activated CSI triggering state in the list of aperiodicTriggerStateList. If the smaller number between reportTriggerSize and reportTriggerSizeDCI-0-2-r16 is used for sub-selection indication, some code points in the CSI request field with larger size are not able to indicate the triggering state since the number of activated triggering states by sub-selection is less than the number of code points in CSI request. In this case, there is no ambiguity issue between the UE and gNB, but the code point of the CSI request field with the larger size is not fully used. Therefore, it is worthwhile to discuss and address this issue, and the text proposal in [2] can be the starting point.
Proposal 1:  Discuss the issue “Ambiguity of subselection indication for DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2” in RAN1#104-e meeting.

Conclusions
In the contribution we discuss corrections for enhanced PDCCH monitoring.
Proposal 1:  Discuss the issue “Ambiguity of subselection indication for DCI format 0_1 and DCI format 0_2” in RAN1#104-e meeting.
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