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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk510705081]This document contains the email discussion, based on Mr. chairman’s guidance:
[106bis-e-R17-RRC-IIoT-URLLC] Email discussion on Rel-17 RRC parameters for IIoT and URLLC – Klaus (Nokia)
· 1st check point: October 14
· Final check point: October 19

This document is there to support the RAN1 email discussion on the RRC parameter list for the Rel-17 URLLC/IIoT WI. Companies are encouraged to provide their comments on the latest version of the RRC parameter sheet in the respective AI specific drafts folder and the changes to the RRC parameter sheet will only be done by the AI moderator based on the received comments in each round or iteration of email discussions on this issue. 

The moderator’s would like to refer to the updated guidelines on using the RRC parameter sheet which can be found here:
	R1-2110415
	Recommendations for RAN1 RRC Parameter Preparation
	Moderator (Ericsson)




This document is structured as follows: 
· Section 2 contains the email discussion for HARQ-ACK enhancements (AI 8.3.1.1)
· Section 3 contains the email discussion for CSI enhancements (AI 8.3.1.2)
· Section 4 contains the email discussion for NR-U enhancements (AI 8.3.2)
· Section 5 contains the email discussion for Intra-UE periodization enhancements (AI 8.3.3)
· Section 6 contains the email discussion for Other / Propagation delay compensation (AI 8.3.4)

Accompanying this summary document, there is aRRC parameter sheet for Rel-16 IIoT and URLLC attached with the following structure (sheets): 
· One sheet having the combined input of the separate email discussions / sheets used during the email discussion – called ‘URLLC_IIoT Outcome’
· One sheet per Sec. 2-6, based on the latest available sheet from the email discussions as also discussed in the separate outcome sub-sections of Sec. 2-6. 


1. [bookmark: _Hlk54109260]HARQ-ACK enhancements (AI 8.3.1.1)
0. Dropping of SPS HARQ-ACK feedback in TDD operation / SPS deferral
0.0.1 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M
· Feature description based on Ericsson [2] recommendation
· As this is a single RRC parameter, we can shorten the parameter name (as the parameter jointly configures the feature and defines the maximum value)


On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Sony
	On Row 2, spsHARQdeferral, we can reserve 16 values and decide on the max value since there are concerns about k1+k1def=15 sub-slots being too restrictive in a 2 OFDM Symbol sub-slot in a TDD operation.

Moderator: this stays as FFS (the red parts are not to be touched, only the green edits / changes), can only be updated after having more clarity in AI 8.3.1.1. (see the related discussions there).

	QC
	In general, the new structure of columns E to M is fine. Probably column H is not so informative since the parameters are most likely all new? Ok with the parameter description as proposed by Ericsson.

Moderator: thanks for the feedback. Yes – column H not that informative, but well, it is part of the official sheet so need to have 

	LG
	As minor comment, it would be good to specify that maximum deferral is based on a number of uplink slots between PDSCH and PUCCH. 
For cell J2:
spsHARQdeferral is the maximum number of UL slots from a DL SPS slot to deferred HARQ-ACK slot.

	Ericsson
	With respect to LG comment, maybe the intention is to clarify it is on the cell with PUCCH.
I was wondering, considering the introduction of PUCCH carrier switching, maybe it would be complicated if we use UL slot. 
Another alternative is the following:
 
When spsHARQdeferral is present, transmission of DL SPS HARQ-ACK in a slot can be deferred to maximum spsHARQdeferral later slots later as described in Clause [9.2.3] of TS38.213. spsHARQdeferral is the maximum number of slots from a DL SPS slot to deferred HARQ-ACK slot.  

	Final moderator comment for first round
	@LT & Ericsson: I prefer the Ericsson formulation, will be implemented in the 2nd round version v001

	
	



2.1.2 2nd Round
The following changes (in blue) are suggested (v001): 
· Cleanup of stable changes from the first round done (color coding removed)
· Feature description changed based on the Ericsson suggestions from round 1 (see above)
· No other changes seen as needed (max. deferral value still for discussion in AI 8.3.1.1)

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei/Hisi
	For Column J, it may be more precise to use ‘slot or subslot’, as the deferral granularity would match with the slot/subslot configuration. 
In addition, regarding the parallel discussion for the maximum deferral range at R17-IIoT-URLLC-01, it may be safe to change Column H as ‘FFS: {1…FFS: 15}’ 

	Intel
	Ok

	Moderator
	@Huawei change of slot to ‘slot or subslot’ in Excel v002. 
Also changed the FFS part to only ‘FFS’ (without having a value range there). 



2.1.3 3rd Round
No further changes from moderator side for the final round proposed or seen needed. Clean-up from 2nd round stable proposals (i.e. changes up to v001).  
On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



2.2 PUCCH repetition enhancements 
2.2.2 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Change we way the PUCCH repetition for Format 0 is configured (i.e. using the Rel-15/16 structure) as suggested by HW/HiSi [1] and Ericsson [2]
· Moderator comment: this clearly will simplify the 38.213 implementation (as having the same RRC parameters, no special handling). Moreover, this will allow us to still discuss the option of inter-slot FH for PUCCH format 0 (see discussions in 8.3.1.1)
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	QC
	Ok with the HW/HiSi proposal for configuring at RRC PUCCH repetition for format 0. Ok with the change in column structure.

	LG
	Fine with the changes. 

	Ericsson
	Support the changes

	
	



2.2.2 2nd Round
The following changes (in blue) are suggested (v001): 
· Cleanup of stable changes from the first round done (color coding removed)
· No other changes seen as needed (support of inter-slot FH and K values still for discussion in AI 8.3.1.1) 

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei/Hisi
	Support the changes.

	Intel
	Ok

	
	



2.1.3 3rd Round
The following changes (in magenta) are suggested (v003): 
· ‘Old’ stable removal of the earlier RRC parameter nrofSlotsFormat0 from RAN1#106-e (since 1st round)
· FFS on inter-slot / sub-slot frequency hopping resolved in the comments (Column P or row 6) based on todays agreement (in information to RAN2) – line removed (as RAN2 does not need to take action there)
· No other changes seen as needed for PUCCH repetition operation

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	




2.3 Type-1 HARQ-ACK Codebook enhancements 
The moderator & RAN1 (post RAN1#106-e email discussions) did not find any needed RRC parameter for this feature (, as the current RRC signaling supports this already. 
	HARQ-ACK-CodebookList-r16 ::= SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..2)) OF ENUMERATED {semiStatic, dynamic}



Please only provide comments below, if you think some RRC parameter would be needed (i.e.. if no comments, no action needed): 
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



2.4 Retransmissions of dropped HARQ-ACK 
2.4.1 (Enhanced) Type-3 CB related 
2.4.1.1 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M
· Remove the Release numbers in the sub-feature group naming
· Change ‘enhanced Type 3’ to ‘reduced size Type 3’ as suggested by Ericsson [2]
· Description (column J) of row 8 (DCI 1_2) triggering reusing the wording from 38.331
· CBG / NDI in column K of row 12 now put in red as FFS (see discussions in 8.3.1.1 on the CBG / NDI configurability per Type 3 CB, priority, DCI format)

Please note, further changes will be suggested as soon as we have more clarity on some points (i.e. configuration flexibility). 
On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	QC
	Ok for the column structure change. Ok to remove the release numbers in the sub-feature group naming. 
Suggestion to change ‘reduced size Type 3’ to ‘Rel. 7 Type 3’.
Ok for the description of row 8. 
Ok for coloring CBG/NDI in red.

	Moderator
	QC raised a good point, it would be good to have a very descriptive wording for the feature name of the ‘enhanced Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook’
- ‘reduced size’ also not favoured by QC, and actually we are able to trigger the full (not reduced size either necessarily)
- having the Release number in the naming / title is not good either (at least for my taste)

Any ideas are welcome on how to name this new feature, just a few examples – but not really happy about any of them:
- ‘flexible one-shot HARQ-ACK triggering’ or ‘flexible Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook’
- ‘flexible size Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook’
- ‘Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook of configured content’
- ????


	LG 
	We agree that “reduced size type-3” are not fully describing the feature. But we couldn’t find a nice name. We are fine with either flexible/configured/multiple type-3 codebook.

	Ericsson
	Maybe after all, ‘Enhanced’ or ‘Enh.’ is better.
Also, we don’t think we need to use Rel-17 as it appears to be redundant.
Shorter and more inclusive. 
Also, similar to Type-2 and ‘enhanced Type-2’ in Rel-16. 
 

	Moderator final comment to 1st Round
	Well, then let’s maybe stay with the ‘enhanced’ based on Ericsson comment (and there is already the precedence of the enhanced Type-2 CB (as pointed out)
Will be updated in the 2nd round



2.4.1.2 2nd Round
The following changes (in blue) are suggested (v001): 
· Cleanup of stable changes from the first round done (color coding removed) except the naming of the ‘enhanced Type 3 HARQ-ACK CB’
· New naming now used consistently ‘enhanced Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook} (in columns B and J)
· Maximum number of codebooks now agreed (to be 8), so X changed to 8 (X 8) in column K of rows 10, 11 and 13
· CBG/NDI per enhanced Type 3 CB still in red, as Klaus forgot to copy the stable agreement (to be sorted out as soon as we have this agreed by email)
· No other changes seen as needed based on existing agreements, also other needed changes or additional parameters not foreseen. 

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei/Hisi
	Support changing to ‘enhanced’.

	Intel
	Minor comment that parameter names in column M for rows 13-15 need to be fixed to “pdsch-HARQ-ACK-enhType3” in our understanding.

	Moderator
	Thanks Intel for the careful checking. Adressed in v002 (i.e. ‘CB’ strike-through)



2.4.1.3 3rd Round
The following changes (in magenta) are suggested (v003): 
· Clean-up of 2nd round changes up to v001 (‘enhanced’, value ranges of number of Type 3 CBs)
· CBG and NDI configuration added
· Removal of FFS and red color coding & FFS for the CBG/NDI in column K of row 12 (now shown in magenta)
· Added two rows for NDI (row 17) and CBG (row 18) re-using current RRC description as much as possible 
· No other changes seen as needed 

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	




2.4.2 One-shot triggering (by a DL assignment) of HARQ-ACK re-transmission on a PUCCH resource
2.4.2.1 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M
· Description (column J) of row 22 based on Ericsson [2] recommendation

Please note, further changes will be suggested as soon as we have more clarity on some points (i.e. configuration flexibility). 
On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Sony
	A parameter for the target PUCCH offset (i.e. a new K1 to indicate which PUCCH to retransmit).  I believe we agreed to have a target PUCCH offset.

Moderator: please see the discussions, we have not yet agreed to have some PUCCH offset) in AI 8.3.1.1. There is still the option of having earliest / latest currently on the table (and not fully ruled out). So let’s add the RRC parameter incl. the parameter range if we know (a) if we have a slot offset and (b) what value range will be needed. 
the intention from now on (in contrast after RAN1#106-e) is only to capture what we have decided / agreed on. 

	QC
	Ok to changes.

	LG
	We are fine to changes. As editorial suggestion, we would like to suggest to use “enable” instead of “configure” since it sounds like semi-static triggering of HARQ-ACK re-tx. 
Enable triggering of HARQ-ACK re-transmission on a PUCCH resource as described in Clause [x.x] in TS38.213

	Ericsson
	OK with LG suggestion

	Final moderator comments to 1st round
	Will take the suggestion by LG to use enable for v002 / 2nd round. 

	
	




2.4.2.2 2nd Round
The following changes (in blue) are suggested (v001): 
· Cleanup of stable changes from the first round done (color coding removed) 
· Change ‘Configure’ to ‘Enable’ in row J of column 22 (see LG & E/// comment in Round 1)
· Row 23 added, the configuration of DCI format 1_2 for triggering the one-shot HARQ re-transmission
· No other changes seen as needed based on existing agreements
· Missing things: slot offset, if agreed (still for discussion in AI 8.3.1.1). 

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei/Hisi
	OK with the changes.

	Intel
	Ok

	
	



2.4.2.3 3rd Round
The following changes (in magenta) are suggested (v003): 
· Changed description of row 22 (column J) to align with the DCI format 1_2 description (and the Rel-16 Type 3 descriptions currently available in 38.331). 
· No other changes seen as needed 

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Moderator
	As recognized in the discussions with QC on PUCCH carrier switching (Sec. 2.5.3), the DCI Format 1_2 config is not consistent with the Type 3 and enhanced Type 3 config in terms where this is configured. 
Update in v004 to have it ‘in pdsch-config’ in column M of row 23, to align with R16 Type3 CB (row 9), enhanced Type 3 CB (row 16)

	
	

	
	




2.5 PUCCH carrier switching 
2.5.1 1st Round 
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M
· Based on the GTW decision to only support ‘cell’ switching, use in all the places ‘PUCCH cell switching’, ‘PUCCH cell list’, … (i.e. remove carrier there)
· Minor update to column J (description) for PUCCH cell switching based on dynamic indication (row 30) refer to 38.213
· Minor update to column J (description) for semi-static PUCCH cell switching (row 30) refer to 38.213, and clarify that the time-domain pattern enables the feature at the same time
· Further agreements in AI 8.3.1.1 needed before being able to resolve further issues (as max. number of cells)

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	QC
	Suggest to introduce separate RRC parameters to enable/disable same numerology and mixed numerology separately. 
Moderator: would this be more of a UE capability (i.e., UE indicating if it can support mixed numerology operation /handling yes/no) than really an RRC parameter issue here? 
As the mixed numerology would be somehow given by the list of cells (if the list contains mixed numerology PUCCH UL cells or not. 

	Ericsson
	OK.
With respect to QC comment, we prefer to wait and see if new capability is needed. 

	
	



2.5.2 2nd Round
The following changes (in blue) are suggested (v001): 
· Cleanup of stable changes from the first round done (color coding removed)
· Decision to support only switching between 2 cells – changes to row 29 (J &K) and row 31 (K)
· TPC index for DCI format 2_2 as agreed added in row 32
· Based on the current agreements, no further changes possible / foreseen. 

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	Intel
	Ok

	
	

	
	




2.5.3 3rd Round
The following changes (in magenta) are suggested (v003): 
· Cleanup from 2nd round (from v001) – i.e. removal of cells list, value range for pattern 0..1, etc.
· Row 30 / column J: be more specific, that the configuration only applies to DCI format 1_1. 
· Add the DCI format 1_2 support & enabling (row 33) based on Thu’s agreement
· No other changes seen as needed 

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	QC
	Just a minor comment, for the newly address row 33, why it is “in PDSCH-config” (in column M)? In my understanding, PDSCH-config is mainly for MIMO related RRC parameters. For HARQ-ACK/CA related, is it better to put it in PhysicalCellGroupConfig? 

	Moderator
	@QC: 
This is to be consistent with the DCI format 1_2 configuration (affecting DCI size) of R16 Type3 CB (row 9), enhanced Type 3 CB (row 16) and one-shot HARQ re-tx triggering (by the way – recognized, I was not consistent there – will update accordingly). 
This was discussed in the post RAN1#106bis RRC parameter email discussion, and there configuration in pdsch-config was preferred. Either way, we should be consistent over all those 4 rows / occasions. 

	
	



2.6 Outcome
This summary is based on the v013 of the related email discussion document in the drafts folder of AI 8.3.1.1. The final RRC outcome list is based on cleaned up version the latest distributed version v004 (i.e. R1-21XXXXX_[106bis-e-R17-RRC-IIoT-URLLC] Enhanced IIoT and URLLC_HARQ_enh_004.xlsx). 

1. CSI enhancements (AI 8.3.1.2)
1. 4-bits subband CQI
0. 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested in v000:
· Deleting contents of column E as per moderator recommendations in R1-2110415
· Rewording column M contents to “in CSI-ReportConfig” instead of “per CSI report configuration”

Please indicate any comment here:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



3.2 Outcome
This summary is based on the v000 of the related email discussion document in the respective drafts folder of AI 8.3.1.2. As no comments have been received, the final RRC outcome list is based on cleaned up version the latest distributed version v000 (i.e. R1-21XXXXX_[106bis-e-R17-RRC-IIoT-URLLC] Enhanced IIoT and URLLC_CSI_enh_000.xlsx). 

1. NR-U Enhancements (AI 8.3.2) 

4.1	Dynamic Channel access parameters for DCI 0_2/1_2
The following agreement is made in RAN1#106bis-e.
Agreement:
Introduce new RRC parameters ul-AccessConfigListDCI-0-2 and ul-AccessConfigListDCI-1-2 to support indication of CP extension, LBT type, and CAPC with DCI 0_2 and 1_2 with dynamic channel access.
Based on the agreement, two new RRC parameters parameters ul-AccessConfigListDCI-0-2-r17 and ul-AccessConfigListDCI-1-2-r17 are introduced for DCI 0_2 and 1_2, respectively to enable same functionality for indication of channel access parameters in dynamic channel access mode by DCI 0_1/1_1.

	Parameter name in the spec
	Description
	Value range
	Default value aspect
	Per (UE, cell, TRP, …)

	ul-AccessConfigListDCI-0-2-r17
	List of the combinations of cyclic prefix extension, channel access priority class (CAPC), and UL channel access type (see TS 38.212 [17], Clause 7.3.1) applicable to DCI format 0_2.
	SEQUENCE(SIZE(1..64))OF INTEGER(0..63)
	 
	in PUSCH-Config

	ul-AccessConfigListDCI-1-2-r17
	List of the combinations of cyclic prefix extension and UL channel access type (See TS 38.212 [17], Clause 7.3.1) applicable to DCI format 1_2.
	SEQUENCE(SIZE(1..16))OF INTEGER(0..15)
	 
	in PUCCH-Config



 4.1.1 Discussion

Please review the description of the RRC parameters ul-AccessConfigListDCI-0-2-r17 and ul-AccessConfigListDCI-1-2-r17 in Row 6 and 7 of the Excel sheet and provide your comments, if any in the table below. 

	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	




4.2 Outcome
This summary is based on the v000 of the related email discussion document in the respective drafts folder of AI 8.3.2 NR-U en. As no comments have been received, the final RRC outcome list is based on cleaned up version the latest distributed version v000 (i.e. R1-21XXXXX_[106bis-e-R17-RRC-IIoT-URLLC] Enhanced IIoT and URLLC_Unlic_enh_000.xlsx ). 

1. Intra-UE multiplexing & priorization enh. (AI 8.3.3) 
5.1 Multiplexing UCIs of different priorities in a PUCCH
5.1.1 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



5.1.2 2nd Round
No change is suggested (v001) in 1st round discussion. 
On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



5.2 Multiplexing UCIs of different priorities in a PUSCH
5.2.1 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



5.2.2 2nd Round
No change is suggested (v001) in 1st round discussion. 
On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	



5.3 Simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmissions
5.3.1 1st Round
The following changes (in green) are suggested (v000): 
· Changes of the column structure (see the Moderator TDoc in R1-2110415) column E to column M

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	QC
	We don’t support the first note in column J. The note should be removed. 
Please refer to the following agreement in RAN1# 102e. The agreement is a generic agreement covers same and different priority. The first note overturns an existing agreement, i.e., it overturn an agreed feature “simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmissions with a same priority” back to FFS. 
Agreements:
Support simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmissions on different cells at least for inter-band CA.
· FFS how to trigger this function. 
· FFS for intra-band CA.

If companies want to add a note to reflect current situation, I think a fair note should be: ‘Note: Still FFS whether the same (i.e., simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH) or a separate RRC parameter is used to configure simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmissions with a same priority’.
With the above, we propose to modify the description of RRC parameter “simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH” in column J as in the following proposal. 
Proposal: Update the description of the RRC parameter of “simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH” in column J as the following. 
· Parameter indicates whether simultaneous PUCCH and PUSCH transmissions with different priorities is configured. 
· Note: Still FFS whether the feature is supported for same priority. 
· Note: Still FFS whether the same (i.e., simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH) or a separate RRC parameter is used to configure simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmissions with a same priority
· Note: Still FFS whether the feature is supported for intra-band CA. 


	Nokia / NSB
	We do not agree with the proposed changes by QC in column J. This is still for discussion in AI 8.3.1.1
Maybe one more general comment here on all the RRC parameters: Maybe worth considering to mark any ‘notes’ with some things still being as FFS in red colour, so that we know we may need to come back there. 

	
	



5.3.2 2nd Round
Regarding the comments from Qualcomm and Nokia, the two agreements for simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmissions are listed below. The first agreement is to support the feature in general. The second is to define the RRC parameter configuring the feature for different PHY priorities. Thus there is not yet agreements to define the RRC parameter configuring the feature for other scenarios, e.g. for same priority or intra-band CA.
Agreements:
Support simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmissions on different cells at least for inter-band CA.
· FFS how to trigger this function.
· FFS for intra-band CA.
Agreements:
Per UE with the capability of inter-band CA, simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH transmission of different PHY priorities over different cells can be RRC configured within the same PUCCH group
· FFS: dynamic indication
The following changes are suggested (v001): 
· Change “supported” to “configurable” the two notes in Row 12 Column J:
· Note: Still FFS whether the feature is supportedconfigurable for same priority.
· Note: Still FFS whether the feature is supportedconfigurable for intra-band CA.

On these and in case of having missed some aspect, please comment below as well:
	Company
	Comments

	QC
	We suggest to directly capture “Note: still FFS RRC parameter for simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH with the same priority”, which reflect the current situation. 

	
	

	
	



5.4 Outcome
This summary is based on the v101 of the related email discussion document in the respective drafts sub-folder 8.3.3. The final RRC outcome list is based on cleaned up version the latest distributed version v001 with removing rows 9 & 10 marked in yellow (i.e. R1-21XXXXX_(106bis-e-R17-RRC-IIoT-URLLC) Enhanced IIoT and URLLC_Intra-UE_mux_001.xlsx). 

1. Propagation delay compensation (AI 8.3.4)
6.1 Outcome
As there has been no agreements on the support of any RAN1 enhancements of propagation delay compensation yet, no related RRC parameters were identified. 

