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[bookmark: _Ref124589705][bookmark: _Ref129681862]Introduction
As per chairman’s guidance, two rounds with check points below are planned. This summary is for the first round and is expected to complete by October 14. 
[106bis-e-NR-DSS-02] Email discussion/approval for efficient activation/de-activation mechanism – Frank (Huawei)
· 1st check point: October 14
· Final check point: October 19

According to the contribution papers under agenda item 8.13.2 for efficient activation/de-activation mechanism for NR CA SCells, and in light of the working assumption and agreements achieved the previous meetings, all identified issues are summarized in section and can be discussed in Section 3. 

Summary of issues and priorities
According to all of companies’ contribution documents, all the issues are summarized below, including 5 specific issues and 1 general issues, with more details in Section 3. Please companies provide your views in Section 3 with taking into consideration the information of check points and GTW session.
For the specific issues to activation/deactivation process: 
· Issue-1: Contents for the triggering signaling
· Issue-2: Triggering signaling for SCell activation/de-activation and temporary RS 
· Issue-3: MAC CE triggering framework 
· Issue-4: QCL configuration of temporary RS 
· Issue-5: Enhancement for CSI reporting

For general issues, they are mostly extracted from a proposal of one company:
· Question G1: For temporary RS, whether collision handling with uplink slot/symbols should be considered?  [6]
 
According to previous discussions, companies’ top interests and focus seems to be the detailed designs of temporary RS. Therefore, the following discussion order is suggested. Besides any issue is always welcome for any comment, but the first check point and the potential GTW session could focus more on some issues as listed. If any issue reaches potential early consensus based on companies’ feedbacks, it is also surely reviewed by its earliest check point.
Schedule
· For 1st check point: October 14, and potential GTW session on October 12
Note: The following issues have impacts on details of TRS and potential LS request to RAN4
· Issue-1: MAC CE triggering framework 
· Issue-2: MAC-CE signaling for SCell activation/de-activation and temporary RS
· Issue-3: Contents for the triggering signaling
· Issue-4: QCL configuration of temporary RS 

· For 2nd check point: October 19, and potential new GTW session
· Follow-ups for all issues listed in 1st check point
· The remaining issues with potential consensus


In case of different views or suggestions on the schedule, they are welcome here.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	We are fine with the schedule from FL. Furthermore, we think the general question G1 is critical for TDD band, it deserves further discussion. It should be discussed as early as possible.

	Qualcomm
	We are fine with the schedule suggested by FL. 

	Futurewei
	Support

	vivo
	OK

	LGE
	Support FL’s suggestion

	NTT DOCOMO
	OK

	MTK
	We support FL’s arrangement on schedule.

	Nokia, NSB
	We can (and probably must) proceed with the proposal put forward as it would be too late to revisit the organization of the discussion on the 14th. Still, we’d like to make the following generic comments.
· Issue #1 seems to continue debate on how to construct the MAC-CE, while it is not RAN1 business to design MAC-CE. Thus we think that the time RAN1 is to spend on this should be limited vs  the parts that RAN1 is actually responsible for designing and are open .
· Issue-5 Enhancements to CSI reporting should be discussed as it offers potential for additional saving in SCell wake-up time and could be just a s crucial or more in the fast SCell activation timeline. Little time has been spent on this topic in the past and given the limited discussion time left in RAN1 for Rel17 progress needs to be made.

	Intel
	OK

	Samsung
	OK





Discussions 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]In current specifications, when a UE receives a SCell activation command in a PDSCH in slot , the UE shall complete SCell activation no earlier than   and no later than slot n+ [THARQ + Tactivation_time + TCSI_Reporting]/ as shown in Figure 1. Therefore, reducing THARQ, Tactivation_time and TCSI_Reporting is the key to achieve efficient SCell activation/de-activation mechanism. Companies’ views are summarized in the sections below. In addition to your feedback to Section 3, more detailed comments are welcome.
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Ref48500969]Figure 1 SCell activation procedure

THARQ reduction
Issue-1: MAC CE triggering framework
In RAN1#106-e meeting, one remaining issue is the indication how to support temporary RS is triggered for a subset of ‘to-be-activated’ SCells. This issue was extensively discussed in the RAN1 106-e meeting. The following two alternatives were discussed at the last meeting and later email discussion:
Agreement
For triggering temporary RS, down-select based on the following alternatives, or let RAN2 be aware the status of this discussion
· Alt 1: Bitmap approach in MAC-CE 
· Every Z-bit block in the bitmap corresponds to a SCell, Z>=0
· A Z-bit block indicates the temporary RS [configuration index], and a value zero indicated by the bit block means no RS resource transmitted.
· The to-be-activated SCell is indicated via the C values in the legacy SCell activation/de-activation MAC CE or in the new MAC-CE
· Alt 2: Reuse A-TRS triggering framework
· A trigger state is indicated by the MAC-CE explicitly
· The association between a trigger state and temporary RS for one or multiple SCells is configured by RRC according Rel-16 A-TRS triggering framework
· FFS: The value zero of the MAC-CE indication means no temporary RS is triggered by the MAC-CE for all to-be-activated SCells

Companies’ views are summarized as follows:
· Opt. 3.1: Bitmap approach in MAC-CE. [1][2][5][6][10][12][17]
· Opt. 3.2: Reuse A-TRS triggering framework.[3][7][8][9][13][15][16] 
· Opt. 3.3: Depend on RAN2’ decision. [4]

	
	Pros
	Cons

	Alt 1
	· For simple and flexible triggering of temporary RS per each of SCells individually, Alt 1 with bitmap approach in MAC-CE is preferable which is similar to the legacy MAC CE signalling structure for SCell activation. [6][12] 
· Alt 1 can be considered as a generalization of the existing SCell activation MAC CE, and can provide full flexibility of controlling the triggering RS for each SCell without additional RRC signaling overhead [5]
· Alt 1 as it seems to be more aligned with the traditional MAC CE design and requiring less RRC configurations [5]
	

	Alt 2
	· Lower MAC-CE signaling overhead 
· Rel-16 A-CSI triggering framework has been proved to provide sufficient flexibility [13]
· Maximizes reusing existing procedure [9][13][15]
	· If a gNB wants to indicate triggering temporary RS for all to-be-activated SCells indicated via legacy SCell activation MAC-CE or new MAC-CE, Alt 2 based approach cannot achieve it at least in some cases due to less flexibility.[10]
· The RRC configured scenarios of temp RS and SCell combinations could impose a high overhead and limit the combination of SCells which could be fastly activated. [5] [17] 
· The gap between two bursts of temporary RSs is indicated implicitly by two separate triggering offsets for each burst, which is supported by current A-TRS triggering framework yet. [18]
· Redundant IEs cannot be optionally muted out, e.g. bwp-Id and resourceType under CSI-ResourceConfig. [18]



Question 3: Any issue/Cons missing for Alt 1? How to address the identified Cons for Alt 2?
This discussion has impacts on both MAC-CE signaling and the RRC parameters. It is very helpful for the discussion of detailed RRC parameters in the RRC email thread if a down-selection between Alt 1 and Alt 2 is made here. Therefore, companies are encouraged to address the concerns of the other side.
To have an overview of the RRC parameters for both Alt. 1 and Alt. 2, two diagrams in Sect 1.1. in [18] could be a reference, as well as the latest version of excel file of RRC parameters in [18].
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	Alt.1 would introduce big overhead for MAC CE. Assuming there are 31 serving cells are configured and 3 bits for each serving cell is needed in order to triggering temporary RS, the overhead would be 31*3=93 bits. 
Although alt 2 may increase the overhead of RRC signaling, it is a semi-static overhead and can be controlled by gNB, e.g. network may configure a sub-set of the full list to decrease the overhead.

	Qualcomm
	Agree with Xiaomi. We do not think the “Cons” listed for Alt.2 in the above table are real Cons.

	Futurewei
	Alt 2 would require the same (if not more) bits to support the same amount of combinations as Alt 1. In addition, Alt 2 cannot reuse existing CSI triggering mechanism (due to the number of bursts / gap indication / etc.) or the list. 
However, if CSI triggering is to be supported during activation to enhance CSI reporting, we think Alt 2 should be used.

	OPPO
	Alt-1 is more flexible in setting the configuration and more aligned with the traditional MAC CE design for SCell activation. So we prefer to Alt 1.

	vivo
	Regarding the MAC CE overhead, I think it is actually depending on the flexibility we want, not the signaling design option. Achieving the same level of flexibility would inevitably requires same MAC CE overhead for both alternatives. 
On the other hand, we don’t think the MAC CE overhead is a critical issue, especially considering that SCell activation is not a frequent operation. In this sense we prefer Alt.1 as it is more aligned with the traditional MAC CE design and requiring less RRC configurations. 
If RAN1 cannot achieve a consensus, we can leave it to RAN2 as anyway it is RAN2’s responsibility on MAC CE design.

	LG Electronics
	We prefer Alt.1 and a few detailed comments are below.
Alt.2 doesn’t have simplicity and flexibility compared to Alt.1. In excel file of RRC parameters in [18], Alt 2 need more RRC parameters for configuration. In new MAC CE, the number of to-be-activated SCells which is corresponding to each Temporary RS State ID would be varied. For designing it, Alt.2 can appear to be more complicated in higher layer signaling perspective.

	ZTE
	We support Alt.2.
From our perspective, some cons of Alt.1 are as following.
1. Large overhead of MAC-CE, at least{32*Z} bits are needed for this MAC-CE;
2. Redesigning A-TRS triggering framework cause redundant specification;
Regarding the four bullets of cons for Alt.2, we have the following comments:
For bullet#1: We don’t think the current A-CSI triggering flexibility has any issue. We can also configure a separate triggering state list for efficient SCell activation.
For bullet#2: The RRC signaling overhead may not be an issue, at least it is a one-time command. On the contrary, Alt.1 has high MAC-CE overhead and the MAC-CE may need to transmit occasionally. 
For bullet#3: We don’t think it is a con of Alt.2. In any case, we have also some other solutions to indicate the gap, e.g., explicit configuration.
For bullet#4: These RRC parameters won’t cause much overhead from our perspective.

	NTT DOCOMO
	Our preference is Alt 1. Alt 1 can achieve enough flexibility and it is better to align with the traditional MAC CE design. It can be discussed how many bits are needed per SCell.

	MTK
	We prefer Alt 1 to avoid the exponential signaling overhead for RRC in Alt 2. If Alt 2 is adopted, we may need to investigate the maximum number of combination of SCells which could be fastly activated, so that the RRC size does not explode. 
It seems the number of supported companies for Alt 1 and Alt 2 are the same here. If RAN1 cannot achieve consensus, we can leave this to RAN2.

	Nokia, NSB
	Our preference is Alt.1
On Alt.2 we mentioned the RRC overhead, but that is more a thing to note, when a more important thing is that the possible activation cases that the MAC-CE is able to trigger will be limited by the RRC configuration, leading to insufficient flexibility for the activation dynamics. 
In Alt 2 not only do we trade-off  flexibility but it also leads to higher storage needs in the UE to account for all the possible Fast Scell combinations of CC a UE has configured. If the number of configurations per UE is limited by spec, then this could lead to higher C-plane load from RRC Reconfigurations. This would also be counter-productive from a  Fast SCell activation point of view.
For Alt1 we believe a smart MAC-CE design could enable reduction of overhead such that you don’t always need bits per serving cell * number of configured cells. This option would allow to maximize gains of Fast SCell activation making them more reliable and eliminating more of the guess work of semi-static configurations to be provided by RRC.
When we debate on the abstract principle of the MAC-CE design we are in many ways talking past each other when implications of each choice depend on the assumptions made. In the end of the day RAN1 needs to provide RAN2 with information MAC-CE needs to convey and parameters RRC needs to configure for the MAC-CE transmission to be feasible. RAN1 doesn’t determine the MAC-CE design principle, or specify the MAC-CE, RAN2 does, so we are not sure RAN1 even has a mandate to decide how RAN2 constructs the MAC-CEs.

	Intel
	We prefer Alt 2. Alt 1 results in large overhead in MAC CE. The total overhead in the MAC CE is , where b is the number of bits per SCell, e.g., 2 bits, N is the total number of SCells to be activated. N can be up to 31. Finally the overhead is 31x2=62 bits. 

	Ericsson1
	We prefer Alt2
We see following ‘cons’ for Alt 1
· It has been agreed that TRS is selected as temporary RS for SCell activation. How to configure/trigger a TRS from among multiple possible options (i.e., different beams, triggering offset etc.) is already specified in RAN1 and RAN2 specs.  Alt1 does not allow reuse of that structure and instead requires multiple definitions/signaling for configuration of TRS and triggering (i.e., one way to configure/trigger TRS for SCell activation case by calling it ‘temporary RS’ and another way to configure/trigger it for other cases by using the existing trigger state list based approach). This should be avoided. 
· For SCell activation/deactivation, only whether SCell is activated or not needs to be informed. For triggering of temporary RS, multiple aspects have to be indicated (QCL info e.g. which beam to choose from several beams, triggering offset, number of bursts). This would vary between different SCells also. Given this, reusing the SCell activation bitmap approach is not suitable from MAC signaling overhead perspective.

	Samsung
	We support Alt. 2. 
Agree with the comments from Ericsson1. Also, re-using existing frameworks should always be default unless not possible or has serious problems.

	Moderator
	Thank you all for your comments.
For Alt1, some companies raised concern about larger MAC-CE overhead over Alt2. However, it is not true. As commented by vivo, under the same flexibility level, Alt1 has the same MAC-CE overhead as Alt2, but less RRC overhead than Alt2, as commented by Nokia. For example, assuming each cell has four states (no RS, RS resource#1, resource#2, resource#3), taking notation as (a, b, c, d), then for two cells, there are 4^2=16 states to be indicated, i.e. {a,a}, {a, b}, {a,c} … {d,c}, {d,d}. These 16 states requires 2*2 bits MAC-CE overhead in both Alt 1 and Alt 2. Particularly, the size of trigger state list in Alt 2 have to be 16. The only difference between Alt 1 and Alt 2 is the additional indirect indication of trigger states, as shown as below.
· Alt 1: MAC-CE field -> one of 16 RS configuration combinations
· Alt 2: MAC-CE field -> one of 16 trigger states -> one of 16 RS configuration combinations
The example can be generalized to N cells, and the MAC-CE overheads are the same for both Alt 1 and Alt 2. But Alt 2 has exponential size of RRC configuration, 4^N, which is cost by the additional list of trigger states.
@Ericsson, the agreement you referred to is about the time-frequency structure of temporary RS, which reuse the structure of TRS. The triggering mechanism is not covered by the agreement yet, otherwise it would not have been discussed for multiple meetings. According to the discussion of RRC parameters, NZP CSI-RS resource and/or resource set are used by Alt 1, it is in line with the agreement. For your second bullet of comment about MAC-CE overhead, it has been explained above. Please refer to the RRC parameter list for Alt 1, all aspects can be indicated. The key difference between Alt 1 and Alt 2 is that Alt 2 has additional medium layer, the trigger state list, for RRC indication.
Agreements:
As working assumption, with respect to efficient SCell activation, reuse existing Rel-15/16 TRS structure for temporary RS
· FFS: how many burst/symbols are required for both AGC settling and Time/Frequency tracking for different cases, e.g. FR1 and FR2, known and unknown SCell
· A burst of temporary RS is notated as in S5.1.6.1.1 of TS 38.214
· “2-slot with four CSI-RSs resources (4 samples)” for FR1
· either “1-slot with two CSI-RSs resources (2 samples)” or “2-slot with four CSI-RSs resources (4 samples)” for FR2
· The working assumption can be confirmed after RAN4 check. (A LS for such request is planned).

@Samsung, based on the discussion here, the existing A-TRS triggering framework cannot be reused, as summarized in the column of Cons above.

@All, For the sake of progress, companies are encouraged to have consensus on the identified potential issues first, especially about the MAC-CE overhead, RRC overhead and the gap indication for Alt 2. Your follow-ups are welcome.

	Nokia, NSB v016
	We were hopeful that we could assign RAN2 to this task without exhausting RAN1 time on it. But… : for the record, we still think Alt.1 is a cleaner design, but in search of a compromise we could consider a hybrid that would take the A-TRS triggering framework and add on top of that explicit signalling fields for the additional information needed. Especially the full flexibility of the 1st and the 2nd TRS time location (including not present) should be ensured without needing to preconfigure the different combinations. We have tried to sketch something in the new response in Issue-3.

	Xiaomi2
	After reading the response from companies and some offline discussion, we are OK with alternative 1. It can be observed the pros and cons for two alternatives boil down to the overhead of MAC CE and RRC signaling. All these aspects highly relevant to RAN2. Considering RAN1 has identified two potential solutions with pros and cons from RAN1 perspective, we agree with Nokia that this task can be undertook by RAN2 with the information from RAN1.



Issue-2: MAC-CE signaling for SCell activation/de-activation and temporary RS
Detailed signalling structure of the triggering MAC-CE(s) including the down-selection between the following example options and whether the decision should be made in RAN1 or RAN2, companies’ views are summarized as follows:
· Opt. 2.1: One new MAC CE for both SCell activation triggering and corresponding temporary RS triggering. [1][3][10]
· Opt. 2.2: One R15/16 SCell activation MAC CE for SCell activation triggering and one new MAC CE (in the same PDSCH) for corresponding temporary RS triggering [12]
· Opt. 2.3: Depend on RAN2’ decision. [5][8][11]
FL Proposal: For detailed signaling structure of the triggering MAC-CE(s) including the down-selection between the following options is left to RAN2 to decide:
· Opt. 1: One new MAC CE for both SCell activation triggering and corresponding temporary RS triggering
· Opt. 2: One R15/16 SCell activation MAC CE for SCell activation triggering and one new MAC CE (in the same PDSCH) for corresponding temporary RS triggering

Question 2: whether the above proposal is ok?

Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	We also think it should depend on RAN2’s decision on which direction is the final one. We support the proposal from FL.

	Qualcomm
	Considering the timeline for Rel-17 completion, we think it is better to make agreement in RAN1. Working assumption should be fine. The selection here impacts on both MAC-CE and RRC signalling.

	Futurewei
	We support the FL proposal but do not think it is absolutely necessary.

	OPPO
	We support FL proposal. This is anyway in RAN2 design scope. 

	Vivo
	We are fine with this proposal.

	LG Electronics
	We prefer Opt.2. But, also OK to follow RAN2 decision

	ZTE
	We support Opt.1 and we are ok to leave it to RAN2.

	NTT DOCOMO
	We prefer Opt.1, and we are ok to leave it to RAN2.

	MTK
	We prefer to adopt Opt. 1 in RAN1. FL’s proposal is also acceptable to us.

	Nokia, NSB
	Agree that this is for RAN2 to decide. If RAN1 is to send an LS to RAN2 otherwise, it might make sense to mention that these options were identified in RAN1 and RAN2 can take it from there, but this matter alone doesn’t call for an LS to RAN2 – companies can contribute on the approach without such an LS.

	Intel
	Agree that this is for RAN2 to decide.

	Ericsson1
	Same view as Nokia

	Samsung
	Support the FL proposal. That is entirely a RAN2 issue. 
OK with an LS to RAN2.

	Moderator
	Thank you all for your comments.
12 companies are OK with the proposal, one company prefer a RAN1 decision on it. 
Regarding the LS to RAN2, once we have more progress on the MAC CE triggering framework (issue-1), the LS is necessary since a new MAC CE has been agreed and RAN2 works on it are needed. The two options above should be listed in the LS as well.
@Qualcomm, considering the majority of view and no critical issue identified, could you please reconsider the FL proposal?
FL Proposal: For detailed signaling structure of the triggering MAC-CE(s) including the down-selection between the following options is left to RAN2 to decide:
· Opt. 1: One new MAC CE for both SCell activation triggering and corresponding temporary RS triggering
· Opt. 2: One R15/16 SCell activation MAC CE for SCell activation triggering and one new MAC CE (in the same PDSCH) for corresponding temporary RS triggering


	Nokia, NSB v016
	Support the proposal




Issue-3: Contents for the triggering signaling
Issue 3-1: What contents should be indicated in MAC CE
Multiple contents should be explicitly or implicitly indicated in new MAC CE. For example, the triggering offset of temporary RS can be either explicitly indicated in the new MAC CE or implicitly derived from a pre-configured list of RS resources and a RS resource ID indicated in the new MAC CE. It would be very helpful for RAN2 signaling implementation if RAN1 could provide a list of contents that are recommended to be explicitly indicated by the new MAC CE. Therefore, regarding what fields are explicitly indicated in MAC CE, companies’ views are summarized as follows:
· Opt 2.3.1: triggering information (e.g. trigger state ID/trigger RS ID) [1][15][16][17]
· Opt 2.3.2: Whether or not temporary RS is triggered [1][10]
· Opt 2.3.3: The number of RS bursts and the gap length between the RS bursts [17]
· Opt 2.3.4: Triggering offset of temporary RS [17]
· Opt 2.3.5: QCL information [17]

Since this issue is coupled with the comparison between Alt 1 and Alt 2 in Sect 3.1.1, we may postpone this discussion until more outcomes from the other discussions, unless a majority of companies prefer to discuss this first. 
Question 3.1: what fields are explicitly indicated in MAC CE?

Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	We are fine with FL’s guidance. From our perspective, only option 2.3.1 is needed for explicit indication.

	Qualcomm
	Opt 2.3.1.

	Futurewei
	We are open to 2.3.1, 2.3.2, 2.3.4 (for flexibility). We do not support 2.3.5.

	OPPO
	At least Opt 2.3.1. 
This proposal seems dependent on decision of Issue-1. If “A-TRS triggering framework” is selected for MAC-CE triggering framework or the decision for Issue-1 has to be left to RAN2, only Opt 2.3.1 is qualified.

	vivo
	We think at least Opt 2.3.1 and Opt 2.3.2 are needed. 
Opt 2.3.4 can be useful to address the issue of collision with uplink slot/symbols (i.e., Question G1), by providing some dynamic scheduling flexibility to avoid any collision. Then, no additional UE behavior should be specified.

	LG Electronics
	Opt 2.3.1 and Opt 2.3.2 are supposed to be considered first. The others and additional fields can be discussed later for MAC CE or RRC Signaling design.

	ZTE
	From our perspective, only the triggering state index (Opt 2.3.1) should be explicitly indicated in MAC-CE, all other information can be carried by RRC parameter. One example is as following. 
MAC-CE indicates the trigger state ID;
RRC configures one TRS resource in the CSI-RS resource set;
RRC configures the burst number;
RRC configures the gap between the burst;
All other information is the same as before, e.g.,  triggering offset.

	NTT DOCOMO
	At least Opt 2.3.1 and 2.3.2.

	MTK
	Opt 2.3.1 is a must-have, while we think Opt 2.3.2/2.3.3/2.3.4/2.3.5 are good to have. Opt 2.3.2 makes the triggering framework more complete. Opt 2.3.3/2.3.4/2.3.5 can be configured in RRC, but providing them in MAC-CE increases the signal structure flexibility.

	Nokia, NSB
	Nokia, NSB. We see all the 2.3.2-2.3.5 needed in the MAC-CE “somehow”. The way this is conveyed could be “implicit”, i.e. through triggering state, or “explicit” through each of these having their own field somehow. 
We would suggest trying to agree on the information that the MAC-CE needs to deliver, the value ranges and configurability, and separate that question from how exactly (implicitly vs. explicitly) the info is conveyed over MAC-CE.
That said, for the record, a viable solution would be
· Whether or not an SCell is to be activated
· Time location of the 1st TRS burst (or ‘none’ if no 1st TRS)
· Gap between the TRS bursts (or ‘none’ if no 2nd TRS)
· Index to the CSI-RS as TRS config (is multiple configs are agreed to be supported)
· SSB index for QCL
What information is provided is a crucial RAN1 design aspect and it could have impact on Sect 3.1.1 decision. We’d prefer to discuss this issue first so then the real impacts and limitations of Alt 1/2 of section 3.1.1 can be better understood

	Intel
	Opt 2.3.1 and 2.3.2. Option 2.3.2 may be indicate by special codeword of 2.3.1. details can be up to RAN2

	Ericsson1
	Opt 2.3.1. 
In our understanding there are already agreements on the contents to be indicated (i.e., either explicitly or implicitly). We agree with FL assessment that what specific parts are explicitly indicated is linked to deciding between Alt1 and Alt2 in 3.1.1

	Samsung
	Opt 2.3.1. Opt 2.3.2 can be part of Opt 2.3.1.

	Moderator
	Thank you all for your comments.
@Nokia, regarding the content list you suggested, it has been agreed by the following agreement, hasn’t it? The key discussion point seems only about issue-1 now.

Agreement 
To trigger temporary RS, 
· MAC-CE at least provides the following information:
· temporary RSs are to be triggered on X out of Y (Y≥X) to-be-activated SCells, respectively, while no temporary RS is to be triggered on the other to-be-activated SCells.
· The following information can be provided by RRC for temporary RS for each SCell
· The number of RS bursts and the gap length between the RS bursts (Opt 2.3.3)
· Triggering offset of temporary RS (Opt 2.3.4)
· Triggering offset can be provided, e.g., by reusing existing CSI-RS framework
· QCL information (Opt 2.3.5)
· Triggering QCL information can be provided, e.g., by reusing existing CSI-RS framework
· A unique temporary RS configuration index
· FFS: the maximum number of temporary RS per cell/per UE
Note: Reusing A-TRS triggering framework is not precluded.
· Information for 0, 1, or more temporary RS can be provided for each configured SCell

	Nokia, NSB v016
	As the moderator said, the key content list seems to be clear, and the question is how to provide it as is debated in issue-1. We could just send all this info with the requested configuration / MAC-CE value ranges to RAN2 and let them take care of it. But as we are now at it and are working on a reference design for RAN2 to consider, taking the ZTE setup and massaging it to a hybrid:
MAC-CE
· Trigger state ID
· TRS (if multiple TRS configs to choose from is agreed)
· Time offset for the 1st TRS (may not be needed at all, or only presence/absence bit if sufficient info and range possible with the trigger state)
· Gap to 2nd TRS (including “not present”)
RRC
· Trigger state ID
· TRS config (or a set of TRS configs)
· Triggering offset
· QCL info
· Set of values for the Gap to 2nd TRS

This sketch may now do something wrong, did not have RAN2 experts to comment on the compatibility with the A-TRS framework.



Issue 3-2: Other issues
Some issues for temporary RS configuration are proposed by some companies, it is appreciate for your views.

Question 3.2: If two temporary RS bursts are transmitted, both bursts employ the same temporary RS configuration, including time domain and frequency domain? Or two separate configuration for each temporary RS burst? [6]
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	Our preference is the first solution, i.e. both bursts employ the same temporary RS configuration, including time domain and frequency domain.

	Qualcomm
	As per WA, the frequency-domain and time-domain structures should follow these for tracking RS.

	Futurewei
	We think this may be specified in RAN1 spec such as something like “if a second burst is configured/transmitted, it uses the same RS port and time/frequency domain parameters except for the slot offset”. Then the temporary RS configuration can be simplified.

	OPPO
	Both frequency domain and time domain structures are kept the same across two bursts. This is because:
· The 1st burst may serve as AGC preparation for the 2nd burst, the two bursts are better to share the same frequency domain configuration in order to avoid frequency-selectivity difference. 
· The same time-domain structure allows easy signal soft-combining in case the 1st burst is not used as AGC purpose.
· Different time/frequency patterns between the two bursts may increase the total number of configurations that are necessarily supported in Alt1/Alt2  under Issue-1.
Note that the two bursts having the same intra-burst structure (in both time domain and frequency domain) may share the same configuration, except the starting time-domain position of each burst: the starting time of first burst maybe configured by offset relative to transmission of MAC-CE, while the starting time of second burst maybe configured by gap between the two burst. 

	Vivo
	We don’t see the need to have separate configurations for each temporary RS burst.

	ZTE
	From our perspective, we would prefer a simplified solution, i.e., both bursts employ the same temporary RS configuration, including time domain and frequency domain.
We don’t see any strong motivation to have two separate configuration for each temporary RS burst.

	NTT DOCOMO
	Both bursts employ the same temporary RS configuration.

	MTK
	Same view as QC.

	Nokia, NSB
	We prefer both bursts use the same configuration for simplicity.

	Intel
	We prefer both bursts use the same configuration for simplicity

	Ericsson1
	Same view as QC

	Samsung
	Both bursts employ the same temporary RS configuration.

	Moderator
	Based on the feedbacks,
FL Proposal 3-2: If two temporary RS bursts are configured, both bursts share the same temporary RS configuration, including information of time domain and frequency domain.

	Ericsson
	For FL Proposal 3 , we would like to note that for Alt 2 that the two bursts can be realized by configuring appropriate aperiodicTriggeringOffset for each NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet that consists of a temporary RS having two bursts. This should not be precluded but current proposal seems to be precluding it, so we would prefer an alternate wording. 

	Qualcomm
	Regarding FL proposal 3-2, we tend to agree with Ericsson. The proposal is indeed unclear – e.g., whether ‘time-domain’ means the same symbol(s) in a slot over different slots or something else. This would also be related to how to determine the set of slots for transmission of temporary RS bursts.

	OPPO
	For FL Proposal 3, if RAN1 tries to agree signal structure before signal configuration, should concern from Ajit be avoided?  So our suggestion is:
 
FL Proposal 3-2: If two temporary RS bursts are configured, both bursts share the same  intra-burst RS structure temporary RS configuration, including information of structure in time domain and frequency domain.


	vivo
	Regarding the FL proposal 3, we also think the meaning of “information of time domain” is not clear, e.g., it may be interpreted as same starting symbol location (while some gap between these two bursts are indeed required). Some clarifications or revisions are needed.


	Moderator
	It is revised according to feedbacks,

FL Proposal 3-2-rev1: If two temporary RS bursts are configured, both bursts share the same  intra-burst RS structure temporary RS configuration, including OFDM symbol location in a slot and PRB location information of time domain and frequency domain.


	Qualcomm
	Regarding FL proposal 3-2rev1, there is no definition of “intra-burst”. It would be better to rephrase to e.g., “in a slot of a consecutive two slots that comprises a temporary RS”.

	ZTE
	Regarding Proposal 3.2-rev1, we agree with the intention, however it may be better to align companies' understanding on the term "intra-burst" first.

	Moderator
	For proposal 3-2, it is revised according to feedbacks, and refer to the spec excerpt below, proposal 3-2 is clarified as,
FL Proposal 3-2-rev2: If two temporary RS bursts are configured, both bursts share the same OFDM symbol location and PRB location of CSI-RS resources in a slot or CSI-RS resources in two consecutive slots  intra-burst RS structure temporary RS configuration, including OFDM symbol location in a slot and PRB location information of time domain and frequency domain.
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	Futurewei
	Thank you for the nice summary! Just a quick comment: for the two temporary RS bursts, since they are essentially the same TRS, we should also capture what makes them the same TRS, rather than just any CSI-RS:
[image: ][image: ][image: cid:image006.png@01D7C42C.4574DA10]

So we suggest to revise FL Proposal 3-2-rev2 as:
If two temporary RS bursts are configured, both bursts share the same antenna port, port index, OFDM symbol location and PRB location of CSI-RS resources in a slot or CSI-RS resources in two consecutive slots.

We are also fine with capturing something equivalent to this elsewhere.


	Moderator
	Thank you for your suggested change to proposal 3-2. In addition to port index, not sure if antenna port is configured or not. Could you please clarify it a bit?

FL Proposal 3-2-rev3: If two temporary RS bursts are configured, both bursts share the same antenna port index, OFDM symbol location and PRB location of CSI-RS resources in a slot or CSI-RS resources in two consecutive slots  intra-burst RS structure temporary RS configuration, including OFDM symbol location in a slot and PRB location information of time domain and frequency domain.


	Futurewei
	You are correct in that antenna port is not configured. So we will need the spec to specify that “UE shall assume antenna port with the same index is the same”. However, the proposal is not limited to temporary RS configuration, so I think my previous description is ok. We are open to other suggestions as well.




Question 3.3: Whether the N-bit for temporary RS ID can be omitted in the bitmap for deactivated SCell. [12]
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	Yes

	Qualcomm
	We assume RAN4 would not require the use of of temporary RS for SCell deactivation procedure. With this, the answer should be yes.

	Futurewei
	Yes

	OPPO
	Yes, but having no N-bit of temp-RS ID does not mean to indicate the SCell is deactivated. 
BTW, is this bitmap in MAC-CE or RRC? We think it is in RRC because so far no agreement says temp-RS ID can be explicitly in MAC-CE.  

	vivo
	The question is a little unclear to me. Does it mean or propose to define a MAC CE having variable size, e.g., having different MAC CE size depending on the number of SCell being activated and/or deactivated? Or does it mean to reuse the legacy MAC CE to deactivate SCell?
If the intention is to conclude that temporary RS ID is useful only at SCell activation, we can try this instead:

Proposed conclusion:
Temporary RS ID is only used for activation operation of SCell.

	LG Electronics
	We think it is natural and reasonable in terms of reducing signaling/resource overhead. There can be many information of Temporary on the above contents for to-be-activated SCells. The proposal we refer to can be helpful to reduce (unnecessary) overhead in MAC CE and by doing so, DL resource used to transmit PDSCH conveying the MAC CE can also be minimized.

	ZTE
	The UE behavior should be clarified first when the N bits are omitted. Otherwise, it is not clear why we need to discuss this issue.

	NTT DOCOMO
	Yes

	MTK
	We think the answer is “yes”.

	Nokia, NSB
	Yes this is one possibility, but detailed MAC-CE design and optimization of the payload should be left to RAN2. RAN1 should focus on design requirements and convey those to RAN2.

	Intel
	Same question as vivo. Is it the intention to allow a variable size of MAC CE? If so, such details can be up to RAN2 decision. 

	
Ericsson1
	We do not see need for agreement on this. It has already been agreed that temporary RS need not be triggered for every cell. 
Also, “temporary RS ID” seems to assume that Alt1 is already agreed which is not the case. Alternate wording e.g. “triggering information for temporary RS can be omitted from MAC CE indicating SCell deactivation” should be used to reflect current status.

	Samsung
	Yes

	Futurewei2
	We suggest the following:
If Alt1 is supported, the Z-bit block for a cell is present in MAC CE only when the cell is indicated as “activated” by MAC CE.
In other words, for SCells indicated as “deactivated”, their Z-bit blocks are omitted in MAC CE. 





Tactivation reduction
Temporary-RS based
Issue-4: QCL configuration of temporary RS
In the previous meeting, a working assumption has achieved as follows:
	Working Assumption
For efficient SCell activation with assistance of temporary RS, a SSB of the to-be-activated SCell can be indicated as a QCL source for the temporary RS in case of known SCell
· FFS: QCL type
· FFS: the case of unknown SCell
· FFS: other QCL source, e.g. the SSB/P-TRS of another active cell


For the working assumption, 4 sub-issues are to be discussed, and corresponding companies’ views are summarized.
Issue-4.1: whether the working assumption “For efficient SCell activation with assistance of temporary RS, a SSB of the to-be-activated SCell can be indicated as a QCL source for the temporary RS in case of known SCell” should be confirmed?
· Opt 4.1.1: The P/SP TRS associated with the temporary AP TRS is the QCL source with Type A for the temporary AP TRS in case of known SCell, same as the legacy behavior. The temporary AP TRS and associated P/SP TRS jointly serve as the QCL source for other RS following it, same as the legacy behavior. [2]
[image: ]
· Opt 4.1.2: A-TRS can be a QCL source for SSB and CSI-RS to assist SSB detection and CSI measurement. Rel-15 QCL type for P-TRS and SSB/CSI-RS can be applied to QCL relation between A-TRS and SSB/CSI-RS. [6]
· Opt 4.1.3: Confirm.  [1][11]

Question 4.1-1: Whether the temporary RS can be QCL source for the operations after SCell activation? 
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi 
	We are not clear on what is the benefit for expediting SCell activation if the temporary RS is used as the QCL source for the operations after SCell activation, comparing with legacy mechanism.
The first question is whether it can speed up the SCell activation: if yes, we are open to discuss the possibility; if not, it would be out of scope.

	Qualcomm
	The WA should be confirmed. The rest can be same as legacy behavior.

	Futurewei
	Yes. Yes.
Temporary RS should be the temporary QCL source for operations after SCell activation, at least before the UE can acquire SSB and P TRS. For operations in an activated cell, SSB and P TRS are the only QCL sources based on existing specs, but they cannot be always acquired during the new activation procedure. Therefore, the UE either has to wait for SSB and P TRS (which leads to long latency) or relies on the temporary RS. Note that relying on the temporary RS is to essentially rely on TRS, which leads to the same behavior for UE.
@Xiaomi: this is to make sure properties/outcomes (e.g., tracking) acquired during the fast activation can be used afterwards. If we do not allow that, i.e., we speed up activation but cannot utilize the outcome of the activation, the fast activation becomes meaningless.

	OPPO
	Yes (while we are neutral to the QCL type shown in the figure). 
If SSB before SCell activation can be QCL source of A-TRS, we see no reason why A-TRS cannot be the QCL source for the SSB/CSI-RS sent after A-TRS, if the SSB/CSI-RS sent after A-TRS is by nature QCLed with SSB sent before SCell activation.  
In addition, for CSI-RS during Scell activation, because SSB and P-TRS maybe absent before CSI-RS, temporary RS as QCL source of CSI-RS is beneficial for CSI-RS measurement.

	vivo
	We can confirm the WA (opt 4.1.3). We are fine to reuse the tracking information after SCell activation. 

	ZTE
	To minimize the specification and implementation impact, our preference would be to contain this new UE behavior within SCell activation procedure. Thus, the temporary RS can NOT be QCL source for the operations after SCell activation.


	NTT DOCOMO
	We can confirm the WA.

	MTK
	Same view as vivo.

	Nokia, NSB
	We are OK confirming the WA of 4.1.3.
For 4.1.1, this would seem to unnecessarily complicate the current QCL relation framework. It is not fully clear if 4.1.2 is any different from of 4.1.1

	Intel
	We can confirm the WA.

	Ericsson1
	The WA should be confirmed.
Confirming the WA (which is about QCL source for temporary RS) need not be linked to other aspects being discussed in opt 4.1.1 or 4.1.2 (which are not about QCL source for temporary RS).

	Samsung
	Agree with ZTE.

	Futurewei2
	[bookmark: _Hlk84938996]@Qualcomm: we also support to reuse legacy behavior for after activation as much as possible. We think 4.1.1 is a way to accomplish so, but we are open to other ways. Could you please describe your way in details?
@ZTE: if the temporary RS cannot be QCL source for operations after SCell activation, could you please elaborate how tracking info can be acquired after activation? It seems to us that the tracking info from the temporary RS can be reused at least during a short transient period right after activation.
@All:
Thank you for the discussions here and below. Regarding the QCL relations, we saw that some companies wish to confirm the WA and reuse legacy mechanisms after activation. We also support to reuse legacy behavior for after activation as much as possible; maybe this can be first agreed as a common ground for companies. However, most companies did not provide any details. We’d like to learn the details to understand the QCL relations they support. May we suggest that companies provide details, especially diagrams, of their advocated QCL relations before / during / after the activation? Thank you in advance!
[bookmark: _Hlk84939357]Example diagrams of the legacy QCL and based on the WA are shown below, based on which we noticed that the WA is not an isolated problem and the usefulness of the WA is unclear (e.g., how the tracking info acquired from temporary RS is used) and hence arrived at the most natural solution as we suggested. We are open to other suggestions.
[image: ]

	Moderator
	Based on the discussion, we may need more feedbacks from companies on the potential issue shown in FutureWei’s figure and on Futurewei’s latest reply.

	MediaTek
	For the QCL issue discussed under section 3.2, I think Futurewei drew a quite nice figure:
[image: cid:image003.png@01D7C122.6C60EFE0]

To us, we are fine to reuse the tracking information from the temporary RS during and after the SCell activation.
One question from us (MTK) to other companies, is it possible in current spec to let the “DMRS, CSI-RS for CSI” QCLed (Type A) to the SSB as shown below in red/blue arrows?
[image: cid:image004.jpg@01D7C122.6C60EFE0]


	FutureWei
	@MediaTek: 
1. First of all, according to RAN4 inputs, in most cases one temporary RS burst (AP TRS burst) is needed for time/frequency tracking. So if no other RS is QCLed with the temporary RS, it becomes unclear how/where the tracking information acquired from the temporary RS is used. That is, this burst may be wasted, and UE has to acquire tracking from other RS, such as P TRS, which causes extra delay.
1. Regarding the red arrow you added during the activation, the existing mechanism is SSB --(Type C)--  P TRS --(Type A)--  CSI-RS. It seems to us that CSI-RS QCLed with SSB with Type A may be challenging and does not fully utilize the temporary RS. However, since this is during the activation, we are open to any new design as long as the group can agree.
1. For DMRS/CSI-RS after the activation, the existing mechanism is SSB --(Type C)--  P TRS --(Type A)--  DMRS/CSI-RS. Changing to SSB --(Type A)--  DMRS/CSI-RS seems to be not only challenging in terms of performance requirements, but also affect UE implementation. In addition, if the DMRS/CSI-RS is QCLed to a post-activation SSB, then the UE has to wait for the SSB, leading to extra delay for receiving data or CSI measurement. If, however, the DMRS/CSI-RS is QCLed to a pre-deactivation SSB, then that SSB may be quite obsolete, which may significantly impact demod/CSI measurement performance.
1. To address these issues, we think a better solution is to utilize the temporary RS temporarily. If we just view it as an AP TRS, then it can be readily associated with other RSs based on relations almost identical to existing ones. UE implementation would also be largely kept unchanged.

In principle, QCL dependency relations define a time order: some RS needs to first received before some other RS can be received. This time order is critical during activation. Therefore, we suggest to carefully examine/define the QCL relations to achieve the desired activation outcomes.

Any further discussions are very welcome.
Thanks,


	Qualcomm
	Regarding the question by Futurewei, our understanding is that the fundamental question is whether we should have a periodic TRS that is QCL-A with the temporary RS. 
1. If yes:
0. The simple way is that a temporary RS is QCL-A with a periodic TRS (and QCL-D if applicable). 
0. Another way is that a temporary RS is QCL-C with a SSB (and QCL-D if applicable), and additionally,  the temporary RS is QCL-A with a periodic TRS (and QCL-D if applicable).
1. If no:
1. FFS


	MediaTek
	For the QCL issue discussed under section 3.2, we (MTK) are in general agree with Jialing’s view and think the QCL details should be one main discussion point in the remaining works for Rel-17 temporary RS.

To my understanding, Jialing’s concern is:
1. For legacy SCell activation, UE waits for the SSB burst arriving during the activation time, and it can then be the QCL chain beginning for all the following QCL relations. 
1. For SCell activation using temporary RS in Rel-17, UE also waits for the temporary RS arriving during the activation time, and if the temporary RS can not be the QCL source for other RS, UE may need to wait for another SB burst to serve as the QCL chain beginning for all the following QCL relations, which may extend the activation delay.


	vivo
	Regarding the QCL issue raised by Jialing, we also agree that the UE should be allowed to use the tracking info obtained from the Temporary RS after SCell activation.

	Qualcomm
	Thanks. We do not think RAN4 assumes QCL source waiting time in their SCell activation delay requirement. They just specify necessary number of SSB samples and activation delay requirements for different conditions. For Rel-17, they can simply follow this: specify necessary number of TRS bursts and activation delay requirements for different conditions.

	MediaTek
	Thanks for the reply. I think RAN4 does not assume QCL source waiting time in their current SCell activation delay requirement because they assume UE would wait for at least one SSB burst to do the activation, so that SSB burst can serve the purpose. Now whether replacing SSB with A-TRS would impose a difference is not quite clear to me.

Anyway, thanks for you valuable reply. We can hear more views from other companies.


	ZTE
	Thanks for the discussion. Regarding the QCL discussion, we think the discussion can be split into two parts:1) Part#1: During SCell activation 2) Part#2: After SCell activation
Since the temporary RS only transmits once (with one or two bursts) during SCell activation, we don't believe this one-time temporary RS can serve as the QCL source for other RS well after SCell activation.
During the SCell activation, the temporary RC may be serve as the QCL source for CSI-RS. However, it may require some specification work for it. Not sure this is what companies are trying propose.


	FutureWei
	Thank you very much for the discussions.

Regarding the potential QCL sources, maybe we can first make a list of candidate RSs and the group can provide their technical understandings.

RS (in the 1st column) and its source RS or potential source RS
	
	Pre-deactivation
	During activation
	Short transient (until the 1st P TRS is received) after activation
	Post-activation

	Temp RS
	
	Opt 1-1: pre-activation SSB
Opt 1-2: pre-activation P TRS
Opt 1-3: pre-activation SSB and/or P TRS (UE chooses)
	
	

	P TRS
	SSB
	If P TRS is received during activation after temp RS:
Opt 2-1: pre-activation SSB
Opt 2-2: temp RS
Opt 2-3: pre-activation SSB and/or temp RS (UE chooses)
	Opt 4-1: pre-activation SSB
Opt 4-2: temp RS
Opt 4-3: post-activation SSB (extra delay, temp RS tracking info not used)
	SSB

	AP TRS
	P TRS
	
	NA (assume only triggered after P TRS)
	P TRS

	CSI-RS
	P TRS

	Opt 3-1: pre-activation SSB
Opt 3-2: temp RS
Opt 3-3: P TRS during activation (extra delay)
	Opt 5-1: pre-activation SSB
Opt 5-2: temp RS
Opt 5-3: P TRS after activation (extra delay, temp RS tracking info not used)
	P TRS


	DMRS
	
	
	
	



Clearly there are quite a few options. We marked some in red that we think are more likely and we may focus on them, but we are interested in hearing your thoughts. 

In particular, if we simply view the temporary RS burst(s) as tentative TRS burst(s) of an already configured P TRS, the temporary burst(s) can naturally associate with SSB / P TRS before activation and with P TRS / CSI-RS / DMRS after the temporary burst(s), and existing specs / implementation can be reused. Only some very minor spec changes regarding the description (but not the behavior) of relation between P TRS and temporary RS are needed. In fact, the current RAN2 discussion seems to indicate that the temporary RS is selected from one of the already configured TRSs.

Our key view is summarized as:
Proposal: Specify the relations of the temporary RS with SSB / P TRS before activation and with P TRS / CSI-RS / DMRS after the temporary burst(s)
1. A temporary RS burst is a tentative transmission of an already configured P/AP TRS with common tracking properties

To Fred: our understanding is that the P TRS QCL related waiting time is part of TCSI_reporting, based on at least the descriptions of CSI reference resource. The UE operations should not violate what the specs define, and will do all that is necessary even if it’s implicit from the specs.

133: TCSI_reporting is the delay (in ms) including uncertainty in acquiring the first available downlink CSI reference resource, UE processing time for CSI reporting and uncertainty in acquiring the first available CSI reporting resources as specified in TS 38.331 [2].

214: After the CSI report (re)configuration, serving cell activation, BWP change, or activation of SP-CSI, the UE reports a CSI report only after receiving at least one CSI-RS transmission occasion for channel measurement and CSI-RS and/or CSI-IM occasion for interference measurement no later than CSI reference resource and drops the report otherwise.

Your comments are welcome.
Thanks,


	Moderator
	Regarding the QCL issue, thank FutureWei and MediaTek for your great efforts to elaborate it. Based on the discussions, the issue can force a UE to wait for a new SSB cycle, thus delay the SCell activation. Maybe we can start with confirming it as an identified issue, then we can further discuss how to resolve it.

FL Proposal 4-1: The tracking info obtained from the Temporary RS during SCell activation should be able to be used by a UE as QCL information to perform CSI reporting during SCell activation
1. FFS: also as QCL information for DMRS and CSI-RS reception after SCell activation
1. FFS: whether and how to specify the relations of the temporary RS with SSB / P TRS before activation and with P TRS / CSI-RS / DMRS after the temporary burst(s)


	Qualcomm
	Regarding FL proposal 4-1, we are not OK due to the following reasons:
1. It is not clear what “CSI reporting during SCell activation” is. When a UE transmits valid CSI report, it is the SCell activation complete. 
1. For CSI-RS resources used for CSI measurement, TCI-state is configured/indicated. The proposal looks proposing to override this configuration/indication for the CSI-RS by the temporary RS.

To FutureWei:
We do not think P TRS waiting time is part of TCSI_reporting. Legacy SCell activation can be completed with {1, 2, or 4 bursts of} SSB (depending on condition) and CSI-RS measurement for valid CSI report. Now in RAN1, we are replacing the SSB burst(s) with temporary RS burst(s) (in Rel-17, only for the cases where beam is already known before SCell activation). There should be no change from the legacy. 


	Xiaomi
	Regarding proposal 4-1, we agree with ZTE that we don’t think the one shot temporary RS is sufficient as a QCL source after SCell activation. Actually we are wondering why do we need to consider it in Rel-17 considering the WID has clearly mentioned that we only need to study how to expedite the SCell activation/de-activation procedure, which is quoted as below:
	1. Support efficient activation/de-activation mechanism for one SCG and SCells 
1. Support for one SCG  applies to (NG)EN-DC, and NR-DC [RAN2, RAN3, RAN4]
1. Support for SCells applies to NR CA, based on RAN1 leading mechanisms [RAN1, RAN2, RAN4]
1. This objective applies to FR1 and FR2




Based on the above objective, we don’t think the first sub-bullet of proposal 4-1 is needed.
Regarding to the main bullet of proposal 4-1, proponent companies seem to assume that an inter-mediate QCL source is needed between SSB and CSI-RS for CSI report. However, SSB can be the QCL source of the CSI-RS for CSI report directly, depending on the ongoing MIMO discussion. From this aspect, we don’t think there is a need to introduce a new QCL chain like CSI-RS QCLed with temporary RS.


	ZTE
	Regarding Proposal 4-1, we can accept to further study the main bullet. More discussion is needed from our perspective as it may possibly impact the existing QCL framework for CSI-RS.

	OPPO
	Thanks for the discussion. As for the comments from ZTE and Xiaomi saying "one shot temporary RS is NOT sufficient as a QCL source after SCell activation", I wonder why the RS signal whose timing information is already validated during SCell activation can not be helpful to UE after SCell activation. Or, the question is how the SCell activation becomes "reliably" successful if temp-RS itself leaves behind with unreliable channel timing information. In our view, to have some "soft useful channel timing information" to after SCell activation is better than providing nothing. Anyhow, the proposal 4-1 only says "able to be used by UE", it is still up to UE whether to use the QCL relation. 


	ZTE
	Thanks for the follow up. Regarding our previous comments "one shot temporary RS is NOT sufficient as a QCL source after SCell activation", our understanding is that, the timing will drift as time goes by, that's why P-TRS is required by the Rel-15/Rel-16 legacy design. This temporary RS is a one shot RS, its information may be valid for a while but not valid for a long time.

Regarding the wording "able to be used by UE" in Proposal 4-1, just for clarification, does it mean that it is up to UE implementaion to use this QCL relation or not and there is no spec impact for this?


	MediaTek
	For FL proposal 4-1, the QCL relation is worth discussion, since 38.214 5.1.5 says CSI-RS/DMRS both need to be QCLed with TRS. 
For the transient time duration defined in Jialing’s table:
1. Short transient (until the 1st P TRS is received) after activation
the temporary RS (A-TRS here in Rel-17) should be able to be the QCL source for CSI-RS/DMRS; otherwise, for this short transient time window after activation, UE still can not utilize the DMRS in PDCCH/PDSCH, and can not utilize CSI-RS, before the 1st P-TRS is received. In this case, the benefits of introducing temporary RS to enhance processing time is compromised.

38.214 5.1.5:
[image: cid:image001.jpg@01D7C417.9DCDA170]
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	FutureWei
	@Fred: 
1) If, as you suggested, CSI measurement does not rely on P TRS, could you please clarify what the QCL source for the CSI-RS is and with which QCL type? We could not find such a QCL source in the specs (which is as James posted). We think P TRS waiting time may be absorbed in TCSI_reporting and/or SSB waiting/processing time.
2) For CSI measurement, you are absolutely right that TCI states are to be configured/indicated. However, a TCI state is to indicate QCL, so we do not quite understand the “override” argument. 
Could you please clarify what you think the legacy mechanism is for CSI-RS QCL source?

@Wanglei:
1) SSB cannot be the QCL source for CSI-RS for CSI except with Type D. P TRS is the QCL source with Type A. Please see James’ spec excerpt.  Could you please provide the ongoing MIMO agreements, if it extends SSB to be QCL source for CSI-RS beyond the current Type D?
2) SCell activation completion is meaningful only if data transmission is supported after the completion. Even if we “expedite” the SCell activation procedure but if no data can be received by the UE during a time gap after the activation, we are not really reducing the latency. That’s why we need to make sure track information acquired from the temporary RS can be passed on; otherwise the UE still has to re-acquire the tracking information after activation before receiving data.

@Wenfeng, Xingguang, Wanglei:
We think the temporary RS (AP TRS) can be a temporary QCL source, until the 1st P TRS after the temporary RS is received. It seems in RAN2 internal discussion, they refer to it as TRS or AP TRS. I found it clearer and probably more acceptable if we say TRS (AP or P) can be a QCL source during and after activation.

Any further comments are welcome.


	Moderator
	Regarding the QCL issue, more discussions seem needed. A change is just to resolve Qualcomm’s first comment by clarification.
         @ZTE, as commented by Wenfeng, the proposal only says “able to be used by a UE”, it is still up to a UE whether to use it. Its potential spec impact is FFS in the second subbullet, or as Jialing’s latest comment, it is FFS about “TRS (AP or P) can be a QCL source during and after activation”
FL Proposal 4-1-rev1: The tracking info obtained from the Temporary RS during SCell activation should be able to be used by a UE as QCL information to perform CSI reporting that completes the during SCell activation
1. FFS: also as QCL information for DMRS and CSI-RS reception after SCell activation
1. FFS: whether and how to specify the relations of the temporary RS with SSB / P TRS before activation and with P TRS / CSI-RS / DMRS after the temporary burst(s)


	Qualcomm
	On FL Proposal 4-1-rev1, agree with FL that more discussion is needed. Considering that we would anyway not be able to come up with the conclusion on detail, we suggest to keep the whole proposal as FFS.

Our understanding of Jialing’s point is that for legacy SCell activation, the UE cannot measure CSI-RS for CSI until/unless the UE receives P-TRS and therefore, TCSI_Reporting includes a waiting time for P-TRS that is received after slot n + (THARQ + Tactivation_time)/(NR slot length). We don’t think this is correct but we can check with RAN4 colleagues.

If the waiting time for P-TRS is included in TCSI_Reporting for legacy SCell activation, the next question is whether/how RAN1 want to change this – whether it is possible to skip P-TRS waiting time by indicating temporary RS as a QCL source for CSI-RS for CSI.
If not included, or included but RAN1 does not change anything, then RAN1 simply needs to specify QCL relations between temporary RS and the other RSs (SSB, CSI-RS, DMRS, P-TRS). The simplest approach is to clone the QCL relation for A-TRS to temporary RS, i.e., QCL-A/D with P-TRS.  

Regarding Jialing’s question to me:
2) For CSI measurement, you are absolutely right that TCI states are to be configured/indicated. However, a TCI state is to indicate QCL, so we do not quite understand the “override” argument. 
For P-CSI-RS, qcl-InfoPeriodicCSI-RS can be configured in NZP-CSI-RS-Resource. What is your understanding if temporary RS can be the QCL source for subsequent P-CSI-RS for CSI? Are they same or can be different?
For A-CSI-RS, qcl-Info of nzp-CSI-RS in CSI-AssociateReportConfigInfo can be configured for the trigger state. What is your understanding if temporary RS can be the QCL source for subsequent A-CSI-RS for CSI? Are they same or can be different?


	Futurewei
	Thank you for the further discussion. 

We agree with you that the simplest approach is to clone the QCL relation for AP TRS to temporary RS, i.e., QCL-A/D with P TRS. Then the SSB can be QCL source for the P/AP TRS with type C (and D for FR2), and the P/AP TRS can be the QCL source for subsequent DMRS/CSI-RS with type A. All the rest is the same as legacy or left for UE implementation. The spec change is quite minimal. If you think this may be acceptable by the group, we can provide a proposal for that. Please advise.

For the potential waiting time for P TRS in legacy activation, as we commented, we think P TRS waiting time may be absorbed into / overlapping or partially overlapping with TCSI_reporting and/or SSB waiting/processing time. We are fine with consulting RAN4 experts on this.

For your questions “Are they the same or can be different”, could you please clarify what “they” refer to? Our understanding is that temporary RS can be the temporary QCL source for subsequent P/SP/AP CSI-RS for CSI, before the 1st P TRS occurs.


	Qualcomm
	Thanks a lot for the good discussion.

Point 1:
Regarding “to clone the QCL relation for AP TRS to temporary RS”, not sure this is fine for everyone, but we would be OK with that. Completely stand-alone temporary RS with respect to QCL assumption would cause another QCL related issue. However, it should be FFS whether the temporary RS and QCL-associated P-TRS have the same RB location and same number of CSI-RS resources (these have to be the same for legacy P-TRS and associated A-TRS). For a temporary RS having two bursts (two sets of A-TRS bursts), P-TRS does not need to have two bursts.

Point 2:
Regarding “Are they the same or can be different”, they are intended to refer to (1) QCL of temporary RS, and (2) TCI-state configured on the CSI-RS for CSI. Now I understand from “temporary RS can be the temporary QCL source for subsequent P/SP/AP CSI-RS for CSI, before the 1st P TRS occurs” that you would like to use the temporary RS as a temporary QCL source until 1st P-TRS occasion, and then use the P-TRS as a next QCL source after the 1st P-TRS occasion. 
If we agree on the above Point 1, do we still need this clarification? As we have discussed so far, we think P-TRS waiting time is not included in TCSI_Reporting and hence, if Point 1 is agreed, further clarification on “QCL assumption until 1st P-TRS occasion” is not necessary. 


	Ericsson
	FL proposal 4-1 :  Agree with FL that this needs more discussion. It seems to be related to T_CSI_reporting.

	MediaTek
	Thanks for the good discussions.

After further checking the spec in 38.214 5.1.5, it says that the CSI-RS/DM-RS needs to be QCLed (Type A) with a NZP-CSI-RS configured with trs-info, but did not constrain the NZP-CSI-RS to be periodic or aperiodic.

In this case, we (MTK) are wondering since Rel-17 temporary RS is also a (aperiodic) NZP-CSI-RS configured with trs-info, whether the Rel-17 temporary RS is already allowed to be a QCL source (Type A) for the following CSI-RS/DM-RS?

We are open to hear more views.

38.214 5.1.5:
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	vivo
	Regarding 4-1, I think Fred and James raise a good point on relying the existing QCL relation. Given that we have already agreed TRS is used as the temporary RS, it seems the current spec already allows the temporary RS to be used as the QCL source for CSI-RS/DMRS. In this case, the proposal 4-1 can be as a conclusion while all the sub-bullets can be removed?

	Futurewei
	Thank you very much for the useful discussion! Based on the inputs, it seems that as long as we configure a temporary RS according to one of the already configured P TRSs, all the QCL related issues can be resolved within the legacy QCL framework. So our suggestion is the following. We can describe a temporary RS based on / associated with P TRS, in which we can reuse some of the descriptions in FL Proposal 3-2-rev3, and then the temporary RS has the same QCL relation as the P TRS. Please let us know if we missed anything. Also to prevent confusion just in case other types of temporary RS are introduced, we should avoid defining temporary RS only based on P TRS.

New Proposal: A temporary RS burst shares the same antenna port, antenna port index, OFDM symbol location in slot, PRB location, NZP CSI-RS resources configuration, trs-info configuration, BWP ID configuration, and QCL properties as a P TRS (i.e., a periodic NZP CSI-RS resource set with trs-info) configured for the UE.

Your comments are welcome.

	OPPO
	thanks for the discussion. But the proposal now contains something more than necessary. 
    -- We are not sure what does it mean by saying "a temp-RS burst shares the same ... configuration as P-TRS", because the configuration for P-TRS certainly tells the signal is periodic, while temp-RS is aperiodic. The proposal is not clear whether to share the same "configuration format" or the same "configuration value".  We think it is up to RAN2 whether to share the same configuration signaling format. 
    -- For the logic in the proposal given by "a temp-RS burst shares the same ...  QCL properties as a P-TRS", does it mean temp-RS should give ALL QCL properties as owned by P-TRS including the one in spatial domain? We thought the type-D QCL is subject to "when applicable" in the current spec. Now would the proposal mandate the type-D QCL for temp-RS? 


	Futurewei
	Thank you for the discussion. We will be happy to update the proposal to include only the necessary content. Your specific suggestion would be appreciated.

Regarding your first question, please note that the proposal goes like “A temporary RS burst shares the same … as a P TRS … configured for the UE”. It is one of the already-configured P TRSs. Basically it says the temporary RS burst is an aperiodic burst associated with an already-configured P TRS. The description does not limit RAN2 signaling design as it just says those parameters/configurations should be same; it does not say if those parameters/configurations are configured as the same or defined (e.g., in RAN1 spec) to be the same or via any other means.

For your second question, Type D is always ‘when applicable’ in the specs based on our understanding. This applies to P TRS and AP TRS as specified in 38.214. This proposal does not change that.


	Moderator
	         Regarding the discussion on QCL chain, a key issue with potential spec impact seems identified, but it is not mature enough to agree any details yet, therefore, a potential proposal is 

FL Proposal 4-1-rev2: FFS The tracking info obtained from the Temporary RS during SCell activation should be able to be used by a UE as QCL information to perform CSI reporting that completes the during SCell activation
1. FFS: also as QCL information for DMRS and CSI-RS reception after SCell activation
1. FFS: whether and how to specify the relations of the temporary RS with SSB / P TRS before activation and with P TRS / CSI-RS / DMRS after the temporary burst(s)


	Qualcomm
	1. Regarding FL Proposal 4-1-rev2, if the whole proposal is FFS, we would not need to have the agreement. But if there is a strong preference to keep it, we will not object it.


	LG
	about FL proposal 4-1, CSI Reporting can be discussed on Tempoary RS which is used as QCL for CSI measurement and can be sourced for itself with the way for triggering.

	vivo
	Regarding the FL proposal 4-1-rev2, I am not sure the benefit of having an agreement with FFS for every bullet… If it is not mature enough we can discuss it in the next meeting.

	Futurewei
	Thank you for the summary and discussion. Regarding the QCL issue, we believe the group has made progress in better understanding the technical aspects in this meeting, which makes it more likely to have potential convergence. It would be useful if we could further decide (e.g., based on the very simple solution suggested by Fred) or at least narrow down the remaining discussion points (e.g., based on FL Proposal 4-1) so that we can complete the rest of the feature in the next meeting. So our suggestion is as follows (with changes in green):

FL Proposal 4-1-rev2: FFS Study and conclude whether The tracking info obtained from the Temporary RS during SCell activation should be able to be used by a UE as QCL information to perform CSI reporting that completes the during SCell activation
1. FFS: also as QCL information for DMRS and CSI-RS reception after SCell activation
1. FFS: whether and how to specify the relations of the temporary RS with SSB / P TRS before activation and with P TRS / CSI-RS / DMRS after the temporary burst(s)

We have not seen strong concerns on this other than wording. We are also fine with modifying to “A starting point of further study/discussion is…” or something like that.

Or the following alternative based on Fred:
Alternative Proposal: A temporary RS burst shares the same antenna port, antenna port index, OFDM symbol location in slot, PRB location, NZP CSI-RS resources configuration, trs-info configuration, BWP ID configuration, and QCL properties (Type D if applicable) as a P TRS (i.e., a periodic NZP CSI-RS resource set with trs-info) configured for the UE.

If the latter can be agreed, then the QCL issue will be mostly closed. The UE behavior is unchanged from legacy and the spec impact is minimal. We wish to hear from more companies on this alternative proposal. 
@Wenfeng: we replied to your questions on this proposal before and we also modified based on your question. Your further comments are welcome.


	Qualcomm
	@Futurewei, as vivo proposed, we are OK with deleting FL Proposal 4-1-rev2. Regarding your alternative proposal, we are quite not sure why “OFDM symbol location in slot, PRB location, NZP CSI-RS resources configuration” for temporary RS have to be the same as for QCLed P-TRS. We have discussed only about QCL relation and have not discussed other aspects. It this is the proposal, it would be good to keep this as FFS until next meeting.

	Ericsson
	FL Proposal 4-1-rev2 : We have similar comment as vivo and Qualcomm. Since the entire proposal is now FFS, it cannot be taken as agreement. 

	LG
	We decided that MAC CE and RRC signaling on Alt.1 or Alt.2 were left to RAN2 and will send LS soon.

So, I think that we can discuss anything on CSI Reporting related to Temporary RS (ex: QCL or Triggering and so on).

FL Proposal 4-1-rev3: Study and conclude whether the tracking info obtained from the Temporary RS during SCell activation should be able to be used by a UE as QCL information to perform CSI reporting that completes the SCell activation

We can try whether CSI Reporitng is helpful to reduce Tcqi_report for fast SCell activation or not. 
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Additionally, the various usage of Temporary RS may be considered once, if possible.


	Qualcomm
	We suggest to remove the “FL Proposal 4-1-rev3” for now. We do not see the difference between “FFS” and “study and conclude whether”. Definitely we need to conclude QCL aspects of temporary RS, but this does not mean we have to agree FL Proposal 4-1-rev3 and study with following this statement.



Question 4.1-2: Whether the temporary RS can be QCL source for the CSI-RS during the SCell activation, as the figure shown in Opt 4.1.1?
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	Same comments as above. Furthermore, this part is actually related to section 3.3. We don’t think it is necessary to introduce new QCL source before the justification of benefits.

	Qualcomm
	Tend to agree with Xiaomi. Actually, it is not clear what the difference from legacy behavior is.

	Futurewei
	Yes. Activation requires a CSI report, which requires CSI-RS reception, which has to be QCLed to a P TRS based on existing specs. Here we do not always have a P TRS, so we have to replace it with essentially the same signal, i.e., the temporary RS based on TRS.

	OPPO
	Yes. Same rational as from Futurewei. 

	vivo
	It should be clarified what the “CSI-RS” in the question is used for, e.g., is it for CSI measurement/reporting, or else?

	ZTE
	Regarding whether it can be QCL source for the CSI-RS during SCell activation, we also prefer to reuse the legacy UE behavior unless there is something broken.

	MTK
	More clarifications needed. We are not sure the temporary RS (A-TRS here for known cell) can always be QCL source for the CSI-RS during the SCell activation.

	Nokia, NSB
	Same comments as above

	Intel
	Same view as ZTE. We prefer to reuse the legacy UE behavior unless there is something broken

	Ericsson1
	We are OK to keep legacy behavior.

	Samsung
	Same opinion again as ZTE.

	Futurewei2
	@vivo: Yes the CSI-RS in 4.1.1 is CSI-RS for CSI. SCell activation requires a CSI report, which has to be based on a CSI-RS. However, the CSI-RS has to have a QCL source. This question is to clarify the QCL source for the CSI-RS.
@ZTE @Intel @Ericsson @Samsung: Legacy behavior is as follows. SCell activation requires a CSI report, which has to be based on a CSI-RS. However, the CSI-RS has to have a QCL source. In R15/16, the QCL source is a P TRS. So to completely reuse the legacy mechanism, the UE has to wait for a P TRS. But if the UE can wait for a P TRS, why would we support temporary RS for such a case? Anyway could you please describe in details how to keep legacy behavior here? What is the QCL source for CSI-RS and when/how UE receives it?

	Moderator
	Based on the discussion, we may need more feedbacks from companies on the potential issue shown in FutureWei’s figure and on Futurewei’s latest reply.




Question 4.1-3: Whether the working assumption above can be confirmed?
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	Yes

	Qualcomm
	Yes

	Futurewei
	Whether WA should be confirmed depends on the answers to the above questions. Overall, opt. 4.1.1 is the most natural solution.

	OPPO
	For the WA itself (aside from arguments relating to Opt 4.1.1 and Opt 4.1.2), the current wording of WA seems to say something differently from its intention. The current WA actually says that A QCL source for A-TRS can be indicated, which is subject to gNB behavior, in case SCell is known which is however an internal UE measure and kept unknown to gNB. In other words, the WA mentions a gNB behavior in case of a condition unknown to gNB.  
We think the better description is something like: 
For efficient SCell activation with assistance of temporary RS, if a SSB of a to-be-activated SCell is indicated as a QCL source for the temporary RS and the SCell is known, the UE can take the SSB as the QCL source, as indicated, for the temporary RS.

	vivo
	Yes

	ZTE
	Ok to confirm the working assumption.

	NTT DOCOMO
	Yes

	MTK
	Yes. Assuming the SCell is a known cell, the QCL source can be a SSB. 

	Nokia, NSB
	Yes

	Intel
	Yes

	Ericsson1
	Yes

	Samsung
	Yes

	Moderator
	@OPPO, your revised WA seems about the condition when a UE can react to an indicated QCL source, which seems no RAN1 impact but only potential RAN4 impact. In this sense, would it be OK to keep the original form of the WA?




Issue-4.2: if the working assumption is confirmed, which QCL types are expected?
· Opt 4.2.1: 'typeC' with an SS/PBCH block and, when applicable, 'typeD' with the same SS/PBCH block.  [1][3][5][7][17]

Question 4.2: which QCL types are expected if the working assumption “For efficient SCell activation with assistance of temporary RS, a SSB of the to-be-activated SCell can be indicated as a QCL source for the temporary RS in case of known SCell” is confirmed?
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	We are supportive to option 4.2.1

	Qualcomm
	OK with option 4.2.1.

	Futurewei
	Whether WA should be confirmed depends on the answers to the above questions. Overall, opt. 4.1.1 is the most natural solution.

	OPPO
	OK with option 4.2.1.

	vivo
	Opt 4.2.1.

	ZTE
	OK with the Opt 4.2.1, which is the same as legacy UE behavior.

	NTT DOCOMO
	Opt 4.2.1

	MTK
	OK with option 4.2.1.

	Nokia, NSB
	We are supportive of option 4.2.1

	Intel
	OK with option 4.2.1.

	Ericsson1
	Option 4.2.1

	Samsung
	OK with option 4.2.1



Issue-4.3:  For the case of unknown SCell, whether SSB of one of the active cells can be indicated as a QCL source for temporary RS?
· Opt 4.3.1: Yes, at least for intra-band CA. [3][17]
· Opt 4.3.2: Yes. [1][11]
· Opt 4.3.2: No

Question 4.3: For the case of unknown SCell, whether SSB of one of the active cells can be indicated as a QCL source for temporary RS?
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	Although we are OK with the intention of option 4.3.1 and 4.3.2, we think we should make the decision step by step to make sure it is workable. Hence we support option 4.3.1 at this stage.

	Qualcomm
	We think this is RAN4’s area since the following agreements have been made already in RAN4: 

[R1-2102300]
· SCell is unknown and belongs to FR1
· When SCell is contiguous to an active serving cell in the same band (Intra-band continuous CA)
· 1 burst (2-slot with four CSI-RS resources) is necessary for AGC when the power difference in serving cell and to be activated Scell is smaller than or equal to 6dB
· No cell detection provided the conditions specified for intra-band contiguous CA case in TS38.133 section 8.3.2 are satisfied;
· 1 burst (2-slot with four CSI-RS resources) is necessary for time-frequency tracking
[R1-2106427]
· SCell is unknown and belongs to FR1
· When SCell to be activated is non-contiguous to an active serving cell in the same band, or
· When SCell to be activated and active serving cell are in the different band
· It is not a target scenario for temporary RS based SCell activation latency optimization.
· The agreement above applies based on RAN1 working assumptions on temporary RS design provided in the LS R1-2009798
· SCell to be activated belongs to FR2
· If the SCell being activated is unknown and there is no active serving cell on that FR2 band, 
· It is not a target scenario for temporary RS based SCell activation latency optimization.
· The agreement above applies based on RAN1 working assumptions on temporary RS design provided in the LS R1-2009798


	Futurewei
	Yes, and support Opt 4.3.1 according to RAN4 inputs.

	OPPO
	Our choice is Opt 4.3.2 (No).
RAN1 concluded that “RAN1 will not discuss for the case where a gNB may assume the to-be-activated SCell with assistance of temporary RS is a known SCell for a UE but it is actually unknown SCell from the UE side during the SCell activation duration”. The Opt 4.3.1 and Opt 4.3.2 need gNB to know the SCell is unknown in this case, which may not be ensured by current spec. 

	vivo
	Opt 4.3.1.

	ZTE
	This may need RAN4 expertise from our perspective.

	NTT DOCOMO
	Opt 4.3.1

	MTK
	Considering OPPO’s reply, we prefer Opt 4.3.2 (No). 

	Nokia, NSB
	Yes, but the support would be there also for known cells. I.e. need to remove the condition of the unknown cell as, as pointed out by Oppo, we have already agreed that the gNB action should not be conditioned to known/unknown cell
Question 4.3: For the case of unknown SCell, whether SSB of one of the active cells can be indicated as a QCL source for temporary RS?

	Intel
	Option 4.3.1 is fine since we anyway need a QCL source for temporary RS that is transmitted on the to-be-activated cell.

	Ericsson1
	We do not follow the intention of the question. i.e., there is no need to agree to Opt 4.3.2 or otherwise in our understanding. Then whether additional requirements are provided or not for intra-band case is already being discussed in RAN4 as commented by Qualcomm. 

	Samsung
	Agree with Qualcomm.



Question 4.4: Whether the temporary RS can be used as a QCL source for any other RS or Channels?
· Opt 5.3.1: Yes,
· Opt 5.3.2: No. [1][17]

Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	We don’t see the motivation to use the temporary RS as a QCL source for other RS.

	Qualcomm
	We do not see the motivation to change the legacy behavior.

	Futurewei
	Opt 5.3.1, Yes and until SSB / P TRS are acquired.
Other RS/channels are generally based on the following QCL chains:
SSB – P TRS – DMRS
SSB – P TRS – CSI-RS
Other than SSB, other RS/channels need to have a QCL source, which shall be received earlier. In typical cases, temporary RS should be the QCL source during or right after activation. Otherwise, other RS/channels cannot be received before SSB is acquired or before SSB and P TRS are acquired.

	OPPO
	Our understanding is that the “other RS or channels” here does not include SSB and CSI-RS, which are discussed under Issue 4.1. With this understanding, we are ok with Opt 5.3.1 (Yes). 

	vivo
	The question is not clear on which specific RS or channel should be considered.

	ZTE
	No. From our perspective, to minimize the specification and implementation impact, the new UE behavior should be well contained within SCell activation procedure. 

	NTT DOCOMO
	We do not see the clear motivation now.

	MTK
	Same view as vivo.

	Nokia, NSB
	No, We don’t see the benefit of modifying the existing QCL framework any more than necessary, hence we see the need to just add a QCL relation between the temporary RS and SSB.

	Intel
	We don’t see the motivation. 

	Ericsson1
	We are ok to keep legacy behavior.

	Samsung
	No apparent need to change Rel-16 operation.

	Futurewei2
	Tracking info acquired based on temporary RS needs to be used somewhere, otherwise there is no point in supporting temporary RS. To us, tracking info acquired based on temporary RS should be used temporarily for other RS. Can companies clarify in detail how/where else tracking info acquired based on temporary RS can be used?



TCSI_reporting reduction
Issue-5: Enhancement for CSI reporting
TCSI_reporting reduction may be beneficial to achieve efficient SCell activation. Companies’ views are summarized as follows:
· Opt 5.1 New MAC-CE command that triggers the SCell activation and A-TRS transmission is used to additionally trigger A-CSI-RS transmission. [13]
· Opt 5.2 The new MAC CE introduced for temporary RS triggering can additionally indicate CSI reporting based on temporary RS for activated Scells [12]
“CSI reporting based on temporary RS could be triggered simultaneously in the NEW MAC CE which will be introduced to trigger temporary RS of to-be-activated SCells. Since it is redundant to introduce additional MAC CE exclusively for CSI reporting based on temporary RS, it would be better to design so that temporary RS triggering and CSI reporting can be instructed simultaneously through the same MAC CE. Furthermore, it is worth to note that CSI reporting is not always triggered automatically when the MAC CE indicates temporary RS reception. So, through this MAC CE, temporary RS triggering and CSI reporting can be indicated separately. For example, both of temporary RS triggering and CSI reporting are indicated for some SCells, while only TRS triggering is indicated but CSI reporting is not indicated for other SCells.”
· Opt 5.3 The UE should consider the MAC-CE activation of a SCell as a trigger for a preconfigured SP-CSI reporting for that cell. [17]
· Opt 5.4 short interval P/SP- CSI-RS report. [1]
“The specific P/SP-CSI-RS/reporting for SCell activation can be received during the required period. This short interval P/SP-CSI-RS/reporting for fast SCell activation is beneficial with little specification impacts.”
· Opt 5.5 remove TCSI_reporting for the case of FR2 unknown cell. [1]
“During the procedure of SCell activation, when gNB receives the beam reporting, i.e. the L1-RSRP report, it implies that UE has completed beam selection and timing synchronization which are necessary conditions for downlink transmission. It means that gNB can start downlink transmission with a conservative or rough MCS on the SCell, and UE can start to monitor PDCCH on the SCell, even the valid CSI report is not yet reported. Thus the gNB and UE can assume the SCell is activated after the Tactivation_time.”

Question 5: which options above of CSI reporting enhancement should be supported? 
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	From our perspective, we think option 5.1, 5.3 and 5.5 deserve further study. For option 5.1 and 5.3, we are no clear on how to determine the reference point and time offset for triggering A-CSI RS/SP CSI RS. We are open for further discussion if we can achieve a common understanding on which options can be further studied.

	Qualcomm
	Considering that only 2 WG meetings are left until December, we do not think it is reasonable to pursue another optimization of SCell activation. We should stick with completion of temporary RS based SCell activation procedure.
Opt. 5.5 is purely RAN4 issue.

	Futurewei
	CSI enhancement should be supported to reduce the latency.
It seems that Opt 5.3 can already be supported with explicit MAC CE activation:
TS 38.133:
If the target SCell is known to UE and semi-persistent CSI-RS is used for CSI reporting, then Tactivation_time is:
-	3ms + max(Tuncertainty_MAC + TFineTiming + 2ms, Tuncertainty_SP), where Tuncertainty_MAC=0 and Tuncertainty_SP=0 if UE receives the SCell activation command, semi-persistent CSI-RS activation command and TCI state activation command at the same time.
For 5.1, we think a CSI-IM is also needed, making it a CSI reporting trigger. For the MAC CE signaling design, it can be discussed later. So we suggest to combine 5.1 and 5.2 as
Opt 5.1A In the slot that a SCell activation command is sent, a MAC-CE command triggers A-CSI reporting.
We also support 5.4 and 5.5.

	OPPO
	Share the same view as from Qualcomm. 

	vivo
	We are open to consider Opt 5.5.
We don’t think the need of others.

	LG Electronics
	We prefer Opt 5.2 for rapid PDSCH scheduling in to-be-activated SCell. In the respective of UE, Temporary RS can be the earliest RS for CSI measurement, the quick CSI reporting is possible with utilizing Temporary RS for CSI measurement. TCSI_reporting can be efficiently reduced at the end.

	ZTE
	From our perspective, we propose to go with the legacy procedure.

	NTT DOCOMO
	We share the view as Qualcomm.

	MTK
	Share the same view as QC. However, Option 5.1 and Option 5.3 are interesting and may worth further discussion if we still have time after the completion of temporary RS based SCell activation procedure.

	Nokia, NSB
	From our perspective, the most important thing is to enable as fast a CSI (CQI) report as possible, preferrably based on temporary RS. The benefit of SP-CSI reporting would be to allow the gNB to detect when the SCell is actually ready to receive data (differentiation between known and unknown and if unknown, when the SCell is actually ready). 
Opt5.3 based on triggering SP-CSI reporting as part of the activation SCell activation and this SP-CSI reporting can be activated at n+k e.g. and could be configured for frequent UE reporting e.g. every slot. It is expected that UE would only report once it has a CSI report available and having this SP-CSI reporting config would ensure there is no additional delays due to CSI reporting. 
For Opt 5.1 its is unclear how the timeline would be defined for when the A-CSI RS is triggered without incurring in possibly under/over estimating delays.
For Opt 5.4 : Short interval P-CSI is not a typical configuration that would be sued outside of SCell Activation procedure hence it would lead to additional C-plane load and possibly delays which is not desirable.
Opt 5.5 : OK

	Intel
	We prefer to consider CSI measurement for latency reduction. Option 5.1/5.3 are slightly preferred

	Ericsson1
	We would like to better understand the benefits of proposed enhancements over using the existing SP-CSI triggering approach. Can the proponents clarify? Also, agree with QC comment that completing temporary RS should be prioritized.

	Samsung
	Do not support. 
The benefits would be marginal (just some more accurate scheduling for a small fraction of the operation on the SCell that are unlikely to make any impact on throughout) while the specification/testing requirements are likely to be substantial. 




[bookmark: _Toc499307128][bookmark: _Toc497414092]General Issues
Question G1: For temporary RS, whether collision handling with uplink slot/symbols should be considered?  [6]
Referring to [6], it was motivated by the following text in TS 38.214 “If no two consecutive slots are indicated as downlink slots by tdd-UL-DL-ConfigurationCommon or tdd-UL-DL-ConfigDedicated, then the UE may be configured with one or more NZP CSI-RS set(s), where a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet consists of two periodic NZP CSI-RS resources in one slot.”
In [6], a proposal is “Proposal 6: Collision handling with uplink slot/symbol should be considered and the following potential solutions can be further discussed: scheduling restriction to avoid collision, cancellation and delay.”
Companies’ views are very welcome.
	Company
	View

	Xiaomi
	We think it is valid and crucial for TDD band considering the TDD UL DL configuration would be diverse.

	Qualcomm
	We are OK to discuss the issue G1. Basically, we think temporary RS can be configured and indicated such that the collision can be avoided.

	Futurewei
	Can the slot offset value be adjusted by the gNB to avoid collision? Or maybe the offset should always be interpreted as counting only DL slots.

	OPPO
	We think G1 needs to be discussed and solved. 
For suggestion from Futurewei to have offset counted in DL slot only, it is our understanding that this offset actually includes two offsets, including both the offset between MAC-CE and the 1st burst, and the gap between the two bursts; then at least the 2nd offset (i.e., the gap between the two bursts) should not be counted in DL slot only, because the minimum gap given by RAN4 does not differentiate DL slot and UL slot. 

	Vivo
	We think it can be handled by network implementation. If necessary, triggering offset can be included in MAC CE to provide scheduling flexibility for it, as discussed in Question 3.1.
In any case, no additional UE behavior is required to be specified.

	ZTE
	Based on our understanding, if the gap between bursts can be flexibly configured, then the issue mentioned by [6] can be addressed.

	NTT DOCOMO
	We are open to discuss.

	MTK
	We are OK to discuss the issue G1. At the same time, we think it may be resolved by gNB implementation.

	Nokia, NSB
	The gNB should ensure that the temporary RS is sent on the DL/flexible symbols and select the timing accordingly. A temporary RS sent on UL symbols should be considered an error case.
In UL-heavy TDD setup we should allow for truncated temporary RS that fits into a single slot

	Intel
	We are open to discuss G1. One general question, if we apply a different pattern of temporary RS burst, confirmation on the link performance may be needed from RAN4. 

	Ericsson1
	The issue can be addressed by gNB implementation.

	Samsung
	No need to discuss – Rel-16 collision rules apply and it is under the control of the network.



Other Issues
Issues or comments that do not fit in any of the previous sections of this document can be provided in this section.
	Company
	View

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Draft LS to RAN2
The discussion on the draft LS to RAN2 is summarized in the following attachment,


Conclusions
[bookmark: _GoBack]The following agreements are achieved.

Agreement
· Provide the functionality to be fulfilled, as well as the status about the understanding on Alt 1 and Alt 2, which could be provided by examples (including respective possible RRC parameters, if agreed, required by Alt 1 and Alt 2) to facilitate RAN2’ understanding.
· Send LS to ask RAN2 to consider the following alternatives and finalize the MAC-CE or RRC signalling design, including parameters.
· RAN1 only needs to focus on RRC parameters examples, if needed.
· List of RAN1 endorsed RRC parameters for this issue will not be sent to RAN2

Alt 1: Bitmap approach in MAC-CE 
· Every Z-bit block in the bitmap corresponds to a SCell, Z>=0
· A Z-bit block indicates the temporary RS [configuration index], and a value zero indicated by the bit block means no RS resource transmitted.
· The to-be-activated SCell is indicated via the C values in the legacy SCell activation/de-activation MAC CE or in the new MAC-CE
Alt 2: Reuse A-TRS triggering framework
· A trigger state is indicated by the MAC-CE explicitly
· The association between a trigger state and temporary RS for one or multiple SCells is configured by RRC according Rel-16 A-TRS triggering framework
· FFS: The value zero of the MAC-CE indication means no temporary RS is triggered by the MAC-CE for all to-be-activated SCells

Agreement
The detailed signaling structure of the triggering MAC-CE(s) including the down-selection between the following options is left to RAN2 to decide:
         Opt. 1: One new MAC CE for both SCell activation triggering and corresponding temporary RS triggering
         Opt. 2: One R15/16 SCell activation MAC CE for SCell activation triggering and one new MAC CE (in the same PDSCH) for corresponding temporary RS triggering
 
Agreement
If two temporary RS bursts are configured, both bursts share the same antenna port index, OFDM symbol location and PRB location of CSI-RS resources in a slot or CSI-RS resources in two consecutive slots.
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Appendix: Agreements

	Agreements:
As working assumption, with respect to efficient SCell activation, reuse existing Rel-15/16 TRS structure for temporary RS
· FFS: how many burst/symbols are required for both AGC settling and Time/Frequency tracking for different cases, e.g. FR1 and FR2, known and unknown SCell
· A burst of temporary RS is notated as in S5.1.6.1.1 of TS 38.214
· “2-slot with four CSI-RSs resources (4 samples)” for FR1
· either “1-slot with two CSI-RSs resources (2 samples)” or “2-slot with four CSI-RSs resources (4 samples)” for FR2
· The working assumption can be confirmed after RAN4 check. (A LS for such request is planned).

Agreements:
For efficient SCell activation, discuss and agree from the following alternatives at RAN1#104-e
· Alt 1: the trigger of temporary RS is integrated into a single triggering signaling with the trigger of SCell activation transmitted on an activated cell.
· FFS detailed design of this integrated triggering signaling.
· Potential examples of single triggering signaling for further discussions
· A PDSCH TB, e.g. containing two respective MAC-CEs for both triggers, one MAC-CE for both triggers
· A DCI for both triggers
· A PDSCH TB and its scheduling DL grant, e.g. MAC-CE for activation and DL grant for temporary RS
· A DL grant and a UL grant received in the same slot/OFDM symbols of PDCCH where the DL grant is scheduling a MAC-CE for SCell activation and the UL grant is triggering the RS.
· Rel-15/16 SCell activation MAC-CE and a specific configuration of temporary RS being implicitly triggered as well
· Alt2: Triggering of temporary RS separately from SCell activation command is not precluded and both ‘separate’ triggers (examples below) and ‘integrated’ triggers (examples in Alt 1) are considered for SCell activation
· FFS detailed design of separate triggering signaling.
· Potential examples of separate triggering signaling for further discussions
· Rel-15/16 SCell activation MAC-CE and Rel 15/16 DCI triggering
· Rel-15/16 SCell activation MAC-CE and new DCI triggering for temporary RS
· Note: temporary RS should be triggered by DCI or MAC-CE.
· Note: the final mechanism of trigger signaling targets at applicability to one or more SCell activation.
· FFS handling of  SCell activation by existing Rel15/16 CA activation command when temporary RS is configured and triggered/not triggered

Working Assumption
At least for the case of known cell, temporary RS is supported to expedite the activation process during the SCell activation procedure for efficient SCell activation for both FR1 and FR2:
· The temporary RS should provide at least the functionalities of AGC settling and time/frequency tracking during SCell activation procedure.
· FFS potential functionalities of CSI measurement/acquisition and cell search

Agreements:
TRS is selected as temporary RS for Scell activation
         If more functionalities are confirmed to be supported by temporary RS, other RS candidates, e.g. aperiodic CSI-RS, P/SP-CSI RS, SRS and RS based on SSS/PSS, are not precluded.
         The TRS should be triggered by DCI or MAC-CE. FFS which exact triggering command.
  
Agreements:
UEs measure the triggered temporary RS during Scell activation procedure no earlier than a slot m:
         FFS timeline values m which may need coordination with RAN4.
         FFS if the triggered temporary RS can be associated with a BWP, then the measurement above is independent of the activation state of the BWP.

Agreements:
Companies are encouraged to provide design details of temporary RS next meeting, at least including:
· TRS structure, e.g. whether to fully reuse existing Rel-15/16 TRS structure and configuration restriction (refer to S5.1.6.1.1 of TS 38.214), or any modification
· QCL information, if any
· Triggering command: DCI format/fields or MAC-CE fields
· Triggering timeline/scheduling offset

Working Assumption
For efficient SCell activation with assistance of temporary RS, a SSB of the to-be-activated SCell can be indicated as a QCL source for the temporary RS in case of known SCell
· FFS: QCL type
· FFS: the case of unknown SCell
· FFS: other QCL source, e.g. the SSB/P-TRS of another active cell
Agreement
For efficient activation of SCells, down select at least one option from below:
· Option 1a: MAC CE(s) contained in a single PDSCH to trigger both SCell activation and corresponding temporary RS(s)
· Details FFS including timeline design for receiving temporary RS
· Option 1b: A single DCI to trigger both SCell activation and corresponding temporary RS(s)
· Details FFS including potential impact on SCell activation related procedures and, e.g. timeline design for SCell activation and for receiving temporary RS
· FFS: The same DCI for SCell deactivation
· Option 2: A Rel-15/16 SCell activation MAC-CE to trigger SCell activation and a Rel-15/16 DCI to trigger corresponding temporary RS(s) with enhancement of timeline
· Details FFS including timeline design for receiving a DCI trigger of temporary RS, and for receiving temporary RS
· Note: Companies are encouraged to provide complete solutions for fast SCell activation.
· Note: the previous agreement on the definitions of Alt 1 and Alt 2 is still effective 

Agreement
For efficient activation of SCells
· Option 1a: MAC CE(s) contained in a single PDSCH to trigger both SCell activation and corresponding temporary RS(s)
· Details FFS including timeline design for receiving temporary RS
Note: Separate from the support of Option 1a, it is up to RAN4 whether or not to consider an activation time enhancement for Option 2 without requiring further RAN1 work
· Option 2: A Rel-15/16 SCell activation MAC-CE to trigger SCell activation and a Rel-15/16 DCI to trigger corresponding Rel-15/16 A-TRS(s)
Send an LS to RAN4. The LS is endorsed in R1-2104110.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK6][bookmark: OLE_LINK25]Agreement
[bookmark: OLE_LINK7]For efficient activation of Scells, the triggered temporary RS is aperiodic.
Agreement
[bookmark: OLE_LINK8]For efficient activation of a Scell (in known Scell case), at least the number of temporary RS bursts is indicated by a field in new MAC-CE
· The number of temporary RS bursts is RRC configurable.
· FFS: which field in MAC-CE is used and how this field is associated with the number of bursts
· For the purpose of designing temporary RS Scell activation, there is no RAN1 specification impact for the case where the number of indicated temporary RS bursts is smaller than what is expected by the UE
Agreement
To trigger temporary RS for efficient activation of SCells, the contents of the triggering MAC-CE(s) in a single PDSCH provide at least the following information (explicitly or implicitly):
· Whether or not temporary RS is triggered
· FFS detailed Information of temporary RS, e.g.: 
· Resources used for triggered Temporary RS
· Triggering time offset of triggered Temporary RS
· QCL source for triggered Temporary RS
· FFS: Detailed signalling structure of the triggering MAC-CE(s) including the down-selection between the following example options and whether the decision should be made in RAN1 or RAN2
· Opt. 1.1: One new MAC CE for both SCell activation triggering and corresponding temporary RS triggering
· Opt. 1.2: One R15/16 SCell activation MAC CE for SCell activation triggering and one new MAC CE (in the same PDSCH) for corresponding temporary RS triggering
Agreement
[bookmark: OLE_LINK10]For efficient activation of a Scell (in known Scell case), the triggering offset of temporary RS is indicated by a field in new MAC-CE
· The candidate value(s) of triggering offset(s) is RRC configurable
· FFS: which field in MAC-CE is used and how this field is associated with the value of triggering offset
Agreement
For the reference slot for triggering offset of temporary RS
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Option 2: the last DL slot of the to-be-activated Scell overlapping with slot n+k as defined in 38.213 sub-clause 4.3
· FFS: the earliest slot no earlier than the reference slot for a UE to receive a triggered temporary RS
Agreement
If a UE measures a temporary RS triggered by a MAC-CE during SCell activation procedure, the measurement is performed within the BWP bandwidth of BWP indicated by firstActiveDownlinkBWP-Id

Agreement 
For efficient SCell activation, the earliest slot for a UE to receive a triggered temporary RS is the reference slot (i.e., the last DL slot of the to-be-activated Scell overlapping with slot n+k as defined in 38.213 sub-clause 4.3).

Conclusion
For the purpose of designing temporary RS for Scell activation, RAN1 will not discuss for the case where a gNB may assume the to-be-activated SCell with assistance of temporary RS is a known SCell for a UE but it is actually unknown SCell from the UE side during the SCell activation duration.

Agreement
For to-be-activated SCell, if any BWP ID is configured as part of temporary RS(s) configuration, the value of the BWP ID is expected to be equal to firstActiveDownlinkBWP-Id;

Agreement 
To trigger temporary RS, 
· MAC-CE at least provides the following information:
· temporary RSs are to be triggered on X out of Y (Y≥X) to-be-activated SCells, respectively, while no temporary RS is to be triggered on the other to-be-activated SCells.
· The following information can be provided by RRC for temporary RS for each SCell
· The number of RS bursts and the gap length between the RS bursts (Opt 2.3.3)
· Triggering offset of temporary RS (Opt 2.3.4)
· Triggering offset can be provided, e.g., by reusing existing CSI-RS framework
· QCL information (Opt 2.3.5)
· Triggering QCL information can be provided, e.g., by reusing existing CSI-RS framework
· A unique temporary RS configuration index
· FFS: the maximum number of temporary RS per cell/per UE
Note: Reusing A-TRS triggering framework is not precluded.
· Information for 0, 1, or more temporary RS can be provided for each configured SCell

Agreement
· For triggering temporary RS, down-select based on the following alternatives, or let RAN2 be aware the status of this discussion
· Alt 1: Bitmap approach in MAC-CE similar to SCell activation
· Every Z-bit block in the bitmap corresponds to a SCell, Z>=0
· A Z-bit block indicates the temporary RS [configuration index], and a value zero indicated by the bit block means no RS resource transmitted.
· The to-be-activated SCell is indicated via the C values in the legacy SCell activation/de-activation MAC CE or in the new MAC-CE
· Alt 2: Reuse A-TRS triggering framework
· A trigger state is indicated by the MAC-CE explicitly
· The association between a trigger state and aperiodic temporary RS for one or multiple SCells is configured by RRC according Rel-16 A-TRS triggering framework
· SCell ID is configured as a part of the temporary RS configuration. Some SCell IDs derived from the trigger state triggered by the new MAC-CE may not refer to to-be-activated SCells that are indicated by the new MAC-CE or the legacy SCell activation/de-activation MAC-CE
· FFS: The value zero of the MAC-CE indication means no temporary RS is triggered by the MAC-CE for all to-be-activated SCells
· Note: The down-selection targets at a RAN1 consensus on MAC-CE functionality and the list of RRC parameters for this feature. Any MAC-CE signaling design above are reference concept, its final MAC-CE signaling design is up to RAN2.
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5.1.6.1.1 CSI-RS for tracking

A UE in RRC connected mode is expected to receive the higher layer UE specific configuration of a NZP-CSI-RS-
ResourceSet configured with higher layer parameter 7s-Info.

For a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with the higher layer parameter #7s-Info, the UE shall assume the antenna
port with the same port index of the configured NZP CSI-RS resources in the NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet is the same.
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For a CSI-RS resource in an NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured without higher layer parameter #7:s-Info and without
‘the higher layer parameter repetition, the UE shall expect that a 7C/-State indicates one of the following quasi co-

location type(s):

- ‘typeA’ with a CSI-RS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with higher layer parameter trs-lnfo

and, when applicable, 'typeD' with the same CSI-RS resource, or

- 'typeA' with a CSI-RS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with higher layer parameter t7s-Info
and, when applicable, 'typeD' with an SS/PBCH block, or

- 'typeA’ with a CSI-RS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with higher layer parameter trs-Info
and, when applicable, 'typeD' with a CSI-RS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with higher
layer parameter repetition, or

- 'typeB' with a CSI-RS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with higher layer parameter trs-Info

when 'typeD' is not applicable.
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‘For the DM-RS of PDCCH, the UE shall expect that a TCI-State indicates one of the following quasi co-location
type(s):
- 'typeA' with a CSI-RS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with higher layer parameter #rs-Info

and, when applicable, 'typeD' with the same CSI-RS resource, or

- 'typeA' with a CSIRS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSe configured with higher layer parameter trs-Info-
and, when applicable, 'typeD' with a CSI-RS resource in an NZP-CSI-RS-ResourceSet configured with higher

layer parameter repetition, or

- 'typeA" with a CSI-RS resource in a NZP-CSI-RS-ResoiirceSei configured without higher layer parameter trs-Info.

and without higher layer parameter repetition and, when applicable, 'typeD' with the same CSI-RS resource.
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A LS to RAN2 is agreed as below,

		Agreement

· Provide the functionality to be fulfilled, as well as the status about the understanding on Alt 1 and Alt 2, which could be provided by examples (including respective possible RRC parameters, if agreed, required by Alt 1 and Alt 2) to facilitate RAN2’ understanding.

· Send LS to ask RAN2 to consider the following alternatives and finalize the MAC-CE or RRC signalling design, including parameters.

· RAN1 only needs to focus on RRC parameters examples, if needed.

· List of RAN1 endorsed RRC parameters for this issue will not be sent to RAN2



Alt 1: Bitmap approach in MAC-CE 

· Every Z-bit block in the bitmap corresponds to a SCell, Z>=0

· A Z-bit block indicates the temporary RS [configuration index], and a value zero indicated by the bit block means no RS resource transmitted.

· The to-be-activated SCell is indicated via the C values in the legacy SCell activation/de-activation MAC CE or in the new MAC-CE

Alt 2: Reuse A-TRS triggering framework

· A trigger state is indicated by the MAC-CE explicitly

· The association between a trigger state and temporary RS for one or multiple SCells is configured by RRC according Rel-16 A-TRS triggering framework

· FFS: The value zero of the MAC-CE indication means no temporary RS is triggered by the MAC-CE for all to-be-activated SCells











Discussions 

Draft Text for LS

		1. Overall Description:

Regarding the triggering signalling of temporary RS for SCell activation, RAN1 has reached the following agreements,	Comment by Frank: If FL Proposal 2 on whether one MAC-CE or two MAC-CEs is agreed, it can be copied here.
FL Proposal 2: The detailed signaling structure of the triggering MAC-CE(s) including the down-selection between the following options is left to RAN2 to decide:
Opt. 1: One new MAC CE for both SCell activation triggering and corresponding temporary RS triggering
Opt. 2: One R15/16 SCell activation MAC CE for SCell activation triggering and one new MAC CE (in the same PDSCH) for corresponding temporary RS triggering


		Agreement

For efficient activation of SCells

· Option 1a: MAC CE(s) contained in a single PDSCH to trigger both SCell activation and corresponding temporary RS(s)

· Details FFS including timeline design for receiving temporary RS

Note: Separate from the support of Option 1a, it is up to RAN4 whether or not to consider an activation time enhancement for Option 2 without requiring further RAN1 work

· Option 2: A Rel-15/16 SCell activation MAC-CE to trigger SCell activation and a Rel-15/16 DCI to trigger corresponding Rel-15/16 A-TRS(s)

Send an LS to RAN4. The LS is endorsed in R1-2104110.



Agreement 

To trigger temporary RS, 

· MAC-CE at least provides the following information:

· temporary RSs are to be triggered on X out of Y (Y≥X) to-be-activated SCells, respectively, while no temporary RS is to be triggered on the other to-be-activated SCells.

· The following information can be provided by RRC for temporary RS for each SCell

· The number of RS bursts and the gap length between the RS bursts (Opt 2.3.3)

· Triggering offset of temporary RS (Opt 2.3.4)

· Triggering offset can be provided, e.g., by reusing existing CSI-RS framework

· QCL information (Opt 2.3.5)

· Triggering QCL information can be provided, e.g., by reusing existing CSI-RS framework

· A unique temporary RS configuration index

· FFS: the maximum number of temporary RS per cell/per UE

Note: Reusing A-TRS triggering framework is not precluded.

· Information for 0, 1, or more temporary RS can be provided for each configured SCell



Agreement

· Provide the functionality to be fulfilled, as well as the status about the understanding on Alt 1 and Alt 2, which could be provided by examples (including respective possible RRC parameters, if agreed, required by Alt 1 and Alt 2) to facilitate RAN2’ understanding.

· Send LS to ask RAN2 to consider the following alternatives and finalize the MAC-CE or RRC signalling design, including parameters.

· RAN1 only needs to focus on RRC parameters examples, if needed.

· List of RAN1 endorsed RRC parameters for this issue will not be sent to RAN2



Alt 1: Bitmap approach in MAC-CE 

· Every Z-bit block in the bitmap corresponds to a SCell, Z>=0

· A Z-bit block indicates the temporary RS [configuration index], and a value zero indicated by the bit block means no RS resource transmitted.

· The to-be-activated SCell is indicated via the C values in the legacy SCell activation/de-activation MAC CE or in the new MAC-CE

Alt 2: Reuse A-TRS triggering framework

· A trigger state is indicated by the MAC-CE explicitly

· The association between a trigger state and temporary RS for one or multiple SCells is configured by RRC according Rel-16 A-TRS triggering framework

· FFS: The value zero of the MAC-CE indication means no temporary RS is triggered by the MAC-CE for all to-be-activated SCells







Both alternatives above, i.e. Alt 1 and Alt 2 are different in term of MAC-CE design and requires different RRC signalling. Because RAN1 has no consensus on which alternative can result in a better MAC-CEsignaling design, RAN1 did not further select one from them and thus respectfully requests RAN2 to consider the two alternatives and finalize the design of MAC-CE and RRC signalling. RAN1 has no intention to support both alternatives.

To facilitate the RAN2 discussion on RRC signalling required for either alternative, two example sets of RRC parameters are provided, respectively, as attachment. It is up to RAN2 to finalize the RRC signaling design.Each set has contained necessary RRC information to enable the corresponding alternative. If RAN2 chooses any triggering signalling design different from the above two alternatives, they can be examples for reference. 	Comment by Frank: The latest version of excel file from RRC email thread will be attached in this LS.



2. Actions:

To: RAN2

ACTION: 	RAN1 respectfully requests RAN2 to consider the two alternatives above, i.e. Alt 1 and Alt 2, and finalize the design of MAC-CE and RRC signalling.









Comments are welcome. 

		Company

		View



		Ericsson

		We propose below changes to the LS text. 

<begin>

Both alternatives above, i.e. Alt 1 and Alt 2 are different in term of MAC-CE design and requires different RRC signalling. Because RAN1 has no consensus on which alternative can result in a better MAC-CE design, RAN1 did not further select one from them and thus respectfully requests RAN2 to consider the two alternatives and finalize the design of MAC-CE and RRC signalling.

To facilitate the RAN2 discussion on RRC signalling required for either alternative, two example sets of RRC parameters are provided, respectively, as attachment. Per RAN1 agreement, it is up to RAN2 to finalize the RRC signalling design.Each set has contained necessary RRC information to enable the corresponding alternative. If RAN2 chooses any triggering signalling design different from the above two alternatives, they can be examples for reference. 	Comment by Frank: The latest version of excel file from RRC email thread will be attached in this LS.

<end>

Then regarding RRC parameters, 

The spreadsheet does not clearly show Alt 2 from RAN1 agreement. The closest alternative seems to be Alt 2b, but it is mixed with Alt 1, Alt 2a in different places. Overall, it would be difficult for colleagues not involved in the discussion to follow the examples for the alternatives. Our preference is to provide separate tabs in the spreadsheet for Alt 1 and Alt 2. We have uploaded an example for Alt 2 in Rel-17_RRC_SCellActivation_v005-Alt2Ericsson.xls. Please incorporate the example into the spreadsheet. 

We do not consider Alt 2a a sub-alternative of Alt 2 - so prefer to not include it in the same tab as Alt 2.



		Nokia, NSB

		OK to go with the original proposal as well as OK to go with the Ericsson edits. A slight preference on the Ericsson edits as they somewhat streamline the response, but don’t see any material difference in the two.



		OPPO

		Slightly prefer to Ericsson’s editing, because it removes the description that the attached RRC design can still be example in case RAN2 decides on a 3rd alternative. 

Then we may come up with a bigger question: the LS seems to deliver a tone that, given RAN1 cannot made the selection between the two alternatives, RAN1 is asking RAN2 to likely consider both [to be specified]. Is this intentional from RAN1? If not, our suggestion is to modify as following:

<begin>

Both alternatives above, i.e. Alt 1 and Alt 2 are different in term of MAC-CE design and requires different RRC signalling. Because RAN1 has no consensus on which alternative can result in a better signalling design, RAN1 did not further select one from them and thus respectfully requests RAN2 to make the selection decision, by considering the two alternatives as reference candidates, and to finalize the design of MAC-CE and RRC signalling.

To facilitate the RAN2 discussion on RRC signalling required for either alternative, two example sets of RRC parameters are provided, respectively, as attachment. Per RAN1 agreement, it is up to RAN2 to finalize the RRC signalling design.

<end>

and the Action is better to be:

<begin>

ACTION: 	RAN1 respectfully requests RAN2 to consider the two alternatives above, i.e. Alt 1 and Alt 2, as reference candidates and to finalize the design of MAC-CE and RRC signalling

<end>



BTW, we suppose any agreed bullet saying “Send an LS to RAN4. The LS is endorsed in bla-bla” should not show up in LS. 



		ZTE

		Sorry for our late comments.

Regarding the LS, we also slightly prefer to go with Ericsson’s version. 

Regarding the RRC parameters, similar view as other companies, maybe we can prepare different spreadsheets for Alt.1 and Alt.2, or even different spreadsheets for Alt.2a and Alt.2b.



		Moderator

		@Ericsson, OPPO, To reflect your comments, please find the revision with change track v2 in the draft text above.

@Ericsson, Regarding your example excel file for Alt2b, since one trigger state can only indicate maximum 16 ReportConfigInfo which each represent one carrier, as asked before, how can it indicate 15 SCells with two bursts of temporary RS per SCell? There seems no such issue for Alt 2a.



		Qualcomm

		Regarding LS text, we are OK with the latest FL proposal (changes with v2).

Regarding spreadsheet, we support Ericsson’s proposal. What we have tried to propose in the thread [106bis-e-R17-RRC-NR-DC] have been incorporated in this sheet. As seen in this sheet, all parameters, other than “[aperiodicTRS-TriggerStateList]” in row 2, should be existing (re-use).



		vivo

		We don’t agree to the newly added text of “into your selection decision”. This sentence seems to restrict the RAN2’s signaling design, i.e., only exactly one of them can be selected. This is not what the RAN1 agreement says. The LS should be aligned with the RAN1 agreement. 

Please remove that text of “into your selection decision”.  



		Moderator

		@vivo, OPPO, since we cannot have consensus to add “into your selection decision”, and vivo neither agrees on OPPO’s alternative wording “make the selection decision”. The only choice is to keep the same wording as the agreement. Thanks OPPO for your careful review, but we can have confidence that RAN2 will not put efforts to develop two MAC-CEs for this single functionality. With this, it could be safe to take the original wording in the agreement.

Please find the latest revision in the draft text above, only change is to remove “into your selection decision”

@Qualcomm, regarding the excel file, there is questions waiting for your answers in the RRC thread, which is related to the comparison between Alt 2a and Alt 2b. Alt 2b seems quite limiting the number of to-be-activated SCells without enlarged value ranges for some IEs. Please have a check.



		OPPO-2

		With “into your selection decision” being removed, the LS does read in a different meaning: “Because RAN1 has no consensus on which alternative can result in a better signalling design, RAN1 did not further select one from them and thus respectfully requests RAN2 to consider the two alternatives”. The problem is not about whether to trust RAN2 or not, it is about whether RAN1 LS is mistakenly interpreted to encourage RAN2 to define both alternatives.  How about the following work-around: 

<begin>

Both alternatives above, i.e. Alt 1 and Alt 2 are different in term of MAC-CE design and requires different RRC signalling. Because RAN1 has no consensus on which alternative can result in a better signalling design, RAN1 did not further select one from them and thus respectfully requests RAN2 to consider the two alternatives as reference candidates, and to finalize the design of MAC-CE and RRC signalling. It is not RAN1’s intention to support both Alt1 and Alt2. 

To facilitate the RAN2 discussion on RRC signalling required for either alternative, two example sets of RRC parameters are provided, respectively, as attachment. Per RAN1 agreement, it is up to RAN2 to finalize the RRC signalling design.

<end>



		Moderator

		To address OPPO’s comment, please find a change with v4 track in above draft Text.



		Ericsson2

		Thank you for the comments.

We are not OK with current version v006 of the spreadsheet as our comment related to Alt2 was not addressed. Alt2 is still not shown clearly and instead is mixed with other alternatives. If RAN1 is sending example parameters, then the examples should reflect the proponent views of each alternative. 

We uploaded a version in RRC_SCellActivation_v007-Ericsson with Alt 2 captured separately. We would be OK with this version with the tab on “SCell activation-Alt 2a Alt 2b” removed. 

We would also be OK to send the LS without the examples if consensus on spreadsheet cannot be reached e.g., if proponents of Alt 2a insist on not including Alt2 separately. It is not clear which companies among those supporting Alt 2 are proposing to combine with Alt 2a - perhaps moderator can clarify?

Regarding FL comment on the indication of SCell carrier, this is already covered by the parameter CSI-AperiodicTriggerState and we do not see a need to enumerate existing parameter and its existing functionality. 

Since the scope of this discussion is to finalize the LS to RAN2, we do not see need to continue debating Alt 1 vs Alt2 in this thread as RAN1 decision was to leave this issue to RAN2. We could have had the discussion in RAN1 (which was our original preference) but duplicating the future discussions that RAN2 may have should be avoided especially after the end of RAN1 meeting. With this understanding we provide some responses to Moderator comments on overhead for Alt1 vs. Alt2 below, but we hope this discussion is not prolonged further.

With Alt2 (trigger state list), it is possible to configure only a subset of all possible states depending on specific scenario (e.g., for intra-band there is no need for states which trigger TRS in different beams for different CCs). This is difficult with Alt1. The earlier comment from moderator was – “For Alt1, some companies raised concern about larger MAC-CE overhead over Alt2. However, it is not true. As commented by vivo, under the same flexibility level, Alt1 has the same MAC-CE overhead as Alt2, but less RRC overhead than Alt2, as commented by Nokia.”  However, Alt2 does a better job of picking ‘the right flexibility level’ compared to Alt1, resulting in simplified RRC/MAC signaling and lower overhead for typical use cases compared to Alt1. For example, CA with PCell in band1 and 2 contiguous SCells (s1, s2) in band2 and 16 possible beams. With Alt2, the trigger states can be  1) TRS on s1+s2, b0, 2) TRS on s1+s2, b1,…. (16 states) +  16) TRS on s1, b0, 17) TRS on s1, b1, …. (16 states) + 32) TRS on s2, b0, 33) TRS on s2, b1, (16 states) – total 48 states. Requiring 6 bits (could be even lower if SCell activation bitmap is used together with trigger state list as proposed by some companies). However, with Alt1 minimum 8 bits (4 bits each to indicate one of 16 beams each on s1 and s2 are needed, which also cover unnecessary states like TRS on s1,b0+TRS on s2,b1 etc.). This is just one example, there are number of CA cases with different intra and inter band combinations and different antenna set up for each band. The trigger state list based approach (Alt1) can be tailored to minimize overhead for the specific CA case while Alt2 provisions the bits assuming all possible combinations, including many that are never useful. Hope this explains our views on the overhead argument between Alt1 and Alt2. Activating 16 cells at the same time with two bursts is really a corner case - NW can do the activation in two separate commands if that eventuality arises or max value can be increased. The solution is not a complete redesign of aperiodic TRS triggering framework, which results in more overhead for the common scenarios. 



		Moderator

		@Ericsson, Thank you for your explanation. The key concern is how much restriction to the functionality of temporary RS is caused by the small value range in Alt 2b. RAN1 should make the functionality clear enough, rather than costing RAN2 efforts to discuss it. RAN2 is asked only for the L2/L3 signaling design, not for everything.

Regarding Alt2a v.s. Alt2b, both are reusing the framework of A-TRS. The key discussion point is how to indicate the gap between two bursts, explicit or implicit indication.  It is not about “activating 16cells at the same time with two bursts”, but Alt 2b does not allow activating 9 cells with two bursts, which does not match with the legacy MAC-CE for SCell activation in term of number of to-be-activated SCells. Only simple correction like Alt 2a can fix it, i.e. adding the explicit gap indication into the resource configuration. It is unclear why not to have such simple fix, which is the main reason to keep the current form of excel file and keep Alt 2a.

Regarding the “carrier” IE, as explained before, it is needed for RAN2 to work on MAC-CE design, especially whether the new MAC-CE for Alt 2a/2b needs an explicit indication of carrier, and how to make a selection between single MAC-CE and two separate MAC-CEs in a PDSCH. 

Regarding your comment “This is difficult with Alt1.”, it should be very easy for Alt 1 because the resource configuration is optionally configured per cell.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Regarding your comment “which also cover unnecessary states like TRS on s1,b0+TRS on s2,b1 etc.”, understand your example, but since NR cell has max bandwidth 100MHz, it is very rare case in global market to have 200MHz contiguous bandwidth for an operator to configure such contiguous CA. More importantly, the bit overhead of a MAC-CE design is determined by a general inter-band CA case where beams are independent between cells, so that it cannot be reduced only for contiguous intra-band CA.









Other Issues

Issues or comments that do not fit in any of the previous sections of this document can be provided in this section.
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