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1	Introduction
This document summarizes the discussions in input contributions and during RAN1#107bis-e under the following email thread assigned by RAN1 Chair:
[107bis-e-R17-RRC] LS to RAN2 on updated Rel-17 RRC parameters – Sorour (Ericsson)
· Email discussion to finalize LS to RAN2 from January 24 until January 27
There have been ongoing email discussions since Post RAN1#106-e meeting across Rel-17 WIs in order to provide the preliminary RRC parameter list for supported PHY functionalities by RAN1. The last LS [1] with Rel-17 consolidated higher layer parameters for LTE [2] and NR [3] was sent to RAN2/RAN3 post RAN1#107-e meeting. 
The discussions on RRC parameters in respective Rel-17 WIs were resumed in RAN1#107bis-e only for the six WIs, namely as 60 GHz, IIoT&URLLC, Power saving, Coverage enh., Sidelink and MBS. Within this email discussion, i.e. [107-e-R17-RRC], similarly to the previous meetings, the RRC parameter lists across the WIs are merged into an Excel sheet for final review by the group and approval by Chair to be sent via an LS to RAN2/RAN3 by January 27th, 2022, however only limited to the six WIs discussed within the agenda of RAN1#107bis-e. 
Moreover, similarly to the previous meetings, aiming for a consistent and efficient approach for preparing RRC parameters in RAN1, the set of recommendations and guidelines in [4] is used. As described in [4], only “stable” (not necessarily complete) RRC parameters are included in the LS to RAN2.
The coordination between RRC email discussions per WI and this email discussion is considered as the following:
· The Moderator of each WI RRC email discussion [107bis-e-R17-RRC-WI] has provided the “WI input RRC list”. These lists are collected in an Excel sheet by the Moderator of [107bis-e-R17-RRC].
· The collective Excel sheet is reviewed under [107bis-e-R17-RRC] email discussion using section 2.1 below. 
· Each WI input RRC list includes a column at the end for “Status” to identify most importantly the “stable” rows in the list. Please note that this column is for RAN1 information only and will not be included in the LS to RAN2.
Please note that similarly to the previous meetings, the content of a row, including its status, would be subject to potential change on demand basis. Otherwise, no change would be applied.
Companies are encouraged to consider the discussion in the following section and provide their input, if any.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866][bookmark: _Ref62449171]2	Discussion
2.1	RRC parameter lists of Rel-17 WIs
The sub-sections below are organized for collection of comments on RRC parameters per WI. Please provide your comments, if any, for the input RRC list of a WI in the corresponding sub-section using the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC parameters.

2.1.1	feNR-MIMO (WI code: NR_FeMIMO)
VOID

2.1.2	60GHz (WI code: NR_ext_to_71GHz)
	If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet corresponding to this WI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 

	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	The updated list is not ready for review and discussion in this thread. Moderator will announce when the list is ready to be reviewed and discussed in this email thread.

	Moderator
	@All: For 60 GHz, the corresponding RRC parameters are available now in the last version (i.e. v006) at folder Collection of RRC parameters for review.

	LG Electronics
	Just to make sure, yellow color for row 43 should be removed since its status is changed to “stable” in this meeting.

	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v007) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 43: Removed yellow highlight as suggested by LG

	Huawei, HiSilicon 
	Row 20, column J:

The description is not aligned with the working assumption (which is brought below). In particular, “The MSB represents the first slot, the LSB represents the last slot of a slot group” may not be correct because, based on the WA,  the size of the parameter is fixed to 8 while that of the slot group Xs may be 4.  

We suggest the following (which is the copy-paste of marked part of WA):

„Each bit represents a slot in a slot group. A slot in the slot group is configured for multi-slot PDCCH monitoring if the corresponding bit in the slot group is set to '1'. (Note: Further configuration of the monitoring symbols in such a slot is done by monitoringSymbolsWithinSlot).“

· Working assumption:
· The size is 8 bits
· Each bit in monitoringSlotsWithinSlotGroup-r17 represents a slot in a slot group
· A slot in the slot group is configured for multi-slot PDCCH monitoring if the corresponding bit in the slot group is set to '1'
· Note: Further configuration of the monitoring symbols in such a slot is done by monitoringSymbolsWithinSlot
· The slots indicated in the bitmap should be consecutive at least for Group (1) SSs

Row 33, column Q:
“stable” needs to be added. This RRC parameter is stable. We have reached a new agreement for 120 kHz this meeting (brought in Column P) which resolve any pertaining FFS.
 

	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v008) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 20: The description in Column J is changed as suggested by HW/HiSi as the following:
Working Assumption:
Each bit represents a slot in a slot group. The MSB represents the first slot, the LSB represents the last slot of a slot group. A slot in the slot group is configured for multi-slot PDCCH monitoring if the corresponding bit in the slot group is set to '1'. A slot in the slot group is configured for multi-slot PDCCH monitoring if the corresponding bit in the slot group is set to '1'. (Note: Further configuration of the monitoring symbols in such a slot is done by monitoringSymbolsWithinSlot).
· Row 33: Marked as ”Stable”.


	Ericsson
	Rather than striking out all of the text in Rows 9 and 11, perhaps the following notes could be added in Column P (Comments column) to inform RAN2 of the status of these parametes.

Row 11: Due to the RAN2 agreement that the 'spare' bit in MIB should not be used, the parameter spare will no longer indicate N_SSB^QCL

Row 9: Due to the RAN2 agreement that the 'spare' bit in MIB should not be used, the parameter ssbSubCarrierSpacing can indicate N_SSB^QCL, but not in combination with 'spare'


	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v011) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 9 & Row 11: Undid the strike-out and added instead the comments in Column (P) as suggested by Ericsson to reflect the usntablity of the row due to RAN2 decision. Thanks for the correction.


	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v012) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 9: The recently added note is corrected based on the comment by HW on reflector by  ssbSubCarrierSpacing subCarrierSpacingCommon. Thanks for the correction.



2.1.3	IIoT&URLLC (WI code: NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh)
	If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet corresponding to this WI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 

	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	The updated list is not ready for review and discussion in this thread. Moderator will announce when the list is ready to be reviewed and discussed in this email thread.

	Moderator
	@All: For URLLC&IIoT, the corresponding RRC parameters are available now in the last version (i.e. v005) at folder Collection of RRC parameters for review.

	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v006) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 81: Note 4 is added to Column P.

	LG
	Minor update: Description of row 50 may need to be updated by adding “for the primary PUCCH cell group” as below.

· Enables multiplexing a high-priority (HP) UCI and a low-priority (LP) UCI into a PUCCH or PUSCH for the primary PUCCH cell group.

	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v008) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 50: Column P is updated as LG suggested:
“Enables multiplexing a high-priority (HP) UCI and a low-priority (LP) UCI into a PUCCH or PUSCH for the primary PUCCH cell group.”

	Ericsson
	Suggest updates to row 68 and 69 below:
· Row 68, column J: “Enable PHY prioritization for the case where low-priority DG-PUSCH collides with high-priority CG-PUSCH as described in Sec. 9 of 38.213, when the UE has generated transport blocks for both DG-PUSCH and CG-PUSCH as described in TS38.321.”
· Row 68, column J: “Enable PHY prioritization of overlapping high-priority dynamic grant PUSCH and low-priority configured grant PUSCH on a BWP of a serving cell as described in Sec. 9 of 38.213, when the UE has generated transport blocks for both DG-PUSCH and CG-PUSCH as described in TS38.321.” 

	QC
	The contents in row12 and row 13 should not be a mandatory RRC field. This issue is parallel to the discussion of these parameters being “stable” or “unstable”. Theoretically, each Rel. 17 Type 3 HARQ CB is specified by a list of HARQ Processes per CC. The proposed text in Row 12 and Row 13 is one optional way for configuring each Rel. 17 Type 3 HARQ CB. What is given in these rows are examples of each Rel. 17 Type 3 HARQ CB configuration; they could be given and discussed by RAN 2. This should not be the only way of configuring each Rel. 17 Type 3 HARQ CB. As explained at the end of #106bis-e and as explained at our contribution for #107e this discussion should be left entirely to RAN 2. The network e.g. might decide to configure Type 3 HARQ CBs with a starting HARQ Process and size per CC for a list of consecutive HARQ Processes. By the way, the proposal of rows 12 and 13 results in very large overhead.
Proposal: Rows 12 and 13 to be removed.

For row 17 and row 19 the name is unfortunate. Indeed, the product of the configuration is that the gNB needs to configure a DCI field with 3 extra bits when the network allows new PDSCH scheduling and indication of 1 up to 8 Type 3 HARQ CBs. 
Proposal: Rename the parameter of row 17 to 
pdsch-HARQ-ACK-enhType3Dci1_1SchedulingNewPdsch
and the parameter of row 19 to 
pdsch-HARQ-ACK-enhType3Dci1_2SchedulingNewPdsch


	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v009) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 68 & 69: Column J is updated as suggested by Ericsson.

	Moderator
	@QC: Thanks for the comments and proposals. Please see my clarifcaitons below.
· On a bigger point, I understand your concern. It should be known to all that RAN2 has complete freedom to make the changes and arrangement of the entries to serve the intended purpose. In fact, since there have been issues regarding this, I tried to address this issue in Recoomendation R1-2111193 (slide 6 & Recommendation 3 in slide 18). As you may noticed, R1-2111193, and Recommendation 3 are explicitly mentioned in LS. Therefore, even without changing, RAN2 has the authority to adopt changes, e.g. following your suggestions for these rows.

· Removal of Rows 12 & 13: At this point, it seems difficult for me to remove these two rows for the following reasons:
· The rows have been considered stable for the last two meetings and were communicated to RAN2. In other to remove them in this email thread, I need to know if it is agreeable to the group. Usually, these discussions take place in WI RRC email discussion. Please note that as you see in other Sheets, there are rows that are removed after being sent to RAN2. However, the decision of removal is taken in the corresponding WI RRC email discussions. Therefore, I will ask the group and if there is no concern to remove the row.
· Changing names in Row 17 & 19: Prhaps the name can be improved, but not only your suggestion exceeds 25 characters, but also I face the same issue that such a change at this stage, in this email thread, should not raise any concern. Therefore, I will ask the group and if there is no concern to change the name.

@All: Please review QC comments. Please indicate if there is any concern with the proposals.

	QC 2
	@Moderator: appreciated explanations and the pointers to the guidelines. Trying to comply with directions and guidelines is always the best way forward. There is agreement there. In this direction, the following comment: this RRC representation of a single Type 3 HARQ CB has never been discussed in the group and therefore it is not fair to give the impression to RAN 2, that we all in RAN 1 see it in the same way; no one can speak about the majority in RAN 1 either, since the RRC representation of a single Type 3 HARQ CB was never discussed in RAN 1; it should not be discussed though, since it is not our area of expertise. The related RAN 1 agreements in these rows do not translate directly to the RRC parameters listed in rows 11 and 13. Examples were given in the past from QC explaining that these RRC representation is not very efficient. Again, this is not a topic for RAN1 and therefore – according to the guidelines/directions mentioned – better to leave the freedom to RAN 2 to decide the details without any bias from RAN 1. The contents of rows 11 and 13 are very good representative examples and if RAN 2 wants help in specifying the related RRC fields, you can give them these examples stating that they come from the source who gave you the content of these rows. RAN 1 colleagues from different companies can provide their examples as well to their RAN 2 colleagues if needed.
With regards to the name, feel free to give any relevant name. The point is that RRC configures DCI 1_1 or DCI 1_2 to schedule new PDSCH and indicate dynamically the Type 3 HARQ CB to be transmitted.

	vivo
	From reflector:
About RRC parameters for URLLC&IIoT, our views are following:
· For removal of Rows 12 & 13, we do not agree to remove the stable RRC parameters after the discussions/decisions made in RAN1#107 meeting. There is no need to re-open the discussion and we agree with Moderator’s understanding that RAN2 has the authority to adopt change to serve the intended purpose.
· For Changing names in Row 17 & 19, we prefer original name for simplicity. 


	Moderator
	No change is made.
@All: At least vivo showed concern to the suggested changes by QC.
@QC: As Chair indicated previously, the RRC parameters sent to RAN2 represent RAN1 official position. The suggested changes are for the content of the rows that have been already sent. As the Moderator, I am not entitled to make such changes unless there is consensus and no concern from the group. Consideirng that these issues were not raised during [107bis-e-R17-RRC-IIoT-URLLC], and at least vivo already raised concern in this email thread, no change is made by Moderator.

	Nokia
	Reply to QC
Rows 12 & 13: 
We have a concrete RAN1 agreement on these two rows from RAN1#107-e: 

Agreement (RAN1#107-e)
One enhanced Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook is RRC configured either as:
a subset of CC, i.e., all HARQ processes of the subset of CCs are part of the codebook, OR
	pdsch-HARQ-ACK-enhType3perCC
	Configure the one enhanced Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook using per CC configuration
	(1..maxNrofServingCells) of Integer (0,1)


a subset of configured HARQ processes per CC, i.e., different subsets of HARQ processes can be configured for each CC.
	pdsch-HARQ-ACK-enhType3perHARQ
	Configure the one enhanced Type 3 HARQ-ACK codebook using a per HARQ process and CC configuration
	(1..maxNrofServingCells) of Bit String (Size (16))



So, as RAN1 took the agreement on how to configure this – this is then not up to RAN2 anymore. We agreed these rows with a dedicated agreement – the agreement stands. 
On rows 17 & 19 – change of name: 
We do not agree to change the name and prefer the original formulation. Please also note, that if the additional DCI field is configured it does not mean that the DCI at the same time schedules PDSCH. As for the R16 Type 3 CB, there could be a still an invalid FDRA indicating no PDSCH is scheduled. Therefore the suggested changed naming by QC would imply a PDSCH is scheduled, which is simply not correct. 


	Moderator
	@All: Based on the inputs recevied and explanations provided by Moderator, no change is made on rows 12& 13 and 17& 19 per QC suggestions.



2.1.4	NR-NTN (WI code: NR_NTN_solutions)
VOID
2.1.5	Positioning (WI code: NR_pos_enh)
VOID
2.1.6	RedCap (WI code: NR_redcap)
VOID

2.1.7	Power saving	 (WI code: NR_UE_pow_sav_enh)
	If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet corresponding to this WI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 

	Company
	Comment

	Vivo
	For DCI based PDCCH monitoring adaptation, according to the latest agreement made in Tuesday, the following need to be updated,

Column J Row 25, 
- The UE can be configured to be indicated by DCI a value of X (i.e., skipping duration) among at most M =3 RRC configured values by scheduling DCIs indicating PDCCH schedules data

Column P Row 25,
- adding the following agreement,
Agreement (RAN1#107bis-E)
For PDCCH monitoring adaptation case 1, support at most M = 3 for PDCCH skipping with 2 bits indication.

Column K Row 24,
- {1,2,3,…,20,30, 40, 50, 60, 80, 100} for 15 kHz SCS,
{1,2,3,…,40, 60, 80, 100, 120,160,200} for 30 kHz SCS,
{1,2,3,…,80, 120, 160, 200, 240, 320,400} for 60kHz SCS,
{1,2,3,…,160, 240, 320,400, 480, 640,800} for 120kHz SCS
{TBD, …TBD} for 480kHz SCS
{TBD, …TBD} for 960kHz SCS

Column P Row 24,
- adding the following agreement,
Working Assumption(RAN1#107bis-e)
The bit length of the candidate skipping values and SSSG switching initial timer values in slots for 480kHz and 960kHz SCS are assumed to be the same as that for 120KHz SCS

Column K Row 26,
- o    {1,2,3,…,20,30, 40, 50, 60, 80, 100} for 15 kHz SCS,
o    {1,2,3,…,40, 60, 80, 100, 100120,160,200} for 30 kHz SCS,
o    {1,2,3,…,80, 120, 160, 200, 240, 320,400} for 60kHz SCS,
o    {1,2,3,…,160, 240, 320,400, 480, 640,800} for 120kHz SCS
o    {TBD, …TBD} for 480kHz SCS
o    {TBD, …TBD} for 960kHz SCS

Column P Row 26,
- adding the following agreement,
Working Assumption(RAN1#107bis-e)
The bit length of the candidate skipping values and SSSG switching initial timer values in slots for 480kHz and 960kHz SCS are assumed to be the same as that for 120KHz SCS

	Ericsson
	Row 20 (validityDuration)– The text update (in red) in column J should be removed as the note does not belong to the parameter description, and anyways the corresponding agreement is already captured in column P.   

	
	

	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v007) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 20: Removed Note in column J
· Row 24, 25, 26: Suggested changes by vivo are adopted.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Row 18: 
Regarding the value range of the paremeter, there are some values in square brackets, which are [slots160], [slots320], [slots640].
I checked the agreements related with the topic, and there is only one agreement in RAN1#105 as following and I cannot find any other agreement or FFS bullet related. 

Maybe we could ask the views from other companies whether we could remove it. 

Agreement:
Configuration of TRS/CSI-RS occasion(s) for idle/inactive UEs include:
· periodicityAndOffset {10, 20, 40, 80} ms
· frequencyDomainAllocation for row1 with applicable values from {0, 1, 2, 3} to indicate the offset of the first RE to RE#0 in a RB
· FFS Configuration index
· details, 
· E.g. Per resource or resource set or group of resource sets
· E.g. explicit or implicit indication based on QCL source 


	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v008) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 18: The [..] are removed in Column K based on HW/HiSi comment as the following. @All: Please indicate if there is any concern.
{slots10, slots20, slots40, slots80, [slots160], [slots320], [slots640]}

	MediaTek
	1. Row 7:
Accoding to the following working assumption, as quoted from session chair/Xiadong’s notes:
	Working assumption
· SearchSpaceId = 0 can be configured forpeiSearchSpace for the case of CORESET multiplexing pattern 2 or 3




The following revision to the descroption of peiSearchSpace is suggested: 
	Dedicated search space configuration for PEI:
1) Can be configured to one of up to 4 common SS sets configured by commonSearchSpaceList with SearchSpaceId > 0. 
2) [SearchSpaceId = 0 can be configured for the case of CORESET multiplexing pattern 2 or 3]
2) 3) ...



2. Row 18:
The comment from Huawei, HiSilicon looks to remove the values that are not in any agreement, i.e., [slots160], [slots320], [slots640]. Current revision looks in opposite to the suggestion, and we also suggest to remove the values without any agreement.

	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v011) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 7: Updated decription in Column(J) as suggested by Rapporteur to reflect recent WA
· Row 18: Corrected Column(K). Thanks for identifying the error, 




2.1.8	Coverage (WI code: NR_cov_enh)
	If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet corresponding to this WI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 

	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	The updated list is not ready for review and discussion in this thread. Moderator will announce when the list is ready to be reviewed and discussed in this email thread.

	Moderator
	@All: For Coverage, the corresponding RRC parameters are available now in the last version (i.e. v007) at folder Collection of RRC parameters for review.

	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v008) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· The following editorial updates are made as suggested by Rapporteure: 
· Row 13: Deleted text with strikethrough “configured” in column J.
· Row 15: Removed the status “stable” in column R, since it’s a new RRC parameter agreed in this meeting.





2.1.9	UL Tx switching (WI code: NR_RF_FR1_enh-Core)
VOID
2.1.10	Small data (WI code:NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core)
VOID
2.1.11	NB-IoT&eMTC (WI code: NB_IOTenh4_LTE_eMTC6)
VOID
2.1.12	eIAB (WI code: NR_IAB_enh)
VOID

2.1.13	Sidelink (WI code: NR_SL_enh)
	If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet corresponding to this WI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 

	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	The updated list is not ready for review and discussion in this thread. Moderator will announce when the list is ready to be reviewed and discussed in this email thread.

	Moderator
	@All: For Sidelink, the corresponding RRC parameters are available now in the last version (i.e. v007) at folder Collection of RRC parameters for review.

	Moderator
	@All: Is Row 13 stable?


	Moderator
	@All: The following update is made in the last version (i.e. v010) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.
· Row 13: Marked as Stable as confirmed by Rapporteur.
· Rows 35 to 40: New rows added by Rapporteur to reflect the recent agreements. Huge thanks to the Rapporteur’s incredible efforts. 




2.1.14	MBS (WI code: NR_MBS)
	If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet corresponding to this WI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 

	Company
	Comment

	CMCC (FL)
	[bookmark: _Hlk94012619][bookmark: _Hlk94012503]Based on Qualcomm’s comments, the following parameters are updated:
For pdsch-Config-MCCH, 
· in column J, “This IE is used to configure the UE specificgroup-common PDSCH configuration for MCCH.”
For pdsch-Config-MTCH, 
· in column J, “This IE is used to configure the UE specificgroup-common PDSCH configuration for MTCH.”
· in column K, default value is added with “pdsch-Config-MCCH”
For pdcch-Config-MCCH, 
· in column J, “This IE is used to configure the UE specificgroup-common PDCCH configuration for MCCH.”
For pdcch-Config-MTCH, 
· in column J, “This IE is used to configure the UE specificgroup-common PDCCH configuration for MTCH.”
· in column K, default value is added with “pdcch-Config-MCCH”
For pdcch-DMRS-ScramblingID-Broadcast
· in column M, it is described as “per CORESET included in PDCCH-Config-MCCH/PDCCH-Config-MTCH” instead of per CFR
Besides, to align RAN2’s running CR of creating a new signaling structure of PDSCH configuration, additional two parameters are explicitly listed, including:
· PDSCH-TimeDomainResourceAllocationList included in PDSCH-config-MCCH, which does not support including repetitionNumber.
· PDSCH-TimeDomainResourceAllocationList-r16 included in PDSCH-config-MTCH, which supports including repetitionNumber-MTCH.
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK75]Agreement
For RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE UEs, for slot-level repetition for MTCH, support:
· (Config A) UE can be configured with pdsch-AggregationFactor per G-RNTI, applied to DCI format 1_0 with the G-RNTI.
· (Config B) UE can be configured with TDRA table with repetitionNumber as part of the TDRA table in PDSCH-Config-Broadcast
· If UE is configured with Config B, UE does not expect to be configured with Config A for the same GC-PDSCH.




	Moderator
	@All: For MBS, the above changes indicated by FL are reflected in the last version (i.e. v004) at folder Collection of RRC parameters.



2.1.15	DSS (WI code: NR_DSS)
VOID
2.1.16	MR-DCs Scell Act (WI code: LTE_NR_DC_enh2)
VOID
2.1.17	IoT NTN (WI code: LTE_NBIOT_eMTC_NTN)
VOID
2.1.18	5G-Broadcast (WI code: LTE_terr_bcast_bands_part1)
VOID

2.2	Draft LS to RAN2 on RRC parameters
A draft for LS to RAN2 is provided and available at folder Draft LS. Please provide your comments, if any, on the latest version of draft LS.
	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.




2.3	Improve RRC parameters preparation activity 
The document in [4] is an attempt to address our challenges in RAN1 for the task of RRC parameters preparation based on our previous experiences. Please consider this section to share your questions, comments and suggestions that could help to further improve our WoW within RAN1, as well as inter-action with RAN2 with respect to RRC parameter preparation. The more we know, the more we can improve. Thank You!
	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.




[bookmark: _Ref85396968]3	Conclusion
The following agreement was made to conclude the email discussion:
· The last version of the RRC parameter list v012 is endorsed by Chair.

v012 is uploaded as R1-2200699 with LS R1-2200700.
The outcome of this discussion provides the outputs captured in the documents below:
	R1-2200698
	DRAFT LS on updated Rel-17 NR higher-layers parameter list
	Moderator (Ericsson)

	R1-2200699
	Consolidated higher layers parameter list for Rel-17 NR
	Moderator (Ericsson)

	R1-2200700
	LS on updated Rel-17 NR higher-layers parameter list
	RAN1, Ericsson

	R1-2200701
	Summary of Email discussion on Rel-17 RRC parameters for LS to RAN2
	Moderator (Ericsson)

	R1-2200702
	Collection of updated higher layers parameter list for Rel-17 NR
	Moderator (Ericsson)


P
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