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1. Introduction
This paper is a place holder to collect comments for RRC parameters for 60GHz work item. The RRC parameters are captured in the excel sheet in the same folder.
Comments 
Initial access aspects
	Company
	View

	LG Electronics
	Row 12 (for discoveryBurstWindowLength-r17) and row 10 (for SSB-PositionQCL-Relation-r17) need to be updated according to the following conclusion (made in this meeting).

Conclusion:
RRC parameters list to capture changes identified below:
· Add the following note to the comment section of discoveryBurstWindowLength-r17 row in RRC parameter list
· “Note: This parameter is to be included in both SIB1 and the common serving cell configuration parameters”. 
· Support adding “SSB-PositionQCL-Relation-r17” to RRC parameter list as both UE-specific and cell-specific parameter. 
· Inform RAN2 (by adding notes to RRC parameter list) that the either the value range of the information element SSB-PositionQCL-Relation-r16 needs to be extended, or a new Rel-17 IE need to be defined to allow configuration of Q = 16, 32, or 64 in SIB2, SIB3, SIB4, MeasObjectNR, and ServingCellConfigCommon for RRM measurements when operating with shared spectrum channel access in FR2-2.
Moderator: Captured

	Ericsson
	In addition to the conclusion listed by LGE, the following conclusion was also reached in AI 8.2.1 which  needs to be captured in the RRC parameter spreadsheet:

Conclusion:
· RRC parameters list to capture changes identified below
· New parameter, ra-ResponseWindow-r17, under sub-feature group SSB and RACH
· Value range {sl240, sl320, sl640, sl960, sl1280, sl1920, sl2560}
· Based on previous conclusion:
· For FR2-2, support the same mechanism as in Rel-16 for extended RAR window for both 4-step and 2-step RACH.
· New parameter, msgB-ResponseWindow-r17, under sub-feature group SSB and RACH
· Value range { sl240, sl640, sl960, sl1280, sl1920, sl2560}
· Based on previous conclusion:
· For FR2-2, support the same mechanism as in Rel-16 for extended RAR window for both 4-step and 2-step RACH.
· Existing parameter, msgA-PRACH-RootSequenceIndex-r16, under sub-feature group SSB and RACH
· Description:
· May not need to change the IE, but need to add in the note on the limitation to be used with SCS. Field description requires updating to capture that L = 1151 is not supported for SCS 480 and 960 kHz and L = 571 is not supported for 960 kHz.
· Value range:
· CHOICE { l571 INTEGER {0..569}, l1151 INTEGER {0..1149}}
· Cell-specific
Moderator: Captured

	Ericsson2
	Comments based on v005

We suggest adding the following to Column M to clarify where these parameters appear:

· Row2: ServingCellConfigCommonSIB and ServingCellConfigCommon
· Row5: RACH-ConfigCommonTwoStepRA 
· Row6: RACH-ConfigGenericTwoStepRA 
· Row9: RACH-ConfigGeneric
· Row11: SIB2, SIB3, SIB4, MeasObjectNR, and ServingCellConfigCommon since this parameter appears in multiple places
Moderator: Better clarify which IE the above is about. Row numbers seem wrong. I assume Row11 is for SSB-PositionQCL-Rekatuin-r17
Row10 and Row14 refer to the 'spare' bit. These will need modification now based on the RAN2 agreement.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Row 10, Column K: 
We understand that SSB-PositionQCL-Relation-r17 can stay yellow given the RAN2 decision on not using “spare bit” and the need for an updated agreement pertaining to Q. However, currently, the supported values of Q are {16, 32, 64} and not 
{16, 32, 48} as mentioned in column K. Suggest the following change to avoid confusion {16, 32, 48 64}
Moderator: Corrected
Row 15, Column K

Value range for l839 and l139 should also be added. 
Moderator: Added
Other comments:

· Also, we wonder how this part of the agreement should be conveyed to RAN2:

“Inform RAN2 (by adding notes to RRC parameter list) that the either the value range of the information element SSB-PositionQCL-Relation-r16 needs to be extended, or a new Rel-17 IE need to be defined to allow configuration of Q = 16, 32, or 64 in SIB2, SIB3, SIB4, MeasObjectNR, and ServingCellConfigCommon for RRM measurements when operating with shared spectrum channel access in FR2-2.”

Despite RAN2 agreement on not using spare bit, above agreement is still valid in principle even if RAN1 decides to use 1 bit (2 states for Q). Still value range of Q should be increased to more than 8 in SIB2, SIB3, SIB4, MeasObjectNR, and ServingCellConfigCommon for RRM measurements.
Moderator: Added in column M and also copy the conclusion to column P
· Regarding Row10 (SSB-PositionQCL-Relation-r17) and Row11 (spare): They can be marked as yellow for now.

	Ericsson3
	@Moderator. Not sure what happened with the row numbers in our Ericcson2 comments. Anyway, here is a list that clarifies which parameters our comments were about:

· msgA-PRACH-RootSequenceIndex-r16: Add RACH-ConfigCommonTwoStepRA to Column M
· msgB-ResponseWindow-r17: Add RACH-ConfigGenericTwoStepRA to Column M
· ra-ResponseWindow-r17: Add RACH-ConfigGeneric to Column M
Moderator: Added
Also,
The text in Column J for the parameter ssbSubCarrierSpacingCommon will need to be modified due to RAN2 decision about the 'spare' bit
Moderator: I changed the row to unstable given the spare bit situation



[bookmark: _Toc79484723]PDCCH monitoring enhancements
	Company
	View

	Ericsson
	It is still under discussion, but once agreed, updates will be needed on the parameters in SearchSpace related to multi-slot PDCCH monitoring

	DOCOMO
	At least we need to capture the following agreement (i.e. monitoringSlotsWithinSlotGroup-r17, as described in the part with red). 

Agreement
For search space set configuration of multi-slot PDCCH monitoring:
· monitoringSlotPeriodicityAndOffset and duration are appended with "-r17", and
· For monitoringPeriodicityAndOffset-r17
· The values represent slots
· Add periodicity values {32,64,128,5120,10240,20480} to the existing values in monitoringSlotPeriodicityAndOffset
· Note: Total list of supported periodicity values: {1,2,4,5,8,10,16,20,32,40,64,80,128,160,320,640,1280,2560,5120,10240,20480}
· For each periodicity value Xp
· The value range for the offset O is {0 .. Xp-1} slots
· Note: There may be no need to introduce the term "Xp" in the specifications
· The configured periodicity at least for Group (1) SSs is restricted to be an integer multiple of Xs slots
· FFS: details of offset
· For duration-r17
· The values represent slots
· The value range is { 8, 12, …, 20476}
· The configured duration is restricted to be an integer multiple of Xs slots at least for Group (1) SSs
· FFS: need to revise the definition of duration
· monitoringSymbolsWithinSlot applies to each slot in a slot group configured for multi-slot PDCCH monitoring
· Note: This parameter can be directly re-used from earlier releases.
· Introduce new parameter monitoringSlotsWithinSlotGroup-r17
· 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


	PDCCH moderator (Lenovo)
	Added rows 18-21 in the spreadsheet (v005) to cover agreements in RAN1#107bis-e
Moderator: Thanks Alex

	ZTE, Sanechips
	For the following conclusion, need to add an existing RRC parameter” monitoringCapabilityConfig” in list to extent supporting r17monitoringcapability.

Conclusion
Keep r17monitoringcapability in 38.213, and work on the potential RAN1 spec impact at RAN1#108e.


	Ericsson
	Comments based on v005:

· Row19: Suggest the following editorial change for clarity
FFS.
Starting point for further discussion:
Number of consecutive slots that a SearchSpace lasts in every occasion. If the field is absent, the UE applies the value 1 slot group duration (in number of slots), except for DCI format 2_0. The UE ignores this field for DCI format 2_0. The maximum valid duration is periodicity-1 slot group duration (in number of slots) (periodicity as given in the monitoringPeriodicityAndOffset-r17).

Moderator: Per HW request below, only keep the “FFS: need to revise the definition of duration”
Also changed the row to unstable, consider the definition is FFS
· Row21: Suggest to add the following since for 480/960 kHz, only per-slot group monitoring is applicable.

Configures either Rel-15 PDCCH monitoring capability or Rel-16 PDCCH monitoring capability for PDCCH monitoring on a serving cell. Value r15monitoringcapablity enables the Rel-15 monitoring capability, value r16monitoringcapablity enables the Rel-16 PDCCH monitoring capability (see TS 38.213 [13], clause 10.1), and r17monitoringcapability enables the Rel-17 PDCCH multi-slot monitoring capability (see TS 38.213 [13], clause 10.1). For 480 and 960 kHz SCS, only value r17monitoringcapability is applicable.
Moderator: Added
· Suggest to add a new row with monitoringSymbolsWithinSlot since RAN2 will need to update the field description of this existing parameter to convey that it "applies to each slot in a slot group configured for multi-slot PDCCH monitoring" as per the RAN1 agreement
Moderator: Added

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Row 19, Column J: 
We don’t think the provided FFS for the definition of duration in this column captures the agreement properly. We think we simply need to capture the relevant part of the agreement in this column. So, we suggest to remove column J and substitute it with the following
FFS: need to revise the definition of duration

It is of course clear from above that the definition that may need to be revised is the current definition reflected in 38.331.

Agree with Ericsson about Row 21 and adding monitoringSymbolsWithinSlot 
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	View

	
	




Beam management for new SCSs

	Company
	View

	DOCOMO
	Two comments:
1) It seems the following needs to be captured, while it may need a coordination with feMIMO WI
Agreement
Support the value of BeamAppTime_r17 for 120 kHz SCS in FR2-2 as the same value for 120 kHz in FR2-1.
Support the value of BeamAppTime_r17 for 480 kHz SCS as 4 times its value for 120 kHz.
Support the value of BeamAppTime_r17 for 960 kHz SCS as 8 times its value for 120 kHz.
Moderator: Added
2) “UE specific” in row 25 column G seems a typo of “timeDurationForQCL”? 
Moderator: Corrected

	ZTE, Sanechips
	In addition to DOCOMO’s suggestion, the following agreement also needs to be added in comment column for  maxNumberRxTxBeamSwitchDL.
Agreement
For maxNumberRxTxBeamSwitchDL, reuse the following candidate values {4, 7, 14} of 120 kHz in FR2-1 for 120 kHz in FR2-2. 

	Huawei, Hisilicon
	We agree with DOCOMO to capture BeamAppTime_r17 in the Excel sheet. We don’t think MIMO would consider FR2-2 numerologies by default.

Row 33, Columns P and Q:
The agreement mentioned by ZTE needs to be added in column P
Given the agreement on reusing the same values for 120 kHz in FR2-1 and FR2-2, “stable” can be mentioned in column Q. 
Moderator: Added
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	Company
	View

	LG Electronics
	As per the previous agreement in RAN1#107-e, the status of row 36 (for numberOfHARQ-BundlingGroups-r17) should be changed to “stable” and be informed to RAN2 about this RRC parameter.

	Ericsson3
	Adding to LGE's comment, the row should not be marked yellow anymore since this is stable.

	
	

	
	



Channel access mechanism

	Company
	View

	LG Electronics
	The following agreement (made in this meeting) needs to be captured in the excel sheet.

Agreement
Introduce new parameter in RMTC-Config for L3-RSSI to indicate measurement bandwidth.
· The value range for the configured measurement bandwidth should include the maximum and the minimum channel bandwidth and the intermediate channel bandwidths defined by RAN4.
Moderator: Added

	ZTE, Sanechips
	If the following proposal is agreed by email, need to add a new parameter in SIB1 to indicate if msg1 or msgA transmission with CESCS based transmission is allowed.


Proposal 2.7-2b
gNB provides RRC configuration in SIB1 to indicate if msg1 or msgA transmission with Contention Exempt Short Control Signaling based transmission is allowed.
Moderator: Will add after agreement.

	CATT
	Row 43 and Row 44 may be need further clarifications.
Per our understanding, the configuration of the ChannelAccess-CPext field shall be only applied to Non-fallback DCI when the UE is operating in LBT mode. Otherwise, it won’t. 
Because the configuration of the ChannelAccess-CPext field in Non-fallback DCI is to indicate the channel access types. And the channel access types capture in the CR 37.213 only  include Type 1 channel access procedure, Type 2 channel access procedure and Type 3 channel access procedure.  When the UE is operating in No-LBT mode, there is no need to indicate any channel access type captured in CR 37.213. Thus, when the UE is operating in No-LBT mode, the configuration of the ChannelAccess-CPext field should be disabled.
Moderator: In that case, the gNB should just not configure the table, right? 

	
	




Others

	Company
	View

	
	

	
	







3



