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[bookmark: _Ref178064866][bookmark: _Toc68698316]1	Introduction
This document summarizes preparation phase discussions for RAN1#109-e for Rel17 NR DSS WI considering below documents submitted for A.I. 8.13

	Ref#
	[bookmark: _Hlk101814979]TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Agenda item

	[1]
	R1-2203102
	Discussion on NR Dynamic spectrum sharing
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	8.13

	[2]
	R1-2203196
	Maintenance of DSS and MR-DC
	ZTE
	8.13

	[3]
	R1-2203528
	Maintenance on Scell scheduling Pcell
	vivo
	8.13

	[4]
	R1-2203876
	Remaining details of NR dynamic spectrum sharing
	Samsung
	8.13

	[5]
	R1-2204005
	Remaining issues of cross-carrier scheduling from sSCell to Pcell
	OPPO
	8.13

	[6]
	R1-2204624
	Remaining issues on Cross-carrier scheduling from Scell to Pcell
	LG Electronics
	8.13

	[7]
	R1-2204694
	On Cross-Carrier Scheduling from sSCell to P(S)Cell
	MediaTek Inc.
	8.13

	[8]
	R1-2204778
	On SCell scheduling PCell transmissions
	Intel Corporation
	8.13

	
	R1-2204822
	NR-DC uplink power sharing when SCG cells are deactivated
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	8.13

	[9]
	R1-2204962
	Maintenance for Rel-17 DSS
	Ericsson
	8.13

	[10]
	R1-2204996
	Maintenance on NR Dynamic spectrum sharing
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	8.13



[bookmark: _Toc68698317]2	Possible topics for discussion
2.1 Possible topics for discussion
· Allow ‘SCell dormancy indication’ to be sent on sSCell - [1]

· Clarify that 'Minimum applicable scheduling offset indicator' field is only applied to scheduling cell carrying the corresponding PDCCH - [1]

· Other values for (s1,s2) - [2],[6]
· Issue discussed in previous meetings with no consensus

· DCI formats 0_1,1_1,0_2,1_2 on PCell for Type A UE - [2]
· Most inputs for this were provided in UE features A.I (8.16.13)

· Clarify that n_CI for P(S)cell self-scheduling is 0 - [3]

· Monitor additional USSs on P(S)cell when sScell is deactivated/dormant
· Yes - [3],[8]; No - [5] 
· Issue discussed in previous meetings with no consensus

· Clarification if UE indicated both FG 34-1 and 34-2 - [3]
· Can be discussed if needed after FG descriptions for 34-1 and 34-2 are finalized

· Clarify 38.213 text on disabling alpha when sSCell is deactivated/dormant -- [4],[9]

· DCI size alignment between PCell and sSCell when the sSCell is deactivated or dormant - [4]

· If common SS set (x_p) of P(S)Cell and SS set (x_s) of sSCell are configured with same searchSpaceId value, then x_s is not used for CCS from sSCell to P(S)Cell and used for self-carrier scheduling - [6]

· Revise 38.212 text for CIF - [6]

· Support search space sharing on sSCell for a DCI format scheduling PCell transmission and a DCI format scheduling SCell transmission - [8]

· Clarify that search space sharing applies only for the PDCCH candidates in the same scheduling cell - [10]

2.2 Moderator Proposal
Discuss the following clarifications/corrections in RAN1#109-e 
1. Allow ‘SCell dormancy indication’ to be sent on sSCell - [1]
2. Clarify that 'Minimum applicable scheduling offset indicator' field is only applied to scheduling cell carrying the corresponding PDCCH - [1]
3. Clarify that n_CI for P(S)cell self-scheduling is 0 - [3]
4. Clarify 38.213 text on disabling alpha when sSCell is deactivated/dormant -- [4],[9]
5. DCI size alignment between PCell and sSCell when the sSCell is deactivated or dormant - [4]
6. If common SS set (x_p) of P(S)Cell and SS set (x_s) of sSCell are configured with same searchSpaceId value, then x_s is not used for CCS from sSCell to P(S)Cell and used for self-carrier scheduling - [6]
7. Revise 38.212 text for CIF - [6]
8. Support search space sharing on sSCell for a DCI format scheduling PCell transmission and a DCI format scheduling SCell transmission - [8]
9. Clarify that search space sharing applies only for the PDCCH candidates in the same scheduling cell - [10]
Please provide comments (if any) for above proposal. 

	Company Name
	Comments

	MTK
	We are fine with the FL proposal for the designated discussion scope.

	Qualcomm
	We are fine with the Moderator’s proposal.

	Nokia, NSB
	We are fine with the moderator’s proposal.

	Samsung
	We are fine with the moderator’s proposal.

	LG Electronics
	We are fine with the moderator’s proposal.

	vivo
	We are fine with the moderator’s proposal
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