Page 4
Draft prETS 300 ???: Month YYYY
3GPP TSG RAN WG1 #110	R1-2207951
Toulouse, France, 22 – 26. August 2022

Agenda item:	7.1
Source:	Nokia
Title:	Summary of comments on R1-2206429, PUSCH power control, configuration of the set of p0 in P0-PUSCH-AlphaSet
WI:	NR_newRAT-Core
Document for:	Discussion and Decision
[bookmark: _Ref178064866][bookmark: _Toc68698316]1	Introduction
This document collects company views on a RAN1#110 submitted CR attempting to clarify the RNTI to be used in the scrambling of the initial CG-PUSCH transmission when the PUSCH has no associated PDCCH to derive the RNTI from.

	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Release
	Spec
	Version
	Related WIs
	CR category

	R1-2206429
	PUSCH power control, configuration of the set of p0 in P0-PUSCH-AlphaSet
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Rel-15
	38.213
	15.15.0
	NR_newRAT-Core
	F




	Reason for change:
	
Section 7.1.1 in one paragraph the first part of that paragraph defines that  value is either provided by parameter p0-NominalWithGrant, or if the p0-NominalWithGrant is not provided  is used.

The second part of the same paragraph defines that a set of values are provided by a set of p0 in P0-PUSCH-AlphaSet indicated by a respective set of p0-PUSCH-AlphaSetId.

However, one can read the condition in the 1st part for using  “if the p0-NominalWithGratn is not provided“ being also the condition for the second sentence  applying to the .
This interpretation would lead to the UE p0-PUSCH-AlphaSet configuration would only be applied when the p0-NominalWithGrant is not provided.










-	For , a  value, applicable for all , is provided by p0-NominalWithGrant, or  if p0-NominalWithGrant is not provided, for each carrier  of serving cell  and a set of values are provided by a set of p0 in P0-PUSCH-AlphaSet indicated by a respective set of p0-PUSCH-AlphaSetId for active UL BWP  of carrier  of serving cell 
It is not clear whether the “and” relate the yellow part to the green&cyan highlighted part, or to the cyan highlighted part only.

	
	

	Summary of change:
	Clarifying that the Po_UE_PUSCH values adopt the set of of p0 in P0-PUSCH-AlphaSet indicated by a respective set of p0-PUSCH-AlphaSetId regardless of the way the Po_NOMINAL_PUSCH is determined. 
Impact analysis
Impacted functionality: PUSCH power control and configuraiton of Po_UE_PUSCH when p0-NominalWithGrant is provided.
Inter-operability: 
· If the UE is implemented according to the CR and the gNB is not: the gNB would not expect the UE to determine the Po_UE_PUSCH from the Po-PUSCH-AlphaSet configuration if p0-NominalWithGrant was present.
If the gNB is implemented according to the CR and the UE is not: the gNB would expect the UE to determine the Po_UE_PUSCH from the Po-PUSCH-AlphaSet configuration even if p0-NominalWithGrant was present, when in this case the UE would ignore the Po-PUSCH-AlphaSet configuration

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	· It remains unclear if the Po_UE_PUSCH determination from Po-PUSCH-AlphaSet is conditioned to the absence of p0-NominalWithGrant. 



[bookmark: _Hlk111635035]The proposed change and the surrounding paragraph:










-	For , a  value, applicable for all , is provided by p0-NominalWithGrant, or  if p0-NominalWithGrant is not provided, for each carrier  of serving cell . In additionand a set of values are provided by a set of p0 in P0-PUSCH-AlphaSet indicated by a respective set of p0-PUSCH-AlphaSetId for active UL BWP  of carrier  of serving cell 
[bookmark: _Hlk112172860]2	Company views
Please provide company comments to the table below
	Company 
	Comment

	Nokia, NSB
	As a proponent we support this CR.

	ZTE
	There are two related parameters for P0_nominal and P0_UE_PUSCH, which are individual determined. We tend to agree that the above clarification is good for presentation, but it is not essential/critical. 

	OPPO
	The descriptions before and after “and” are for different parameters. There should not be any misunderstanding. We have many similar descriptions in current spec. Hence, we don’t think a CR is needed. 

	Samsung
	We think the current spec is clear. The CR seems not needed.

	Intel
	We share similar view as other companies that the spec is clear and the CR is not needed. 

	vivo
	The CR is not needed. It is common understanding that Po_UE_PUSCH is applicable to the case of p0-NominalWithGrant is provided.




 3	Proposed conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk112172915]Moderator proposal:
Conclusion: The specification is already clear, and the CR is not needed.
CR in R1-2206429 is rejected
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