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Discussion
RAN1 #110bis discussed the remaining issues in Rel-17 SCell-to-P(S)Cell scheduling, and agreed solutions for most of them, except the one for clarification of parameters in CSI-MeasConfig. FL proposed the following to conclude the discussion, which however is postponed to RAN1 #111 because companies have different understanding of “joint set” that is used in the proposal. 
	Proposal 1-Alt1
· Clarify capability description for FG 34-1 and 34-2 by including below additional text as a Note
· “parameters in CSI-MeasConfig of P(S)Cell and sSCell are configured such that joint set of these parameters across P(S)Cell and sSCell does not result in exceeding any of the UE’s capabilities for A-/SP-CSI reporting on PUSCH on P(S)Cell”
· Send LS to RAN2 requesting to reflect this in 38.306


There were two understandings shown in RAN1 #110bis for the “joint set” in the above proposal: 
· Understanding 1: None of the CSI-MeasConfig of P(S)Cell and the CSI-MeasConfig of sSCell results in exceeding any of the UE’s capabilities for A-/SP-CSI reporting on PUSCH on P(S)Cell.  
· Understanding 2: The sum (or the union) of what results from the CSI-MeasConfig for P(S)Cell and what results from the CSI-MeasConfig for sSCell does not exceed any of the UE’s capabilities for A-/SP-CSI reporting on PUSCH on P(S)Cell. 
Our preference is the Understanding 2, because otherwise the UE would be made to implement double of what it reports as capability, which modifies the meaning of existing UE capability signaling. 
Proposal 1: The proposed Note in RAN1 #110bis Proposal 1-Alt1 is interpreted as: The sum (or the union) of what results from the CSI-MeasConfig for P(S)Cell and what results from the CSI-MeasConfig for sSCell does not exceed any of the UE’s capabilities for A-/SP-CSI reporting on PUSCH on P(S)Cell.
At last, if the proposed Note in Proposal 1-Alt1 should be reflected in 38.306, the same Note should be included as well in 38.822.  
1. 
2. 
Conclusion
This contribution provides the following proposals:
Proposal 1: The proposed Note in RAN1 #110bis Proposal 1-Alt1 is interpreted as: The sum (or the union) of what results from the CSI-MeasConfig for P(S)Cell and what results from the CSI-MeasConfig for sSCell does not exceed any of the UE’s capabilities for A-/SP-CSI reporting on PUSCH on P(S)Cell.
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