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1. [bookmark: _Ref521334010]Introduction
This document summarizes the discussions during RAN1#114 on the following CRs.
R1-2307030	Correction on the HARQ-ACK mapping for CBG based transmission	CATT
R1-2307031	Correction on the HARQ-ACK mapping for CBG based transmission	CATT
2. Discussion
2.1. Discussion
Question 1: Do you agree that HARQ-ACK mapping for CBG based transmission is missing for Type-2 HARQ-ACK codebook in TS 338.213?
	
	Company

	Agree
	

	Not agree
	



	Company
	Comments

	QC
	We think the mapping is obvious. 

	
	

	
	

	
	



Question 2: Do you agree with the CR?
	
	Company

	Agree
	

	Not agree
	



	Company
	Comments

	QC
	We are leaning towards not adopting the CR. If we really want to make it crystal clear, we can accept the CR for Rel-17. For Rel-16, we don’t think it meet the bar of adopting a CR.  

	QC2
	We missed one thing in the CR. We withdraw our previous comment that we can accept it for Rel-17, before the following question is clarified. 
Should be adopt the following wording, 
“The HARQ-ACK information bit of each CBG for a TB in a serving cell c is mapped into the  HARQ-ACK information bits corresponding to the TB in ascending order of CBG index.”
Or the following 
“The HARQ-ACK information bit of each CBG for a TB in a serving cell c is mapped into the  HARQ-ACK information bits corresponding to the TB in ascending order of CBG index.”?


	Samsung
	Though we think that it is obvious behaviour, if majorities think the change is necessary, we would like to suggest the change in 9.1.1, not 9.1.3.1 because 9.1.1 is more relevant section for CBG HARQ codebook determination. 

9.1.1 CBG-based HARQ-ACK codebook determination
The HARQ-ACK codebook includes the  HARQ-ACK information bits in ascending order of CBG index.


	Moderator
	An updated CR based on the suggestion from Samsung is provided in the draft folder. Please check the updated CR.

	LGE
	We are OK with Samsung’s suggestion if majority companies consider that the change is necessary.

	ZTE
	From my personal view, the intention is for  but not for . As  is the final number of bits for transmission which may append bits for the blank CBG based on . We are open to the updated CR although it seems not necessary as we all clearly understand this.



3. Conclusion
Summary of discussions:
Based on the discussions, it seems that companies agree that HARQ-ACK mapping for CBG based transmission is not defined for Type-2 HARQ-ACK codebook.
Samsung proposed an alternative wording.
Draft CRs according to the suggested wording from Samsung are provided in R1-2308455 and R1-2308456.

Proposed Agreement:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Endorse the draft CRs in R1-2308455 and R1-2308456 for Rel-16 and Rel-17 TS 38.213 respectively.



