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Discussions 


	Company
	Comments

	Nokia/NSB
	Thanks Aris for the excellent updates. 
Three initial comments from our side:
· Change 1 – MBS (clause 9): 
We could consider (as you suggest) to make the restriction on MBS a bit weaker, but would prefer (if so) to have this based on an updated agreement at RAN1#115 (and then implement this to 38.213 accordingly, e.g. after Chicago). Having the specs not aligned with a RAN1 agreement is not preferred from our side.
[Aris]: Yes, of course. Will update. Should have done it the reverse way (capture the agreement and make a comment for the possible milder restriction).

· Change 2 – Enh. Type 3 CB (9.1.4):
From the current description (in contrast to 9.1.5 – HARQ re-tx), it seems that the cell with no valid FDRA needs/has to be the one with the smallest serving cell index (but it should be the one with the smallest serving cell index having the invalid FDRA). So some minor wording change here seems to be needed. Maybe something like this could be working (in red on top of clean current Aris’ version):
	If 
-	a UE detects a DCI format that includes a One-shot HARQ-ACK request field with value 1, and
-	the CRC of the DCI is scrambled by a C-RNTI or an MCS-C-RNTI, and
-	resourceAllocation = resourceAllocationType0 and all bits of the frequency domain resource assignment field in the DCI format are equal to 0 for a serving cell, or
-	resourceAllocation = resourceAllocationType1 and all bits of the frequency domain resource assignment field in the DCI format are equal to 1 for a serving cell, or
-	resourceAllocation = dynamicSwitch and all bits of the frequency domain resource assignment field in the DCI format are equal to 0 or 1 for a serving cell
the DCI format provides a request for a Type-3 HARQ-ACK codebook report and does not schedule a PDSCH reception on the serving cell. If the UE is provided pdsch-HARQ-ACK-EnhType3ToAddModList and the DCI format includes an enhanced Type 3 codebook indicator field that provides a value for pdsch-HARQ-ACK-EnhType3Index, the UE determines a size of a set of indicated serving cells  and a size of a set of indicated HARQ process numbers  for each indicated serving cell and each indicated HARQ process number from the entry in pdsch-HARQ-ACK-EnhType3ToAddModList corresponding to the pdsch-HARQ-ACK-EnhType3Index value. If the DCI format does not include the enhanced Type 3 codebook indicator field, the pdsch-HARQ-ACK-EnhType3Index value is provided by the value of
-	the MCS field for transport block 1 if the DCI format is DCI format 1_1
-	the MCS field if the DCI format is DCI format 1_2 
-	the MCS field for transport block 1 of the serving cell with smallest index among the serving cell(s) without PDSCH reception if the DCI format is DCI format 1_3, where the serving cell is the one with smallest index 



[Aris]: In the current text, the serving cell used for the triggering of the Type-3 CB does not need to be the one with the smallest index. It is conditioned on being a serving cell without scheduled PDSCH (and there may be more than one). However, OK to update based on the suggested text for better clarity.   

· Change 3 – single scheduling cell (Clause 10.1)
we think it should be ‘scheduling the serving cell ’ and not ‘scheduling on the serving cell’ (again changes in red on top of clean Aris’ version)
	A UE does not expect to monitor PDCCH candidates on an active DL BWP of a secondary cell if the UE is configured to monitor PDCCH candidates for detection of DCI formats scheduling on that secondary cell in another serving cell. For a serving cell included in MC-DCI-SetofCells, if provided, the UE does not expect to monitor PDCCH candidates on more than one scheduling cell for detection of DCI formats scheduling on the serving cell. For the active DL BWP of a serving cell on which the UE monitors PDCCH candidates, the UE monitors PDCCH candidates at least for the same serving cell. 



[Aris]: “scheduling [PXSCH] on” is OK. It is also an existing expression in 38.213. 

	LGE
	Thanks Aris for providing the update, and we also have similar comments as Nokia.

On the update related to MBS (clause 9):
We also prefer to reflect the relevant agreement as it is in the spec, to avoid some related issues which might be raised again, for example, whether the MBS can simultaneously be configured with UL multi-cell scheduling, whether the 3rd DAI is included in UL DCI even with the following sentence, etc.

The UE does not expect to provide HARQ-ACK information for multicast PDSCH receptions on serving cells of the same PUCCH group as serving cells from the sets of serving cells
[Aris]: Please see response to Nokia. 
Also, I don’t think there can be any issue about a third DCI in UL DCI (there won’t be any such DAI even with the initial text).

On the update related to e-Type-3 CB (9.1.4):
We agree with Nokia that the smallest cell index should be determined among the cells indicated with invalid FDRA (as for HARQ-ACK retransmission).

On the update related to scheduling cell (10.1):
Also agree with Nokia to remove the “on”.
[Aris]: Please see response to Nokia. 


	Qualcomm
	Thanks much, Aris, for the nice draft CR. 

One another (minor) comment is regarding following change in 10.1:
[image: ]

We thought the agreement has to be captured in 38.321 Clauses 5.9 and 5.15.1 (e.g., update highlighted parts below). We are fine to keep the above update in 38.213 for now, but would need to follow up where/how to capture the agreement. (we would not have strong preference on this, as long as the specs are clear and 213/321 are consistent)
	[bookmark: _Toc37296213][bookmark: _Toc46490340][bookmark: _Toc52752035][bookmark: _Toc52796497][bookmark: _Toc139032282]5.9	Activation/Deactivation of SCells
[…]

1>	if the SCell is deactivated:
2>	not transmit SRS on the SCell;
2>	not report CSI for the SCell;
2>	not transmit on UL-SCH on the SCell;
2>	not transmit on RACH on the SCell;
2>	not monitor the PDCCH on the SCell;
2>	not monitor the PDCCH for the SCell;
2>	not transmit PUCCH on the SCell.
[…]

[bookmark: _Toc29239859][bookmark: _Toc37296219][bookmark: _Toc46490346][bookmark: _Toc52752041][bookmark: _Toc52796503][bookmark: _Toc139032289]5.15	Bandwidth Part (BWP) operation
[bookmark: _Toc37296220][bookmark: _Toc46490347][bookmark: _Toc52752042][bookmark: _Toc52796504][bookmark: _Toc139032290]5.15.1	Downlink and Uplink
[…]

1>	if a BWP is activated and the active DL BWP for the Serving Cell is dormant BWP:
2>	stop the bwp-InactivityTimer of this Serving Cell, if running.
2>	not monitor the PDCCH on the BWP;
2>	not monitor the PDCCH for the BWP;
2>	not receive DL-SCH on the BWP;
2>	not report CSI on the BWP, report CSI except aperiodic CSI for the BWP;
2>	not transmit SRS on the BWP;
2>	not transmit on UL-SCH on the BWP;
2>	not transmit on RACH on the BWP;
2>	not transmit PUCCH on the BWP;
2>	clear any configured downlink assignment and any configured uplink grant Type 2 associated with the SCell respectively;
2>	suspend any configured uplink grant Type 1 associated with the SCell;
2>	if configured, perform beam failure detection and beam failure recovery for the SCell if beam failure is detected.



[Aris]: Yes, thank you, I agree. No matter how minor, it is always good to not have duplicated specifications. I will remove.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Thank you for the updates.
· MBS related addition – clause 9
Although we understand the weaker restriction, the text now seems to allow configuration of multi-cell scheduling and multicast scheduling simultaneously in the same PUCCH group, but cannot multiplex MBS HARQ-ACK information. Hence, we feel that the specification text is not aligned with the RAN1 agreement, and prefer to update to the restriction as per the RAN1 agreement. Based on the latest comments from the editor, it is our understanding that this will be captured.
· Scheduling cell addition – clause 10.1
Regarding the removal of “on” in the newly added text for MC-DCI-SetofCells, although we see the editor’s previous responses on retaining it, we do think that it would be a clearer expression of the RAN1 agreement to remove the “on”. Could we ask for reconsidering here?

[Aris]: I don’t understand the point of those comments. They were already made and responded to. 
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