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Discussion
In order to have good specification work for NR, we think it would be worth to discuss following points. Some of views are just current views and we are happy to discuss them further.
This is resubmission of R1-1705180.

RRC parameter names in RAN1 specification
In WCDMA L1 specification, RRC parameter name is not directly given but readers needs to interpret/understand what RRC parameter means what L1 configuration. In LTE, RRC parameter name is directly given in L1 specification. From readability perspective and avoiding ambiguity perspective, to have RRC parameter name in L1 specification is useful. On the other hand, the maintenance effort are increased.
We propose to discuss whether to describe RRC parameter name in L1 specification or not.

Configuration values 
In LTE L1 specification, basic method is default configurable value and possible parameters values are described in RRC specification, although there are some exception. We propose this method can be continued in NR specification.

UE assumption in TS36.211 in DL 
On DL, several part of TS36.211 is described as what is transmitted from the network but more correct description is what is assumed by UE as DL. In NR specification, to clarify this aspect is important from the beginning in order to allow network on/off of several signals/channels. The description should be more UE centric manner. 

Activation time of RRC parameter 
WCDMA specification has the concept of activation time, where RRC parameter configuration is applied at certain SFN/slot timing. This has the merit to reduce the uncertainty on when RRC parameters are applied. In LTE, there is no activation time in order to simplify the design. We currently assume no activation time also in NR but whether such design is sufficient or not needs to be discussed from the beginning as to recognize the need in the later stage would have large impact in RRC. Our current thinking is, even if URLLC of latency and reliability is required, we can design the system without activation time.

Inconsistent control detection 
TS36.213 have the text "a UE shall discard the PDCCH/EPDCCH/MPDCCH if consistent control information is not detected". This is for the purpose to avoid lengthy error detection case description. What is exact meaning of "consistent" is not described. We think this principle can be kept also in NR specification.

The handling of TS36.302 equivalent 
RAN2 agreed "TS for service from NR PHY (302) is handled by RAN1". 
TS36.302 has following sections. Our current comment for each section is described.
- Services and functions of the physical layer
We think this would be covered by TS36.201 equivalent to NR. Therefore, it may not necessary to have it.
- Model of physical layer of the UE
The modelling would be covered by TS36.211 and 212 equivalent. Therefore, it may not necessary to have it.
- Parallel transmission of simultaneous Physical Channels and SRS
Probably this is more controversial topic. What cases of simultaneous transmission/receptions are basically covered by the other RAN1 and RAN2 specifications. Therefore, one may argue this is not so essential. On the other hand, one may argue to have such tables are useful. Our current view is this table may not so essential.
- Measurements provided by the physical layer
We think the majority of the description can be covered by TS36.214 equivalent. Therefore, it may not necessary to have it.

Specification handling on the measurements 
Measurement related specification is distributed over TS36.214, TS36.331 and TS36.133. This reflects the complexity of the measurement and the necessary of inter-WGs discussion. To capture them in a single specification would improve the readability but the maintenance within each WGs could be difficult. We don't have good suggestion for now but it may be worth to think about the method for the improvement.


Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]This document described several aspect related to NR L1 specification. We'd like to have some more discussion on them.
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