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On the definition of N^{initial}_{BWP}



R1-1813472 discusses missing pieces in the specification from the CORESET#0 agreements made at RAN1#94bis. Currently, 38.214 point to 38.213 for a definition of . However, this definition is missing in 213 and it may also be difficult to capture it in 213 as the variable is first given by COREST#0 and later overwritten by SIB1. However, for determining resource allocation  should always refer to CORESET#0 if CORESET#0 is present. Thus, it may be easier to define directly in 38.214. 
Offline agreement: Adopt the draft CR in R1-1814049 for 38.213

Confusing usage of the word ‘duration’
Clarify the confusion between ‘duration’ in 211 and the scheduled PDSCH/PUSCH duration in 214 by replacing the term ‘duration’ in 38.211 when describing DM-RS mapping.
Offline agreement: Adopt the draft CR in R1-1813585.

Slot aggregation
R1-1812184 proposed a correction to the higher-layer parameter naming in 38.214 with respect to slot aggregation.
Offline agreement: Adopt the draft CR in R1-1814050 for 38.214. 

PUSCH frequency hopping
R1-1812184 brings up the issue that truncation of the DCI for size-matching purposes may result in some frequency-hopping fields being lost. 
Offline agreement: No specification change. It is understood that if some but not all of the frequency hopping bits are truncated as part of DCI size alignment, the UE behavior is unspecified. If all hoping bits are truncated, the UE will not do hopping. Note: This can only happen when DCI format 0_0 (prior truncation) is larger than 1_0.

R1-1812831 brings up the aspect that for some scheduling grants, the RBs in the second hop may partially end up outside the active BWP and thus not fully transmitted. Three possibilities are outlined and a wrap-around solution is proposed such that the second hop “wraps around” into the active BWP if it otherwise would partially end up outside the current BWP. The contribution does not state anything on how likely the problem is to occur.
Offline agreement: No specification change.
Random-access transmission
The current 38.213 describes frequency-domain allocation for PUSCH scheduled by RAR primarily from a contention-based perspective. However, also contention-free random access is supported and the description should reflect this. The BWP to use for contention-free random access (active BWP or initial BWP) may also need to be clarified. 
Offline agreement: No specification change.
R1-1813201 points out that the additional subcarrier-spacing-specific slot delay value applied to the first transmission of Msg3 scheduled by RAR in the current specification is applied to contention-based random access only but not contention-free random access.
Offline agreement: Adopt the draft CR1 in R1-1814059 for 38.214.

R1-1812184 points out that the slot offset for msg3 transmission needs to be scaled with the difference in subcarrier spacing. Furthermore, 38.213 currently states that frequency hopping can be applied with transform precoding only while 38.214 allows it regardless of transform precoding.
Proposal: Adopt the draft CR_2 in R1-1812184 for 38.213
Offline agreement: Remove the sentence above Table 8.3-1 in 38.213 (content already covered elsewhere). Draft CR in R1-1814051.
LBRM aspects
In R1-1813472, one company brought up the issue that the LS from RAN2 in R!-1812166 is likely to require some changes in the RAN1 specifications, in particular LBRM in 38.212, sec 5.4.2.1 and data rate handling in downlink 38.214, 5.1.3, and in uplink 38.214, 6.1.4.
Proposal:
1. In relation to RAN1 discussion on introducing new RRC parameter for DL MIMO, discuss and agree on the draft CR {included in the Tdoc R1-1813472.zip} on introducing new RRC parameter for maximum number of layers for downlink in LBRM Subclause 5.4.2.1 in TS 38.212.
2. Discuss and agree on the draft CR in R1-1813472 on changes to Data Rate Handling for downlink for subclause 5.1.3 in 38.214.
3. Discuss and agree on the draft CR in R1-1813472 on changes to Data Rate Handling for uplink for subclause 6.1.4. in 38.214.
4. Send LS to RAN2 asking them to introduce two new RRC parameters for UEs supporting Processing C	apability#2 - apply-PDSCH-ProcessingCapability2 and apply-PUSCH-ProcessingCapability2.
Conclusion: 
· Take bullet 1 above as starting point for LBRM, revisit after the Tue MIMO session. Improve cover sheet.
· Discuss bullets 2, 3, 4 further.
Default tables for time-domain allocation with ECP
R1-1812184 proposed to specify default tables B and C also for ECP (currently, only A supports ECP while all tables support NCP), motivated by transmission of OSI and paging using ECP in CORESETs other than CORESET#0 (as 60 kHz, which is the only scs supporting ECP, is optional ECP cannot be used for transmission of common messages in CORESET#0).  However, it is questionable whether ECP is needed for system information delivery.
Offline agreement: No change of the specifications.

R1-1812382 proposes to select which default tables to use depending on whether CORESET#0 is configured or not in order to relax the scheduling restrictions relevant for the case when CORESET#0 is configured. It is questionable whether optimizations should be done at this late stage.
Offline agreement: No change of the specifications.

Scaling factor for frequency-domain allocation
Frequency-domain allocation is scaled by a factor of K when the size of 0-0/1-0 is derived from CORESET#0/initial DL BWP but applied to another BWP. One company claimed this may cause misalignment with the CRB grid used to define RBGs/PRBs. However, it was also pointed out in R1-1813967 that the intended effect (if desirable) should not be obtained by scaling K. The proposal in not essential.
Offline agreement: No change of the specifications.

PDCCH monitoring during ongoing PDSCH reception
The UE monitors PDCCH according to the search space configuration regardless of whether a PDSCH is being received or not. R1-1812382 propose to change the specifications such that a UE is not required to monitor PDCCH in resources upon which it has been scheduled to receive PDSCH. This does not seem to be a critical correction.
Offline agreement: No change of the specifications.
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