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Introduction
This document summarizes draft CRs related to DCI content and submitted under 7.1.3.
Interpretation of frequency hopping bits for PUSCH
The reference in 38.212 for the FH bits in DCI format 0-0 refers to 6.3 of 38.214, which relies on pusch-Config. This s not applicable to msg3, meaning that frequency hopping cannot be used for msg3 (which is likely not in line with the common RAN1 understanding).
Proposal: Adopt the draft CR in R1-1904868.

	R1-1904868
	7.1.3
	38.212
	Correction on frequency offset for DCI format 0_0 with CRC scrambled by TC-RNTI
	Sharp


DCI size alignment for SUL
DCI size 0-0 for non-SUL and SUL should have the same size. The current text in 38.212 described the SUL size alignment outside the general size alignment scheme in 7.3.1.0, which can lead to ambiguous DCI sizes in case SUL is configured in addition to the normal uplink. A similar issue was brought up by Sharp at the last meeting with an offline agreement that is was not needed at the case only occurs at very narrow BWs (<24 RBs)

Proposal: Reject the draft CR in R1-1905248.

	R1-1905248
	7.1.3
	38.212
	Correction on DCI size alignment in TS 38.212
	Huawei, HiSilicon



DCI size ambiguity
At RAN1#96, the DCI format ambiguity in CORESET 0 for DCI formats 0-0/1-0 in CSS and DCI format 0-1/1-1 in USS was discussed with the conclusion not to capture it in the specifications but in the chairman’s notes only. A similar ambiguity issue can arise if all the following conditions are met: 1) the UE is configured to monitor 0-0/1-0 in CSS and 0-0/1-0 or 0-1/1-1 in USS, and 2) the PDCCH candidates for those DCI formats have the same payload size, the same value of RNTI for CRC scrambling, the same PDCCH scrambling sequence, and 3) are monitored over the same set of CCEs. Two contributions bring up this issue, one suggesting it in the chairman’s notes and one suggesting capturing it in the specifications. To avoid capturing this (and potentially additional corner cases, resulting in very complicated text) in the specifications, and to be inline with the approach from RAN1#96, it is suggested to capture it in the chairman’s minutes.
Proposal: Capture the following in the chairman’s minutes (#3 from 4468)
A UE is not expected to be configured to monitor a first PDCCH candidate for a DCI format 0_0 and a DCI format 1_0 from a CSS set and a second PDCCH candidate for a DCI format 0_1 and a DCI format 1_1 from a USS set in different CORESETs or in a same CORESET with index p, where p ≠ 0, on an active DL BWP, and
· the DCI formats 0_0/1_0 associated with the first PDCCH candidate and the DCI formats 0_1/1_1 associated with the second PDCCH candidate have same size, and
· the UE receives the first PDCCH candidate and the second PDCCH candidate over a same set of CCEs, and
· the first PDCCH candidate and the second PDCCH candidate have identical scrambling, and
· the DCI formats 0_0/1_0 for the first PDCCH candidate and the DCI formats 0_1/1_1 for the second PDCCH candidate have CRC scrambled by either C-RNTI, or MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI

	R1-1905251
	7.1.3
	38.213
	Correction on DCI format ambiguity
	Huawei, HiSilicon

	R1-1904468
	7.1.3
	
	Clarification on PDCCH candidate monitoring
	MediaTek Inc.





