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Introduction
From chairman’s minutes:
R1-1907659	Summary of draft CRs on DCI content	Ericsson
R1-1906532	Remaining issues on DCI size ambiguity of fallback DCI formats	MediaTek Inc.
Conclusion:
· No CR is necessary
· Further discuss offline regarding whether or not any further clarification is necessary in Chairman’s notes
R1-1907057	Correction to the CBGI field size in the DCI format 1_1	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
R1-1907058	Correction of the parameter name for SRS in DCI 0_1	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
Conclusion:
· Include the change in the draft CR in R1-1907058, as well as the change from  antenna switching to antennaSwitching, in the 38.212 alignment CR

R1-1907059	Correction to the DCI field interpretation in cross-carrier scheduling	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
R1-1907061	Correction to the DCI size determination in cross-carrier scheduling	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
Continue discussion offline

R1-1907497	Correction on DCI size alignment for SUL	Huawei, HiSilicon
Continue discussion offline

R1-1907685	Correction on TC-RNTI in 38.214 with DCI format 0-1	Ericsson
Late submission



DCI sizes in case of cross-carrier scheduling
	R1-1907059
	Correction to the DCI field interpretation in cross-carrier scheduling
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	R1-1907061
	Correction to the DCI size determination in cross-carrier scheduling
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell



In case of cross-carrier scheduling, it is not clear whether the PDCCH carrier or the PxSCH carrier determines the DCI field sizes and their interpretation. This draft CR clarifies that DCI fields are interpreted according to the PxSCH configuration of the scheduled cell. The draft CRs could be included in the alignment CRs as well, but for traceability reasons separate CRs might be preferred.

Offline proposal: Update the last sentence before section 7.3.1.0 in 38.212 to read as shown below and include it in the in the alignment CR:
The size of each DCI format is determined by the configuration of the corresponding active bandwidth part of the scheduled cell and shall be adjusted as described in clause 7.3.1.0 if necessary.

DCI sizes for SUL
	R1-1907497
	Correction on DCI size alignment for SUL
	Huawei, HiSilicon



This is an update of the endorsed draft CR from Xian in R1-1905744 (although the change at the end of R1-1907497 is from Xian and not added in the revision in R1-1907497 as the color might suggest). The change is to clarify that the size after padding is used in the following steps when calculating the DCI size in case of SUL. This clarification seems unnecessary as it is not done for any other step where it is implicitly understood that the size after padding is used.
Offline proposal: No consensus on the need for an updated CR. All companies expressing a view have the same technical interpretation of the specification which is in line with the proposed CR update.

Correction of DCI formats possible with TC-RNTI
	R1-1907685
	Correction on TC-RNTI in 38.214 with DCI format 0-1
	Ericsson


TC-RNTI is only supported with DCI format 0_0 and 1_0 in Rel-15, while the description in 38.214 includes TC-RNTI as one of possible RNTIs with DCI 0_1 which might cause confusion. The draft CR corrects this.
Offline proposal: Revisit later in the week (Jianwei to submit a revision with some minor editorial changes)
