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Introduction
In the following, some questions relevant to DCI content under agenda point 7.1.3 are provided based on the views expressed in the contributions.
Summary
R1-1908132	Draft TS 38.212 CR on DCI size budget	vivo
Currently for PDCCH monitoring, the spec allows no more than 4 DCI sizes per cell, where no more than 3 DCI sizes can be allocated for C-RNTI monitoring. The CR proposes to add CS-RNTI and MCS-C-RNTI to the list of RNTIs when doing size alignment.
The CR is not necessary. The size of DCI with CRC scrambled by CS-RNTI or MCS-RNTI is the same as the size of DCI  with CRC scrambled by C-RNTI. Hence, from DCI size alignment procedure, CS-RNTI or MCS-RNTI does not need to be repeated again. If these RNTIs are added, there might be a need to add also other RNTIs (SI-RNTI/P-RNTI/RA-RNTI/SP-CSI-RNTI/TC-RNTI) which will make the specification unnecessarily complicated to read.
Proposal: Reject the CR.
R1-1908567	Correction on the determination of 0 bit field in non-fallback DCI	CATT
In 38.212, it is stated that the size of the CBGTI and CBGFI fields are given by higher layer parameters maxCodeBlockGroupsPerTransportBlock (n2, n4, n6, n8) and codeBlockGroupFlushIndicator (BOOLEAN). It is not stated in 38.212 that the CBGTI and CBGFI fields have size zero if CBG transmissions are not configured. The CR aims to ensure consistency across specifications by adding this in 38.212.
Proposal: Adopt the CR (could be part of a potential alignment CR as it has no technical impact)




