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Introduction
This document summarizes draft CRs regarding DL preemption under 7.1.3.
Summary of CRs

R1-1910426	Correction on interrupted transmission indication	Huawei,HiSilicon

	



If the value of timeFrequencySet is 'set0'0, 14 bits from MSB of a field in DCI format 2_1 have a one-to-one mapping with 14 groups of consecutive symbols from the set of symbols where each of the first  symbol groups includes  symbols, each of the last  symbol groups includes  symbols, a bit value of 0 indicates transmission to the UE in the corresponding symbol group and a bit value of 1 indicates no transmission to the UE in the corresponding symbol group. 








If the value of timeFrequencySet is 1'set1', 7 pairs of bits from MSB of a field, each comprising two consecutive bits in the DCI format 2_1 have a one-to-one mapping with 7 groups of consecutive symbols where each of the first  symbol groups includes  symbols, each of the last  symbol groups includes  symbols, a first bit in a pair of bits for a symbol group is applicable to the subset of first  PRBs in ascending order of the PRB index from the set of  PRBs, a second bit in the pair of bits for the symbol group is applicable to the subset of last  PRBs from the set of  PRBs, a bit value of 0 indicates transmission to the UE in the corresponding symbol group and subset of PRBs, and a bit value of 1 indicates no transmission to the UE in the corresponding symbol group and subset of PRBs.



The CR contains several changes to improve the spec text for better readability and avoid potential confusion. There is no functional change. 
Proposal: Adopt the changes in the R1-1910426, TBD as a standalone CR or potential 38.213 alignment CR. 

R1-1911244	Discussion on pre-emption indication	ASUSTEK COMPUTER (SHANGHAI)
This contribution discussed and clarified the understanding of DL preemption in 38.213
	Observation 1: There are two possible interpretations to the set of reference downlink symbols in the spec as shown in Fig. 1.
Observation 2: The interpretation that the RDR starts at “the 1st symbol of the previous CORESET for PI monitoring” and ends “right before” the current CORESET seems not valid when  and the first symbol of the CORESET does not align with the symbol boundary of the indicated cell.
[image: ]
Fig.1
Proposal 1: RAN1 confirms that RDR of PI should align symbol boundary of the indicated cell i.e. RDR would not always starts at “the 1st symbol of the previous CORESET for PI monitoring” and ends “right before” the current CORESET at which the PI is detected.
Observation 3: For slot level monitoring periodicity, it seems not inline with previous agreement if there is no restriction on PI monitoring occasions.
Observation 4: According to 38.213 [3], there is no restriction of starting OFDM symbol of CORESET in a slot for monitoring DCI format 2_1.
[image: ] 
Fig. 2
Proposal 2: RAN1 confirms no restriction needs to be defined for PI monitoring occasion is required. 



In current spec, upon detecting a valid DCI format 2_1, the corresponding reference time region is “the set of symbols is the last  symbols prior to the first symbol of the CORESET”, given the reference time region is defined from the perspective of serving cell that is cross-carrier indicated (in case of cross-carrier preemption indication) and the common understanding that DL preemption indication is based on symbol level granularity, therefore obviously the “interpretation 2” in figure 1 should be the correct interpretation of current spec.
Regarding the issue on “only slot-level monitoring periodicity is supported”, in case of cross-carrier DL preemption indication, the slot-level monitoring periodicity is defined from the perspective of serving cell with DCI format2_1 monitoring, not from the perspective of serving cell that is cross-carrier indicated. So there is no confusion from current spec and no contradiction from previous agreement. 
Proposal: The current spec is clear enough, no CR is needed. 
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Interpretation 1: misinterpretation
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Interpretation 2: Correct interpretation
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3 DCl format 2_1 for a PDSCH in a slot

Reference DL symbgls'

2 DCl format 2_1 UE needs to be decoded in a slot
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