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1 Introduction
This document aims at providing a summary of email discussion #22 for 38.331 ASN.1 review part 4 (RRM).
2 Discussion
The following points needs to be addressed:

1)
Reference signal timing configuration

-
This is not defined.

Proposal 1: Discuss R2-1803450
2)
MeasObjectNR


-
Z250: There are 3 kinds of carriers: Type1: carrier with SSB on sync raster, Type2: carrier with SSB off sync raster(no SSB on sync raster); Type3: carrier w/o SSB at all. So it is not correct to define the carrier of MO always with GSCN. ZTE will have a paper for this issue (R2-1802015)

-
C115: GSCN should be optional. For MO without SSB, it is not present. Suggest a CHOICE between GSCN and NR-ARFCN.

-
Ericsson: We have provided a paper on this issue in R2- 1803480
discussion
SSB in measObject being mandatory (Z250).
- Class 3+Q312: We have not get response from RAN1 whether subcarrier offset is needed when SSB is not located in GSCN. Suggest to add this FFS until RAN1 response.

Proposal 2: Discuss R2-1802015, R2-1803480 and R2-1802621

3)
Definition of intra- and inter-frequency NR measurements
-
There are discussions whether this is for PCell only or also SCells.
-
Ericsson: I wonder if that should be only for sPCell as these are the only serving cells that can send measurement configuration. 
-
Huawei: This text is incorrect (does not consider CA) and not useful, the easiest is to remove

Proposal 3: Confirm whether "definition of intra- and inter-frequency NR measurements" has any UE impact. If not, remove it.
3)
Identification of serving cell MO

-
E402: In our view this was resolved with the last meeting agreements of SSB and CSI-RS frequency locations, where the ambiguity can be solved with the couple in case of multiple MOs with the same SSB. We provided a Todc in R2-1803449.
Proposal 3: Discuss R2-1803449.

4)
Setting of s-MeasureConfig within VarMeasConfig
-
D400, Class2. Acknowledged the agreement to remove this part based on RIL N016, But it seems that the description to set the s-measureConfig to the lowest value of RSRP is lost?
-
I wonder if that “lowest value” is something that could be easily derived from the ASN.1?
Proposal 4: Confirm whether setting of lowest value can be derived from ASN.1 or not (the easiest would be to not remove procedure text). 
5)
New proposals on s-MeasureConfig
-
E398: s-Measure had been designed for coverage based handovers. Hence, the applicability for a given measurements should be configurable, for both NR and EUTRA measurements configured by NG-RAN. As in EN-DC we only have NR measurements configured by NG-RAN, changes would only be applicable for reportConfigNR. We have provided a discussion paper (R2-1803322) and TP to 38.331 (R2-1803482).
-
Email discussion rapporteur: Also R2-1803483 for 36.331 is submitted.

Proposal 5: Discuss briefly if should be considered now.
6)
Measurement gap configuration (procedure and IE)

-
M102 Class 3 We think that SetupRelease structure should not apply to measGapConfig, it should apply to gapFR2 instead. It is possible that we will have an addition IE (ex: gapFR1) to support independent gap for FR1 and FR2 in NR SA. So, the IE should allow NW to setup/release gap pattern for FR1 and FR2 independently. If we use SetupRelease structure in high level IE measGapConfig, it looks like that FR1 and FR2 gap pattern will be setup and release together, which is incorrect. Provided papers: R2-1802430 and R2-1802432.
-
D413 Class 2: Agree with M002. We think setup release should not be in this level, but in each level for FR2 and FR1.

-
We also agree with MTK and DCM. We have provided a paper in R2-1802648. That related to the issue we raised in E393.
Proposal 6: Discuss R2-1802648 (covers the TP for configuration and the setup/release on FR2, alternative in R2-1802432 can be considered).

7)
Event A4 clarification
-
Z261 Class2: For the issue mentioned in R2-1801308, we share the same view that for A4 event, the serving cell which is not PCell(SA UE) or PSCell(EN-DC UE) should be considered as neighbouring cell.

-
Nokia: Proposed a different clarification: This part is meant to say that A3-A5 can trigger also for SpCell or SCells. So any serving cell on the measured frequency cshould be considered to be a neighbouring cell for the purpose of event triggering.
-
E399: We have provided a paper + TP in R2-1802781 Resolving ambiguous UE behaviour related to Event A4 (E399)
Proposal 7: Discuss R2-1802781. 

8)
Event A6
-
D404, Class2 Proposal to clarify the sentence, i.e., to clarify that “the frequency (not the cell) is the one that shall be different from the frequency used by the PSCell”. : In EN-DC, the cell(s) that triggers the event is on the frequency indicated in the associated measObject and the frequency shall be different from the frequency used by the PSCell.”

-
Email discussion rapporteur: we can't have shall in a note and the syntax of the proposed sentence is broken.
Proposal 8: Discuss whether some clarification is needed, and if so whether it should be normative text or as a note, and correct the sentence.
9)
How would the UE select the best non-serving cell on the serving frequency?
-
Class 4+C112
Proposal 9: Discuss R2-1802621.
10)
Reporting of beam measurement information
-
Z263 Class2 One question for clarification, whether it is allowed to configure TriggerQuantity as RSRP, but RerportQuantity as RSRQ only? If allowed, in this case, UE should still use RSRP as the sorting quantity, is this correct understanding?
-
Ericsson: Good questions. In LTE, trigger quantity is always included, but NR signalling at least would allow what is described. That is maybe something to be discussed e.g. whether we should add that restriction in NR too.
-
Samsung: Seems rare network configuration case so seem no need to address. It could be resolved as follows: If single reportQuant: use that reportQuantity, Else if eventTriggered use triggerQuantity, Else if RSRP included as reportQuant use RSRP, Else use RSRQ

Proposal 10: Keep specification as it is as (nothing is broken/unclear).

11)
SCG failure information 
a)
Z264 Class2: According to RAN2 99 agreement: SN part of SCGFailureInformation includes: ARFCN and NR serving cells and NR neighbour cells measurement results with a quantity indicator (RSRP, RSRQ or equivalent), we are wondering why only RSRP is mentioned here?
-
Samsung: Z264 seems valid comment


Proposal 11a: Add a quantity indicator in the UE configuration for the case of SCG failure information.
b)
Z265 Class2: Is the ordering always done based on RSRP? We are fine with RSRP based ordering, but it's better to be clearly defined in the spec.

Proposal 11b: Discuss whether ordering is always based on RSRP or on something else (e.g. quantity of reporting if only one, otherwise RSRP is present, otherwise RSRQ).

12)
MeasResultSCG-Failure IE

a)
Samsung: Class 2: Prefer to merge handling and ASN.1 of serving and non-serving freqs i.e. for serving the UE just additionally reports results of serving cell simpler (optional field).


Proposal 12a: Discuss whether to do something for this issue.
b)
Carrier frequency
-
C113/C114: A serving frequency may be configured only with CSI-RS resource. Hence, suggest a choice structure for the carrierFreq: GSCN or ARFCN-ValueNR. A tdoc will be submitted for this issue and C114/C115

Proposal 12b: Discuss R2-1802621.
13)
MeasConfig IE
-
M102 Class 3 We think that SetupRelease structure should not apply to measGapConfig, it should apply to gapFR2 instead. It is possible that we will have an addition IE (ex: gapFR1) to support independent gap for FR1 and FR2 in NR SA. So, the IE should allow NW to setup/release gap pattern for FR1 and FR2 independently. If we use SetupRelease structure in high level IE measGapConfig, it looks like that FR1 and FR2 gap pattern will be setup and release together, which is incorrect.
-
D413 Class 2: Agree with M002. We think setuprelease should not be in this level, but in each level for FR2 and FR1.

-
We also agree with MTK and DCM. We have provided a paper in R2-1802648. That related to the issue we raised in E393.
Proposal 13: Discuss R2-1802648.
14)
MeasIdToAddModList
-
D410 Class 2: Since the procedure text is not describing MeasObject as optional, this should be removed. The understanding is that this is mandatory as in LTE. Can also remove the FFS editor’s note.
Proposal 14: Discuss whether measObject should be mandatory in MeasIdToAddMod.
15)Missing L1 parameters
-
Z267 Class2. According to latest L1 parameter excel 1801276, the IE "SS-RSSI-MeasurementSlotConfig" and "SS-RSSI-MeasurementSymbolConfig" have not been captured yet.


Proposal 15: Rappporteur will make a proposal.

17)
ReferenceSignalConfig
-
Class3+Q313: We are not sure whether SSB configuration is mandatory in MO based on below RAN2#100 agreement: "2 The SSB configuration used for timing reference is provided in the MO where only CSI-RS based RRM measurement is performed." We are not sure whether this agreement needs to be revisited. Suggest online discussion
18)
 relation between useServingCellTimingForSync in SSB-ConfigMobility and associatedSSB in CSI-RS-Resource-Mobility
-
Z252 Class3. Besides this IE, we have another IE associatedSSB to indicate the timing reference. The relationship between these two IEs need to be clarified. ZTE will have a paper on this issue (R2-1802016).

Proposal 18: Discuss R2-1802016.
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