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[bookmark: _Toc198546600]10.4.1.3.1.1	Corrections to L1 Parameters
Including output of email discussion [103#46][NR] Restriction on the total RRC configuration size (MediaTek)
Initial BWP (incl. CORESET#0 and commonControlResourceSet)
Related to incoming reply LS from RAN1.
Discussion points: 
a) How to inform UEs about the CORESET#0 (-size) in EN-DC-only cells (not broadcasting SIB1)
b) Which aspects of the L1 LS to capture in RRC... and how (e.g. when to apply the locationAndBandwidth advertised in SIB1)
R2-1814978	Bandwidth configuration for initial BWP	Ericsson
P3
-	Huawei think there is a problem with the RAN1 agreement. It is possible that the UE doesn’t support the BW from SIB1 but the network will not know this, so propose the UE only applies the BW from SIB1 after the first reconfiguration.
-	Qualcomm agrees with Ericsson proposal that nothing needs to be specified.
-	Vivo wonder in the Initial DL BW in SIB is mandatory for all UEs. 
-	Nokia think the problem of the UE not support the BW is a real issue but it is a different issue.
P5
-	Ericsson think all the alternatives work at least for the EN-DC cell case and it is a matter of taste which to select.
-	Qualcomm think RAN1 need a response and would be ok with solution 1 where RAN1 specify the details.
-	Intel also agree solution 1 is the way to go. Samsung also support this and think nothing is broken in RAN2 specs
-	ZTE also supports solution 1
-	Huawei think that solution 1 risks more changes in RAN1 specs, and prefer alternative 2 to avoid changes to RAN1 specifications.
-	Vivo also prefer to solve this problem in RAN2. Dedicated signalling can configure CORESET#0
-	DOCOMO think it doesn't matter which spec is impacted. Originally the problem was caused because they didn’t consider the EN-DC cell and suggest they can resolve.
-	ZTE think that there is still an issue to configure a CORESET#0 for an NSA only PSCell where random access needs to be performed. Could be resolved by dedicated signalling of CORESET#0 or by another CORESET. Intel think this can be resolved with existing signalling in RAN2 but the proposed changes would be an optimisation. The network can use the common control resource set to configure the RA reception resources.

Agreements
[bookmark: _Hlk526951422]1	Capture in the field description of the initialDownlinkBWP in DownlinkConfigCommonSIB that “The network configures the  locationAndBandwidth so that the initial downlink BWP contains the entire CORESET#0 of this serving cell in the frequency domain.”
2	Capture in the field description of the commonControlResourceSet that “The network configures the commonControlResourceSet in SIB1 so that it is confined in the bandwidth of CORESET#0”.
3	Capture in the field description of initialDownlinkBWP that “The  locationAndBandwidth is applicable after reception of Msg4.”
4	The rules how the UE determines the DCI sizes based on CORESET#0 are not captured in the RRC specification since this is clearly the scope of the L1 specs.
5	The problem that the UE is not configured with CORESET#0 should be resolved by RAN1 and captured in their specs, e.g. UE determines DCI 1-0 size by CORESET#0 if configured and by the width of the initial DL BWP otherwise.
=>	Draft LS in R2-1815841 to RAN1 to inform them of our agreements (Offline discussion 30, Ericsson) 
[bookmark: _Toc527030389]=>	CR#0502 to 38.331 to be provided in R2-1815842 (Offline discussion 30, Ericsson)

R2-1815842	[CR on R2-1814978 agreements]	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0502	F	NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1815841	Reply LS on bandwidth configuration for initial BWP	Ericsson 	LS out	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core	To:RAN1
=>	Remove " e.g. in SSB-less cells "
=>	Approved in R2-1815861

R2-1813655	Remaining issues for option2 for 6-1 UEs	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1813656	CR for TS38.331 on option2 for 6-1 UEs	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1813651	Discussion on serving cell without CORESET#0	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1814606	CR for TS38.331 on CORESET#0	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1813652	Draft reply LS on bandwidth configuration for initial BWP	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1813676	Further Clarification on Initial DL BWP	MediaTek Inc.
R2-1813755	Clarification on initial BWP in SIB1	vivo
R2-1813756	Clarification of PDCCH-ConfigCommon.controlResourceSetZero(option1)	vivo
R2-1813757	ControlResourcesetzero configuration by PDCCH-config (option2)	vivo
R2-1813770	Corrections to BWP configuration	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
R2-1813771	Corrections to BWP configuration	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
R2-1813776	CR on configuration of initial DL BWP	MediaTek Inc.
R2-1813940	Further clarification on single BWP operation(Option2)	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
R2-1814225	Corrections for initial BWP and CommonControlResourceSet configurations	Qualcomm Incorporated
R2-1814967	Corrections on BWP op1/op2	Intel Corporation, NTT DoCoMo Inc
R2-1815486	Consideration on initial DL BWP and CORESET#0	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
-	Nokia thinks this makes sense for the EN-DC case ad we don't need to stick to the alignment between broadcast and dedicated.
-	Ericsson think this would be the option 3 for the previously discussed issue. ZTE think for the DCI issue option1 is ok, this is similar to option 3 for the DCI case but not exactly the same.
-	Samsung think the current cell can support this case without having to configure a CORESET 0 which would be non backwards compatible.
-	MediaTek think if we go with this approach it could be used to resolve the DCI case as well.
-	ZTE think the spec already says it is possible to configure a CORESET#0 in dedicated signalling.
-	Intel think it is an change in the UE is it gets a CORESET#0 in dedicated signalling when it was not present in the MIB.
-	Nokia think it is clear for EN-DC that the UE only needs SFN from the MIB. Also think there is an issue that the minimum number of CORESETs is 1. 
[bookmark: _Toc527030390]=>	Offline discussion to conclude (Offline discussion 29, ZTE)

R2-1813939	CR for ServingCellConfigCommon in 38.331	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0232	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1813822	Correction on searchSpaceZero and controlResourceSetZero configuration	CATT	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0218	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
RAN4: Channel Bandwidth
Whether to change or add signalling for indicating channel bandwidth:
R2-1814227	Channel Bandwidth Signalling	Qualcomm Incorporated
-	Nokia thinks this list is only use to determine where the PRB grid applies, but the UE just uses the BW from the BWP information.
-	Ericsson understand that this list was added by RAN4 to be used to determine the carrier bandwidth and the value can be same or different from the BW in the BWP.
-	Huawei understand that RAN4 LS asked us to indicate the channel BW to the UE and should not be per SCS. The transmission BW is per SCS.
-	Ericsson under the scs-SpecificCarrierList is only for the purpose of defining the channel BW.

Agreements
1:	To add UE specific field configuring RAN4 defined channel bandwidth per subcarrier spacing in ServingCellConfig. 
2:	To specify that the UE considers the cell is accessible if the UE supports the:
-	bandwidth signalled by  pdcch-ConfigSIB1 in MIB
FFS	the bandwidth of at least one SCS in the scs-SpecificCarrierList in SIB1 
FFS	bandwidth signalled by locationAndBandwidth in SIB1
3	If the cell is not accessible according to 2 above then the UE treats the cell as barred.

=>	Offline discussion to progress the 2 FFS points (Offline discussion 32, Qualcomm)
[bookmark: _Toc527030391]=>	Draft LS in R2-1815843 to RAN4 to explain what we have added in order to signal the channel BW and ask if they have any concerns. (Offline discussion 31, Qualcomm)

R2-1815843	[DRAFT][LS to RAN4 to explain what RAN2 has added in order to signal BW]	Qualcomm	LS out	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core	To:RAN4

R2-1813653	Signalling of channel bandwidth	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1813654	CR for TS38.331 on the signalling of channel bandwidth	Huawei, HiSilicon
Email Discussion [103#46]: RRC Configuration Size
R2-1813678	Report of email discussion [103#46][NR]	MediaTek Inc.
-	Apple suggest we don’t need to discuss this but instead we can just enable large RRC message transmission.
-	Nokia think we should start from the overall message size limitation. 
-	DOCOMO think it will be difficult to identify individual fields that need restriction. Also we should be more concerned about the message size for UEs based on their capability.
-	Huawei think option 2 is complex for the network to ensure that this overall configuration limit is not exceeded. Also wonder if it might change in future releases. Nokia think the network has to care about message size limit.

Agreement
1: 	The reference for the RRC buffer size (size of the overall configuration in the UE as if the configuration was represented in a single RRC message) is defined in 38.306 as an absolute size in Kbytes
2	Starting point is that RRC buffer size is 45 Kbytes (implication of this value to be analysed and the number finalised at RAN2#104)
3	Support of larger than 9kbyte RRC messages can be considered in a future release.

=>	CR for the above agreements to be submitted to next meeting.
=>	Specific proposals to limit a few individual IEs could still be discussed based on further analysis of message size limitations.
[bookmark: _Toc527030392]=>	Draft LS in R2-1815844 to RAN1 to inform them of our agreements and to ask further questions to help with our analysis (exact questions to be finalised offline) (Offline discussion 33, MediaTek)

R2-1815844	[DRAFT] LS on the total RRC Configuration size	Mediatek	LS out	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core	To:RAN1

R2-1813722	[Draft] LS on the total RRC Configuration size	MediaTek Inc.
R2-1813873	RRC configuration Message Size Reduction	Spreadtrum Communications
R2-1813873	RRC configuration Message Size Reduction	Spreadtrum Communications	discussion	Rel-15
R2-1815005	Huge RRC message transmission	Apple	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
Cross-Carrier Scheduling
Related to incoming LS from RAN1
R2-1814188	On the search space of cross carrier scheduling	vivo
P1
-	Huawei agree that only an update to the field description is needed.
-	Ericsson think the search space should only be configured in the scheduled cell which the UE would use in the CORESET of the scheduling cell. Qualcomm agree with this approach. Intel think the scheduling cell would then have search spaces for both the scheduled cell and for its own use, and this is a burden on the UE. 
-	Vivo agree with the Intel statement. 
-	Samsung also have the same view as Intel.
[bookmark: _Toc527030393]=>	Offline discussion to conclude (Offline discussion 34, Vivo)

R2-1813596	PDCCH configuration for cross carrier scheduling	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
R2-1814848	CR for TS38.331 on CrossCarrierScheduling	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1814849	[DRAFT] Reply LS to RAN 1 on crossCarrierScheudling	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1814974	Correction to cross carrier scheduling	Ericsson
R2-1814975	Draft Reply LS on cross carrier scheduling	Ericsson
Rate Matching
Follow-up changes due to removal of rate-match patterns from ServingCellConfigCommonSIB in last meeting
R2-1813942	Introduction of cell level rate match parameters in servingCellConfig	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
-	Qualcomm think it is not necessary to dummy the parameters in servingCellCOnfigCommon so that it doesn't cause a NBC change for EN-DC UEs.
-	Huawei has the same understanding as Qualcomm. 
-	ZTE think this discusses the cell level rate matching parameters and not the existing DWP rate matching parameters.
-	Ericsson think it is difficult to remove from the servingCellCOnfigCommon at this time.
-	Intel agree to keep the information in servingCellCOnfigCommon but he network needs to ensure the content is the same.
=>	Do not remove the parameters from servingCellConfigCommon 
=>	Conclude offline how the network knows that the UE supports the new fields in servingCellConfig
[bookmark: _Toc527030394]=>	Revised in R2-1815845 (Offline discussion 35)

R2-1815845	Introduction of cell level rate match parameters in servingCellConfig	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0234	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core
SSB Positions in Burst
Allowing for more SSB beams in <6 GHz
(related to incoming LS from RAN plenary)
R2-1814419	SSBPositionsInBurst misalignement with RAN1	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
-	This is also NBC and how does the network knows the UE supports it.
=>	Add changes also for SSB-ToMeasure
=>	Add RAN1 spec reference in all appropriate locations
=>	Add RAN1 CR to the coversheet as other specs affected
[bookmark: _Toc527030395]=>	Revised in R2-1815846 (Offline discussion 36)

R2-1815846	SSBPositionsInBurst misalignement with RAN1	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0320	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1815267	CR to TS 38.331 for supporting maximum 8 SS/PBCH blocks for unpaired spectrum beyond 2.4GHz	CMCC

Matching patterns in ServingCellConfigCommon and ServingCellConfigCommonSIB:
(related to incoming LS from RAN1)
R2-1814972	Clarification on ssb-PositionsInBurst	Ericsson
=>	Agreed in principle
[bookmark: _Toc527030396]=>	Can discuss offline whether to add a parameter ssb-PositionsInBurst also in servingCellConfig in Rel-15 (Offline discussion 37, Nokia)

R2-1814988	Finalization of ssb-PositionsInBurst mismatch issue	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
R2-1814989	CR on ssb-PositionsInBurst mismatch issue	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
R2-1814852	CR for TS38.331 on ssb-PositionInBurst	Huawei, HiSilicon
TDD Configuration
Whether the NW shall provide tdd-UL-DL-ConfigCommon in ServingCellConfigCommonSIB:
R2-1815361	Conditional presence correction for tdd-UL-DL-ConfigCommon in ServingCellConfigCommonSIB	Samsung Electronics

R2-1814976	Correction to TDD configuration in SIB1	Ericsson
=>	Agreed in principle
Power boosting for pi/2 BPSK
R2-1815373	Introduction of power boosting indicator for pi2BPSK waveform	IITH, IITM, CeWIT	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0474	-	B	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Revised to R2-1815840
R2-1815840	Introduction of power boosting indicator for pi2BPSK waveform	IITH, IITM, CeWIT	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0474	1	B	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Reference to RAN4 spec to be corrected
=>	Agreed in principle in R2-1815847

R2-1813597	Power boosting for pi/2 BPSK	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
Inter-Band EN-DC UL TX Power
RP input: Power Threshold for dropping NR transmission
R2-1814908	Inter-band EN-DC Configured Output Power requirements	Ericsson
=>	The parameter is provided per cell group
=>	To be resubmitted to next meeting with the values agreed by RAN4.

R2-1814386	Introduction of parameter XScaleThreshold for inter-band EN-DC power control	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
TCI States
Possibility to configure TCI-States for CORESET#0
R2-1814985	TCI states configuration for CORESET#0	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
-	Huawei agree this is a feasible option but think RAN1 added this in RRC parameters as the PDCCH beam and PDCCH beam can be different. 
-	Qualcomm think RAN1 are still discussing how to configure the TCI state for coreset#0 and we should wait for RAN1.
=>	Wait for RAN1 to discuss and provide us with more information


R2-1814986	CR on TCI states configuration for CORESET#0	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

Mapping search space configured in PDCCH-ConfigCommon to CORESET configured in PDCCH-Config:
R2-1815414	On the TCI state configuration for CSS in “non-overlapping” BWP	vivo
-	DOCOMO think that the common configuration should not refer to the dedicated configuration. We should follow he principle decisions that the common configuration and dedicated configuration should be consistent for all BWPs.
-	ZTE agree that we should not mix the common and dedicated configurations.
-	Ericsson think the current signalling could work for an SCell as the common and dedicated configurations come together but it would not work for the PCell initial BWP.
=>	Noted
PDCCH
Allow using commonControlResourceSet for USS
R2-1814973	Correction to commonControlResourceSet	Ericsson
=>	Change the removed text to instead say " and can be used for any common or UE specific search space"
=>	Agreed in principle in R2-1815849


Configuration of SearchSpaces:
R2-1815203	CR on searchSpaceZero in PDCCH-ConfigCommon	vivo
-	Ericsson thinks that this would revert the previous decision that the NW has to configure all search space usage explicitly. Nokia has the same understanding. Vivo thinks that RAN1 only intends to use explicit configuration for Paging search space. DCM and QC also agree with Ericsson and Nokia that the NW should explicitly set the IDs. 
=>	Not agreed
[bookmark: _GoBack]=>	Clarify in the field description that the NW sets searchSpaceSIB1 in the PDCCH-ConfigCommon of the initial BWP of the SIB1 of the PCell.
=>	Add this agreement to the CR on BWP configuration (R2-1815842) rapporteur CR

R2-1814850	CR for TS38.331 on InitialDownlinkBWP	Huawei, HiSilicon

Clarifications: 
R2-1813663	CR for TS38.331 on PDCCH configuration	Huawei, HiSilicon
Change 2: 
-	Ericsson agrees that the fields must be set so that the UE knows the search spaces to use. But we do not need to capture obvious NW behaviour. The current field descriptions are sufficient. QC agrees that conditions tend to be difficult and are not needed when the UE behaviour is clear. 
Change 3: 
-	Already covered differently by agreed contribution 
Change 4: 
-	Ericsson thinks that from the MAC spec it is clear where the UE falls back to. Then it is clear that the NW has to configure search spaces accordingly. No need to capture this. 
=>	Change 1 and 5 will be done in the rapporteur CR
PUCCH
Some corrections and clarifications
R2-1813632	CR on description of maxPayloadMinus1 for PUCCH-ResourceSet	OPPO
-	Ericsson thinks that the current wording is correct since the UE only needs to know which of the up to 4 configured PUCCH formats to use. And hence, it only needs to know the size constraints of all but the last “bin”. 
=>	Not agreed
=>	Same change had been done in rapporteur CR and will be reverted there, too

R2-1813664	CR for TS38.331 on PUCCH release	Huawei, HiSilicon
=>	CR is not agreed since it would also affect the PUCCH resource configuration needed for HARQ feedback. 
=>	Discuss and check until next meeting whether to flush really all PUCCH resources. Check whether it would be possible to keep the PUCCH configuration, i.e., whether MAC would prevent using the SR and periodic CSI. 
[bookmark: _Toc527030266][NR/L1] PUCCH resource release (Huawei)
-	Until next meeting
=>	Intended outcome: Email discussion summary and optional CR

R2-1814184	Clarification on PUCCH-ConfigCommon	vivo
-	Intel thinks that option 2 is not needed. QC agrees that the PUCCH-ConfigCommon resource is only for the initial BWP. 
=>	Noted
=>	The field description of pucch-ResourceCommon clarifies that these PUCCH resources are only applicable for the initial BWP of the UE’s serving cell. Hence, the NW cannot configure this field for other BWPs. And it is also clear that the NW has to configure the dedicated PUCCH-Config for other BWPs on which the UE is meant to transmit PUCCH. 
[bookmark: _Toc527030397]=>	VIVO may consider making a CR making this even more clear in the RRC spec. Updated CR to be provided in R2-1815920 (Offline discussion 901)
R2-1814185	CR on PUCCH-ConfigCommon	vivo
=>	Not agreed
R2-1815920	CR on PUCCH-ConfigCommon	vivo

BWP switching
Mapping of DCI code-points to RRC-Configured BWPs
R2-1813657	BWP ID issue	Huawei, HiSilicon
-	Intel prefers option 2. The network can take care of this. Nokia thinks that the bitwidth could be made dependent of the maximum ID. MediaTek thinks that option 1 is better. QC agrees. Intel thinks that this change would not be backwards compatible. The NW could ensure that the current RAN1 and RAN2 text remains correct. Ericsson tends to agree with Intel. MediaTek thinks option 1 would be the cleanest. DCM thinks that option 2 works and nothing is broken (only a clarification for the BWP).
=>	Postponed to next meeting 
R2-1813658	CR for TS38.331 on BWP ID (option-1)	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1813659	CR for TS38.331 on BWP ID (option-2)	Huawei, HiSilicon

Allowing to change SCell’s BWP by RRC without release/add
R2-1813661	CR for TS38.331 on first Active BWPs for Scell	Huawei, HiSilicon
-	QC, ZTE and MediaTek agree that the NW should be able to reconfigure this. Intel and Ericsson thinks that there is no real need to change the first active BWP. It would be sufficient to just release and add the SCell. Nokia agrees that one can also use release and add if one anyway wants to use RRC BWP switching. Huawei thinks that we could just allow sending it without reconfigurationWithSync but that does not need to trigger the switch in the RRC procedure. 
=>	Not agreed
R2-1813660	Configuration of first Active BWPs for Scell	Huawei, HiSilicon
MIMO configuration
R2-1813713	MIMO layer configuration	MediaTek Inc.
=>	Send an “LS on MIMO layer configuration” to RAN1 and RAN4 to ask whether the NW has to pre-inform the UE by an explicit (new) RRC parameter about the maximum number of MIMO layers per carrier as it was done in LTE or whether and how the UE can derive this from other existing RRC parameters or whether the NW may dynamically choose the number of MIMO layers per carrier (staying at any point in time within the UE capabilities). Also ask whether such configuration, if needed, should be done on BWP or Cell level. Ask for both UL and DL. Clarify that RAN2 could add a parameter if RAN1 considers it necessary.
[bookmark: _Toc527030267][NR/MIMO] LS to RAN1 and RAN4 on MIMO Layer configuration (MediaTek)
=>	Intended outcome: LS to RAN1 and RAN4
	
R2-1813714	MIMO layer configuration	MediaTek Inc.
Initial Timing Advance
R2-1813941	Correction on field description of n-TimingAdvanceOffset	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
=>	No change is needed. The Network configures either no value (in cases where just one value is possible for the given mode) or one of the allowed values. 
=>	Not agreed
SRS Configuration
R2-1814275	Correction on SRS-TPC-CommandConfig	MediaTek Inc.
-	Ericsson thinks it would be better to change “Cond Setup” to “Need R”. 
=>	Remove the “Cond Setup” and instead add “Need R”
=>	With this change the CR is in principle agreed in R2-1815925
R2-1814847	Correction in 38331 for SRS-config	Huawei, HiSilicon
=>	Change to “The configured SRS resource does not exceed the slot boundary.”
=>	Remove “The network configures at most one resource set with usage set to codebook and at most one with usage set to nonCodebook” since it is already covered in L1 specs. 
=>	Remove field description for freqDomainPosition. 
=>	Do not add a field description for frequencyDomainShift
[bookmark: _Toc527030398]=>	An update CR may be provided in R2-1815921 (Huawei) (Offline discussion 900)
[bookmark: _Hlk527029825]R2-1815921	Correction in 38331 for SRS-config	Huawei, HiSilicon

CSI
R2-1814960	Invalidation of L1 parameter nrofCQIsPerReport	Ericsson
=>	The CR is in principle agreed
Other
Mostly clarifications
R2-1813662	CR for TS38.331 on BWP related corrections	Huawei, HiSilicon
=>	Not agreed
=>	Rapporteur will adopt editorial changes as considered necessary
=>	Change in field description “beamFailureRecoveryConfig”: “Configuration of beam failure recovery. If supplementaryUplink is present, the field is present only in one of the uplink carriers, either UL or SUL.”

R2-1813665	CR for TS38.331 on MIB	Huawei, HiSilicon
=>	Change “the initial DL BWP” to “, paging”
=>	With this change the CR is in principle agreed in R2-1815922

R2-1813666	CR for TS38.331 on PDCCH-ConfigSIB	Huawei, HiSilicon
=>	CR is in principle agreed

R2-1814854	Miscellaneous Corrections to 38331	Huawei, HiSilicon
=>	Will be merged into rapporteur CR

R2-1814851	CR for TS38.331 on PowerControl-related issues	Huawei, HiSilicon
=>	Remove “The value of the field should be i0 when another field twoPUSCH-PC-AdjustmentStates is absent”
=>	Remove “power control process l=0”
=>	Change “the UE adopts the SS/PBCH block with which the UE obtains the master system information as the reference signal for pathloss estimation for PUCCH power control” to “the UE uses the SSB as reference signal”
=>	With this change the CR is in principle agreed in R2-1815923
R2-1814971	Clarification on hopping parameters for PUSCH	Ericsson
=>	Correct to “sequence hopping are disabled”
=>	groupHoppingEnabledTransformPrecoding: Change to “Enables group hopping for Msg3 (sequence hopping is always disabled for Msg3)”
=>	Wit this change the CR is in principle agreed in R2-1815924

R2-1815116	Correction in 38331 for beam failure recovery	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1815241	Correction in 38331 for CSI-RS mobility configuration	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1814125	CR on frequencyInfoDL for handover	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0262	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1815310	Clarification on the Description for resourceType in CSI-ResourceConfig	Samsung Electronics	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0461	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1815164	Discussion on allowing CSI-RS configuration over more than one BWPs	Samsung	discussion	R2-1811797

Withdrawn
R2-1814607	CR for TS38.331 on DMRS capabilities [H343][ H344]	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0363	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Withdrawn
R2-1814608	CR for TS38.306 on DMRS capabilities [H343][ H344]	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.306	15.3.0	0039	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Withdrawn
R2-1814846	Correction in 38331 for CSI-RS mobility configuration	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0387	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Withdrawn

Comebacks from Break-Out Session: 
(Offline discussion 900) Huawei should provide an update CR on SRS-config in R2-1815921 

(Offline discussion 901) VIVO may consider making a CR on PUCCH-ConfigCommon making this even more clear in the RRC spec. Updated CR to be provided in R2-1815920 (Offline discussion 901)

In-Principle-Agreed CRs:

R2-1815922	CR for TS38.331 on MIB	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1815923	CR for TS38.331 on PowerControl-related issues	Huawei, HiSilicon
R2-1815924	Clarification on hopping parameters for PUSCH	Ericsson
R2-1815925	Correction on SRS-TPC-CommandConfig	MediaTek Inc.

Email discussions from Break-Out Session: 
	[NR/L1] PUCCH resource release (Huawei) - Until next meeting => Intended outcome: Email discussion summary and optional CR
	[NR/MIMO] LS to RAN1 and RAN4 on MIMO Layer configuration (MediaTek)
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