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This document lists the RILs flagged during 38331 Rel-16 ASN.1 review prior to RAN2#110-e meeting.
It is expected that flagged RILs are handled/resolved during relevant ASN.1 common  or WI session.

	RIL
	WI
	Class
	Status
	Flagging
Company
	Flagging Comment

	C120
	DCCA
	3
	PropAgree2
	Huawei
	the proposal goes in the right direction but we think it is not sufficient. We have submitted R2-2005245 to address this more completely.

	C121
	DCCA
	3
	PropAgree2
	Huawei
	As explained by ZTE, in case of reconfigurationWithSync, all SCells not included in SCellsToAddModList will be set to deactivated state according to 5.3.5.5.2. However, if we simply remove this part, then for SCells included in SCellToAddModList but not configured with ”sCellState”, the state will remain unchanged (not "unknown" as in ZTE's comment), i.e. these SCells won't be deactivated.

Then with this change, if a Rel-15 network modifies SCells during reconfiguration with sync, the Rel-15 UE will deactivate these SCells but not the Rel-16 UE. We don't see any reason for doing that.

Still, when checking this text, we think it would be useful to capture that activation upon reception of sCellState is only executed if sCellToAddModList was received in an RRCReconfiguration message including reconfigurationWithSync, in an RRCResume message or in an E-UTRA RRCConnectionResume message.

We have showed that in R2-2005242.

	G104
	MobEnh
	3
	ToDo
	Google
	In our understanding, this is not only an optimization.
As mentioned in our contribution R2-2005529, the UE may set wrong reestablishmentCause (i.e., set it to otherFailure) after the DAPS handover failure according to current text. 
A network may be unable to know there is a handover failure after T304 expires (you can find more detailed discussion in our contribution).
Thus, we think the discussion on this RIL G104 is needed.

	J030
	MobEnh
	3
	ToDo
	Sharp
	A tdoc R2-2005430 is submitted to explain this issue. The aim is to revert a UE from a DAPS status to a non-DAPS status in case of RRC reestablishment. For your comment that the node received reestablishment request can handle it, I do not think it is a reliable way, as the reestablishment node cannot always identify whether the UE is in DAPS status or not(e.g. multiple target nodes are prepared in the handover preparation and the reestablishment node is prepared for a non-DAPS handover for this UE ). we also think full configuration should be avoided in this case to not introduce unnecessary interruption. A better way is to revert the UE back to non-DAPS status before or during the RRC reestablishment procedure by UE releasing the source configuration. So I think this issue needs further discussion.

	J032
	MobEnh
	3
	ToDo
	Sharp
	this is a clarification. in CHO, the time UE receives the CHO command is not the time UE execute a CHO,  I understand “during the last 1 second preceding reception of the RRCReconfiguration message including reconfigurationWithSync in spCellConfig of an MCG” includes “during the last 1 second preceding reception of a CHO command”, but does not include “during the last 1 second preceding execution of a CHO”.  As UE should always report the latest information to the target node, so this may need to be clarified to include “during the last 1 second preceding execution of a CHO” case.

	E229
	URLLC
	2
	PropAgree2
	Huawei
	There are 65 parameters scattered across several IEs with the suffix "ForDCI-Format1-2" and this suffix is the only way to find them all.
Therefore, we think it is not a good idea to change this suffix just for one out of 65 parameters.

	Q022
	MIMO
	2
	PropReject2
	Qualcomm
	We do not think that ‘RAN2 agreed to not change asn.1, but add IE description text above’ as commented by the rapporteur. The issue was discussed in RAN2 #109e and conclusion was to send an LS to RAN1 for clarification. Now that RAN1 reply LS clearly states that schemes 2a/2b/3 and scheme 4 are mutually exclusive, we’d suggest RAN2 to capture RAN1’s understanding by using ‘CHOICE’ instead of ‘SEQUENCE’.

	S117
	V2X
	2
	PropAgree
	Huawei
	Those two are under V2X WI specific discussion, based on the companies’ feedback we may have different concussion or some wording adjustment. It is better to postpone those two and update the status after the conclusion in WI session.


	M112
	V2X
	2
	PropAgree2
	Huawei
	Those two are under V2X WI specific discussion, based on the companies’ feedback we may have different concussion or some wording adjustment. It is better to postpone those two and update the status after the conclusion in WI session.




