
3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #110-e

R2-2006359
Electronic, 1st Jun. – 12th Jun. 2020                                  

Source:
vivo

Title:
Summary of offline discussion #001: Correction on 38300

Agenda Item:
5.2.1.1

Document for:
Discussion and Decision

1. Introduction

The document is to report the summary of the following email discussion:

	· [AT110e][001][NR15] Corrections 38300 (vivo)
Scope: Treat R2-2004442, R2-2004443, R2-2004846, R2-2004847, R2-2004848, R2-2004849, R2-2004850, R2-2004851 (proponents are responsible to explain and drive)

Part 1: Decision whether to make corrections or not, identify agreeable corrections. Deadline: June 4, 0700 UTC. 

Part 2: Others: For agreeable parts, continuation to agree CRs. Deadline: June 10, 0700 UTC.


Two issues based on contributions [1-8] submitted in RAN2#110e are listed and discussed as below. 
2. Discussion

2.1. Issue1: Corrections on initial BWP

The contributions [1-2] indicate that the description of initial BWP is not correctly captured in TS38.300. In the section 7.8, it states that “For the SCell(s), the initial BWP is the BWP configured for the UE to first operate at SCell activation.” Actually, it should be the first active BWP when RRC configures firstActiveDownlinkBWP used upon MAC-activation of an SCell. Thus, the current description in TS 38.300 needs to be corrected. 

It was proposed to fix the issue as follows [1-2]:

	7.8
Bandwidth Adaptation

To enable BA on the PCell, the gNB configures the UE with UL and DL BWP(s). To enable BA on SCells in case of CA, the gNB configures the UE with DL BWP(s) at least (i.e. there may be none in the UL). For the PCell, the BWP used for initial access is configured via system information. For the SCell(s), the BWP used for initial activation is configured via dedicated RRC signaling.


Q1: Companies are invited to provide their views whether they agree with the above issues 1 and the corresponding text proposal.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments, if any

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Yes
	

	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Yes
	We agree with the intention of the CR. For SCell, the wording can be improved. “For the SCell(s), the BWP used for initial activation is configured via dedicated RRC signaling.”

SCell should be activated on BWPs of other serving cells. A better text can be:

“For the SCell(s), the first BWP used after initial activation is configured via dedicated RRC signaling.”

	Nokia
	Yes
	Prefer to stick to the wording from the CR and avoid using “first” as it bears a special meaning in RRC.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Slightly prefer original wording over Huawei's proposal.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	Also prefer the original wording.

	Huawei2
	
	We really think “BWP used for initial activation” is confusing. If the concern of our proposal is “first”, it is ok to just say “the BWP used after initial activation”

	Intel
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Partially agree
	We agree with the intention of the change for SCell, but for the change of the PCell we disagree, the idle/inactive UE access the PCell via initial BWP, and the connected UE access the PCell via the BWP configured by dedicated signalling. The term of initial BWP still be used in 38.300 other section and in RRC, so we don’t need to avoid the usage of the term initial BWP.

We suggest to change as following for PCell:

For the PCell, the initial BWP is the BWP used for initial access for inacitve/idel UE which is configured via system information.

	vivo
	Yes
	Regarding Huawei2’s concern, our understanding is when SCell is activated by MAC CE, the first active BWP configured by RRC can be used for this SCell. Is there any other understanding, as you mentioned it is confusing? We would like to further understand the intention for this “after”.

Regarding CATT’s concern, we think your clarification is OK for us. But I am not sure whether need to specify such detail in stage-2 specification. Here, we just need to differentiate the PCell and Scell. Thus, we prefer to keep the original simple text as suggested by spec rapporteur. 

	LG
	Yes
	Also prefer original wording.


Summary: 11 companies provided views.

All companies agree with the above issues 1 in [1-2] and the corresponding text proposal.
· One company prefers to update the text “For the SCell(s), the BWP is used for initial activation” to “For the SCell(s), the BWP is used after initial activation” to avoid potential confusion.  
· One company prefers to make it more clear on initial BWP for PCell. 
Based on the inputs from companies, Rapporteur suggests to follow the clear majority to agree this issue, and the text proposal with a slight update. 
Proposal 1: (11/11) The description of initial BWP in bandwidth adaptation section captured in TS38.300 needs to be updated as “For the PCell, the BWP used for initial access is configured via system information. For the SCell(s), the BWP used after initial activation is configured via dedicated RRC signaling.”.

2.2. Issue2: Clarification for KPAS and EU-alert 

The UE requirements to support Korean Public Alarm System (KPAS) and EU-Alert warning system were captured in E-UTRAN, but missing in NR. Hence, the contributions [3-8] proposed to capture the UE requirements to KPAS and EU-alert in NR as follows:

The proposed text to TS38.300 is below [3-4]:
KPAS and EU-Alert are public warning systems developed for the delivery of multiple, concurrent warning notifications (see TS 22.268 [15]). KPAS and EU-Alert uses the same AS mechanisms as CMAS. Therefore, the NR procedures defined for CMAS equally apply for KPAS and EU-Alert. 
The proposed text to TS38.304 and TS38.331 is following [5-8]:
EU-Alert: Public Warning System that delivers Warning Notifications provided by Warning Notification Providers using the same AS mechanisms as defined for CMAS.
Korean Public Alert System (KPAS): Public Warning System that delivers Warning Notifications provided by Warning Notification Providers using the same AS mechanisms as defined for CMAS.
Q2: Companies are invited to provide their views whether they agree with the above issues 2 and the corresponding text proposal.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments, if any

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Yes
	

	Huawei, Hisilicon
	No
	In our RAN2 specifications, we should only define terminologies and clarify mechanisms that are used in our RAN2 specification. 

It would be strange if we define terminologies in a spec that have never been used in that spec. 



	Nokia
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Yes, this aligns NR with LTE. See below the CRs updates that were made in LTE. FYI the 38.306 updates were included in CRs to 38.306 for the updates for optional features without capability signalling R2-2004842 and R2-2004843. 

R2-123166
EU-Alert in relation to CMAS

Samsung, Huawei

36.306

R2-123164

EU-Alert in relation to CMAS

Samsung, Huawei

36.304

R2-123165

EU-Alert in relation to CMAS

Samsung, Huawei

36.331

R2-123163

Korean Public Alert System (KPAS) and EU-Alert in relation to CMAS

Samsung, Huawei

36.300

R2-122943

Korean Public Alert System (KPAS) in relation to CMAS

Huawei, HiSilicon, Samsung

36.306

R2-123138

Korean Public Alert System (KPAS) in relation to CMAS

Samsung, Huawei

36.304

R2-123122

Korean Public Alert System (KPAS) in relation to CMAS

Samsung, Huawei

36.300

R2-123139

Korean Public Alert System (KPAS) in relation to CMAS

Samsung, Huawei

36.331



	MediaTek
	No strong view
	Although we also wonder why we have to mention this term in RAN2 SPEC, it is fine to align with LTE.

	Intel
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	No strong view
	

	vivo
	Yes
	We are also fine to align with LTE. Our understanding for this suggested text is just for information that KPAS and EU-Alert is similar as CMAS.  

	LG
	Yes
	


Summary: 10 companies provided views.

7 companies agree with to capture the UE requirements to support Korean Public Alarm System (KPAS) and EU-Alert warning system in NR as in LTE. 
2 companies have no strong view. But one of them are fine to align with LTE.
1 company has concern to define the terminologies or description in a spec that have never been used in that specification. They think there is no technique technical reason to just align with the LTE specification. 
Based on the inputs from companies, Rapporteur suggests to follow the clear majority to agree to capture the UE requirements to support Korean Public Alarm System (KPAS) and EU-Alert warning system in NR as in LTE. But whether to capture the same thing in all specification (i.e. 38.300, 38.304, 38.331), companies can further provide their preference.
Proposal 2: (8/10) The UE requirements to support Korean Public Alarm System (KPAS) and EU-Alert warning system captured in E-UTRAN need to be captured in NR specification, whether to capture the same thing in all specifications (i.e. 38.300, 38.304, 38.331) can be further discussed based on the updated CR. 
3. Conclusions

This contribution summarizes the email discussion [AT110e][001][NR15] Corrections 38300 (vivo), and achieves the following proposals:

Proposal 1: (11/11) The description of initial BWP in bandwidth adaptation section captured in TS38.300 needs to be updated as “For the PCell, the BWP used for initial access is configured via system information. For the SCell(s), the BWP used after initial activation is configured via dedicated RRC signaling.”.

Proposal 2: (8/10) The UE requirements to support Korean Public Alarm System (KPAS) and EU-Alert warning system captured in E-UTRAN need to be captured in NR specification, whether to capture the same thing in all specifications (i.e. 38.300, 38.304, 38.331) can be further discussed based on the updated CR. 
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