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1. [bookmark: _Ref165266342]Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk42012601]Email Discussion: [AT111] [101] [eMIMO] MAC corrections (Samsung)
Final scope: Draft R2-2008219 and discuss implications of the reply LS from RAN1 (if it will be made available with a R2 number before the end of the meeting)
Final intended outcome: Agreeable CR in R2-2008219 and summary of the discussion on the implications of the reply LS from RAN1 in R2-2008221 (if there will be consensus for a further CR, a 1-week email discussion will be allocated for this)
Final deadline (for companies' feedback): Friday 2020-08-28 06:00 UTC
Final deadline (for uploading R2-2008219 and R2-2008221): Friday 2020-08-28 08:00 UTC
2. BFR Correction
R2-2008053	Correction on the definition of Ci field in BFR MAC CE	Qualcomm Incorporated	draftCR	Rel-16	38.321	16.1.0	F	NR_eMIMO-Core
· Initially discussed in offline 101
· Vivo thinks the problem described in the CR is related to RAN1 or RAN4 and should be discussed there first.
· Ericsson would not like to change the definition of the Ci field. Also think that this could be address in RAN4 to change the timing requirements.
· Continue in the follow-up of offline 101
· Ok to add a Note as agreed in offline 101 - round 2
· Draft a CR in R2-2008219

Note: Qualcomm to provide the draft CR

	Company
	Agree as is; Agree with changes; Disagree
	Detailed Comments (e.g. modified TP, etc.)

	LG
	Agree with changes
	To be aligned with other part of MAC spec, the following update would be considered. 
NOTE: When the MAC entity has pending BFR for an SCell and the candidate beam detection is not completed according to the requirement in TS 38.133 [11, 38.133], it need not report SCell as failed in a BFR MAC CE or truncated BFR MAC CE; MAC CE need not be generated if there is no other failed SCell to report.

	Samsung
	Agree with changes
	NOTE: When the MAC entity has pending triggered BFR for an SCell and not cancelled and the candidate beam detection is not completed according to the requirements as specified in [11TS38.133 [11], it need not report the SCell as failed in a BFR MAC CE or a tTruncated BFR MAC CE; also, the MAC CE need not be generated in this case if there is no other failed SCell to report.

	ZTE
	Agree with changes
	Agree the change suggested from Qualcomm
NOTE: When the MAC entity has pending triggered BFR for an SCell and not cancelled and is in the process of evaluating the candidate beam detection  according to the requirements as specified in [11TS38.133 [11], it need not report the SCell as failed in a BFR MAC CE or a tTruncated BFR MAC CE; also, the MAC CE need not be generated in this case if there is no other failed SCell to report.
[Samsung]: Ok with change suggested by Qualcomm.



Summary:

Nokia has provided an alternative shortened TP on the RAN2 reflector. The TP as follows:
NOTE:      The MAC entity needs not trigger BFR for an SCell when it is in the process of evaluating the candidate beams according to the requirements as specified in TS 38.133 [11].
The TP also prohibits sending SR while UE is in process of evaluating the candidate beam and it changes the BFR trigger condition.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on views expressed, it seems that the latest TP from Qualcomm is acceptable to majority of companies (4/2). So proposal is to agree the latest TP from Qualcomm.

Proposal 1: Agree the CR R2-2008219 with following TP:

NOTE: When the MAC entity has triggered BFR for an SCell and not cancelled and is in the process of evaluating the candidate beam detection according to the requirements as specified in TS38.133 [11], it need not report the SCell as failed in a BFR MAC CE or a Truncated BFR MAC CE; also, the MAC CE need not be generated in this case if there is no other failed SCell to report.
3. Discussion on implications of RAN1 LS 
In response to the question: “Is RAN2 understanding correct that the Serving cell set based SRS spatial relation indication MAC CE can be used to indicate the SRS spatial relations in SUL configuration?”, RAN1 has replied in reply LS [1] that:
· From RAN1 perspective, spatial relation is only applicable to FR2 irrespective of NUL or SUL. Currently no SUL carriers are defined for FR2 by RAN4. Therefore, the network cannot at this point configure this feature for SUL
Q: Whether to delete the SUL flag from the current serving cell set based SRS spatial Relation Indication MAC CE in Rel16?
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	Detailed Comments

	Ericsson
	Agree to delete
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree to delete
	

	ZTE
	Agree
	Based on the LS from RAN1, the SUL flag of the current serving cell set based SRS spatial Relation Indication MAC CE is useless in R16 and We suggest to set SUL flag to R bit for the potential future usage.

	Samsung
	-
	Follow the majority view.



Summary: There is consensus to delete the SUL flag.

Proposal 2: Replace the SUL flag in SRS spatial Relation Indication MAC CE with R bit.
4. Conclusions
Proposal 1: Agree the CR R2-2008219 with following TP:

NOTE: When the MAC entity has triggered BFR for an SCell and not cancelled and is in the process of evaluating the candidate beam detection according to the requirements as specified in TS38.133 [11], it need not report the SCell as failed in a BFR MAC CE or a Truncated BFR MAC CE; also, the MAC CE need not be generated in this case if there is no other failed SCell to report.

Proposal 2: Replace the SUL flag in SRS spatial Relation Indication MAC CE with R bit.
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