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1	Introduction
This is to report the result of the following email discussion in RAN2#111-e Meeting [1].
[AT111-e][024][NR16] MAC Misc Corrections (Samsung)
	Scope: Treat R2-2007717, R2-2007061, R2-2007713, include other corrections to be merged with rapporteur CR (if any)
	Deadline: EOM

[bookmark: _Toc497230266][bookmark: _Toc497230267]2	Discussion
2.1	Miscellaneous corrections (TS rapporteur CR)
R2-2007717	Miscellaneous corrections	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	38.321	16.1.0	0769	1	F	TEI16, LTE_NR_DC_CA_enh-Core, NR_2step_RACH-Core	R2-2006659

	Company
	Agree as is;
Agree with changes;
Disagree
	Detailed Comments

	Samsung
	Agree as is
	This can be further updated based on the input during this meeting.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Agree mostly
	The following condition sounds a bit confusing as it does not refer to upon “what” configuration:
-	configuring sCellState per configured SCell: the associated SCell is activated upon configuration, if configured.
We could reformulate, e.g.,:

-	configuring sCellState per configured SCell: if configured, the associated SCell is activated upon SCell configuration.


	LG
	Agree as is
	However, we are fine with Nokia’s wording.

	Apple
	Agree as is
	Nokia’s TP is better. 

	HW(Chong)
	Agree
	Agree with above changes from NOK, and we also spot one additional editorial as follows.
· msgA-CB-PreamblesPerSSB-PerSharedRO: defines the number of contention-based Random Access Preambles for 2-step RA type mapped to each SSB when the PRACH occasions are shared between 2-step and 4-step RA types.;


	vivo
	Agree as is
	We slightly prefer Nokia’s wording.

	MediaTek
	Agree as is
	Share same view from Nokia and prefer Nokia’s wording.

	CATT
	Agree as is
	Also OK with Nokia’s wording

	Ericsson
(Mats Folke)
	Agree with changes
	The editorial changes are ok.
Regarding the changes in clause 5.9 we think the added text is the same as the following sentence in the first paragraph, and hence the added text would be redundant:

Upon configuration of an SCell, the SCell is deactivated unless the parameter sCellState is set to activated for the SCell by upper layers.


	Qualcomm
	Agree with changes
	We are fine with the editorial changes.

Regarding the change in Clause 5.9, we share similar view with the comments above, i.e. the proposed text is a bit confusing and redundant with the first paragraph. We hence suggest the following change:

If the MAC entity is configured with one or more SCells, the network may activate and deactivate the configured SCells. Upon configuration of an SCell, the SCell is deactivated unless the parameter sCellState is set to activated for the SCell by upper layers. The configured SCell(s) can also be is activated and deactivated by:
-	receiving the SCell Activation/Deactivation MAC CE described in clause 6.1.3.10;
-	configuring sCellDeactivationTimer timer per configured SCell (except the SCell configured with PUCCH, if any): the associated SCell is deactivated upon its expiry


	OPPO
	Agree with changes
	Same view as above.

	Intel (Yujian Zhang; yujian.zhang@intel.com)
	Agree as is
	Also fine with Nokia’s wording.



Conclusion:
Among 12 companies, all the companies are fine with the editorial changes. Regarding the change in subclause 5.9, some companies think the text is redundant from the sentence in the first paragraph, while vast majority is fine with the additional bullet with Nokia's text. Merely for the readability, rapporteur thinks that to put all the cases to the bullets looks better. Also note that rapporteur receives a few more pure-editorial corrections (including comments from Huawei above), and it would be good to capture them together. Hence,
Proposal 1-1:	The TP in subclause 5.9 is revised to '-	configuring sCellState per configured SCell: if configured, the associated SCell is activated upon SCell configuration', and also other pure-editorial corrections can be made.
Propsoal 1-2:	Samsung provides a revision of R2-2007717 to Drafts folder by August 21, 0300 UTC, and collects further comments by August 24, 0700 UTC.

2.2	Stopping ongoing Random Access procedure
R2-2007061	Stopping ongoing Random Access procedure	LG Electronics Inc.	discussion	Rel-16	TEI16

	Company
	Agree as is;
Agree with changes;
Disagree
	Detailed Comments

	Samsung
	TP1
	TP1 is preferred to improve the readability without losing any text. The TP, if agreed, can be included to either R2-2007717 or R2-2007713.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Can consider TP1
	We are not comfortable with TP2 as it changes the agreed behaviour. TP1, if something is to be changed, can be considered with detailed wording reviewed later (in case accepted).

	LG
	TP2 or TP1
	Our first preference is TP2. Stopping RA procedure is an optional UE behaviour, and it is worthless to develop the condition for each introduced feature.

	Apple
	TP1
	TP1 is clearer and readable to capture the UE behaviour for each case. 

	HW(Chong)
	TP2 as baseline
	Our understanding is TP2 attempts to simplify the description for UE implementation. Generally, the ongoing RA procedure may be stopped due to the pending SR that triggered the RA is cancelled. We believe this principle should hold for all relevant cases. Therefore, it would be good to have this attempt for clarity and should be also applied to both RA stopping and SR cancellation (see the following subsection). The detailed TP can be discussed later.

	vivo
	Slightly prefer TP1
	It seems that the RACH stopping due to the BWP switching of the SCell is not captured in the specification. For example, the SCell BFR could trigger RACH, and the SCell BFR would be cancelled when BWP switching occurs in the SCell.

	MediaTek
	TP1 or TP2
	Basically both TP are acceptable to us. If companies have concern to remove existing text, we can go for TP1.

	CATT
	TP1
	We prefer to specify the UE behaviour case by case to avoid any misunderstanding.

	Ericsson
	TP1
	TP1 is preferred.

	Qualcomm
	TP1 as baseline
	We prefer TP1. A minor suggestion is to combine the first two sub-bullets under BSR cancellation into a single paragraph, i.e.

The MAC entity may stop, if any, ongoing Random Access procedure due to a pending SR for BSR, which has no valid PUCCH resources configured, if:
-	a MAC PDU is transmitted using a UL grant other than a UL grant provided by Random Access Response or a UL grant determined as specified in clause 5.1.2a for the transmission of the MSGA payload, and this PDU includes a BSR MAC CE which contains buffer status up to (and including) the last event that triggered a BSR (see clause 5.4.5) prior to the MAC PDU assembly; or
-	the UL grant(s) can accommodate all pending data available for transmission.
This helps avoid potential confusion on how the three conditions above are evaluated.

	OPPO
	TP1 as baseline
	

	Intel
	Slightly prefer TP2
	Both TPs are OK to us, and we agree with LG that there is no need to have detailed conditions for each feature considering that stopping RA procedure is optional UE behaviour.



Conclusion:
Among 12 companies, 8 companies prefer TP1 while 4 companies indicated that both are fine.
From Part 2 discussion, it was pointed out that the CR can also be postponed to avoid any potential clash. Hence,
Proposal 2:	The CR for the TP1 in R2-2007061 is postponed (again).

2.3	Alignment of SR clause
R2-2007713	Alignment of SR clause	Ericsson, Samsung	CR	Rel-16	38.321	16.1.0	0732	2	F	NR_unlic-Core, NR_eMIMO-Core, NR_IAB_enh	R2-2005328

	Company
	Agree as is;
Agree with changes;
Disagree
	Detailed Comments

	Samsung
	Agree as is
	The changes are merely for the clarify without any functional change.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Agree with the intention
	There are discussions ongoing both in NR-U and eMIMO on the SR cancelling conditions so this should wait for those discussions to complete.
We would not like to move the BFR SR cancellation by the SCell deactivation under section 5.9 as we specify the SR cancelling conditions in section 5.4.4 usually (why would we move only one condition?).

We are not sure what the word “relevant” refers to in the case of Pre-emptive BSR MAC CE. As we have only one type of Pre-emptive BSR MAC CE, we can remove the word “relevant” from the sentence completely.

	LG
	Agree with the intention
	We want to change BSR related text as well in a bulletized form.

	Apple
	Agree with the intention
	We share LG’s view. The BSR triggered SR cancellation can also be restructured in the unified way.

	HW(Chong)
	
	Similar view as NOK, there are separate WI specific discussions on the fly, so we can wait for the outcomes to avoid back and forth changes. We assume the intention is just to improve the readability, so no need for a rush.

Basically we understand the cancellation SR is due to the event that triggered the SR is cancelled, so it would be good not to indicate case by case, but have a general description for clarity, similar to stopping RA procedure above. The detailed TP can be discussed later.

	vivo
	Agree as is
	We think the changes are making the specification text more readable without functional changes. If companies consider that there are some other cases to be captured or corrected, maybe we can merge those CRs together once agreed.

	MediaTek
	Agree with the intention
	We also share LG’s view.

	CATT
	Agree with the intention
	But we don’t think “At deactivation of an SCell, moved the cancelling of pending SR due to BFR from 5.4.4 to 5.9 to align with consistent LBT failure cancelling.” is correct. In 5.9, what is cancelled is “triggered consistent LBT failure”, not SR.
BTW, should we specify “cancel BFR procedure” when SCell is deactivated in 5.9, similar to LBT failure?

	Ericsson
	Agree as is
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree with the intention
	We share LG’s view. If we are going to bulletize different causes of SR cancelation, it is cleaner to include BSR procedure as well.

	OPPO
	Agree as is
	

	Intel
	Agree with the intention
	We also share LG’s view.



Conclusion:
Even though all the companies are supportive on the changes (and also on the further suggestion from LG), rapporteur think this can be done after this meeting (i.e. once TPs from NR-U and eMIMO become stable), as Nokia and Huawei pointed out. Hence,
Proposal 3:	The CR R2-2007713 is postponed (again).

3	Conclusion
Proposal 1-1:	The TP in subclause 5.9 is revised to '-	configuring sCellState per configured SCell: if configured, the associated SCell is activated upon SCell configuration', and also other pure-editorial corrections can be made.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Propsoal 1-2:	Samsung provides a revision of R2-2007717 in R2-2008450, and RAN2 agrees it.
Proposal 2:	The CR for the TP1 in R2-2007061 is postponed (again).
Proposal 3:	The CR R2-2007713 is postponed (again).
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