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There are few open issues which are not covered by email discussion on open issues.
Discussion
Open issue 1 from [1]
There is FFS for sfnSchemePdsch in PDSCH-Config to be applicable for BWP-DownlinkCommon.

There is a UE feature i.e. SFN scheme A (scheme 1) for PDSCH and PDCCH (23-6-1) in [4]. It means support SFN scheme A (scheme1) should be configured per UE instead per cell. So this FFS can be removed i.e. sfnSchemePdsch in PDSCH-Config is only applicable for BWP-DownlinkDedicated. 
Proposal1: sfnSchemePdsch in PDSCH-Config is only applicable for BWP-DownlinkDedicated
Open issue 2
In current running CR, a new IE i.e. csi-SSB-ResourceSet2 is added to incorporate RAN1’s agreement that “‘maxNrofCSI-SSB-ResourceSetsPerConfig’ should be changed to 2”. But “maxNrofCSI-SSB-ResourceSetsPerConfig” can’t be modified to 2 in order to keep backwards compability hence another CSI SSB resource set id is inserted in CSI-ResourceConfig.
But in the newly added resourcesForChannel2-r17 in CSI-AssociatedReportConfigInfo, csi-SSB-ResourceSet-r17 still refer to index of csi-SSB-ResourceSet in CSI-ResourceConfig:
resourcesForChannel2-r17                 CHOICE {
… (deleted part)
        csi-SSB-ResourceSet-r17           INTEGER (1..maxNrofCSI-SSB-ResourceSetsPerConfig)
    }  
Because maxNrofCSI-SSB-ResourceSetsPerConfig is still 1, so that csi-SSB-ResourceSet-r17 can’t be the 2nd CSI SSB Resource Set newly added in CSI-ResourceConfig. 
One way to resolve it is to configure csi-SSB-ResourceSet-r17 as CSI-SSB-ResourceSetId directly.
Proposal 2: configure csi-SSB-ResourceSet-r17 within resourcesForChannel2-r17 as CSI-SSB-ResourceSetId
Open issue3
During the email discussion of [Pre117-e][009][feMIMO] feMIMO Open Issues Input (Ericsson) and of [Post116bis-e][083][feMIMO] 38331 and LS out (Ericsson) for LS to RAN1, it seems two concepts are easily tangled and causes some misunderstanding:
1, TCI state pool configuration with reference CC/BWP
2, Common TCI state update (or sharing)
Our understanding is that both Joint/DL TCI state pool and/or UL TCI state pool can be either configured with detail TCI list in one CC/BWP or refer to another CC/BWP in the same cell group. For Joint/DL TCI state pool, downlink BWP ID should be referred since they are defined within PDSCH-Config IE. For UL TCI state, uplink BWP ID should be referred since this is defined within BWP-UplinkDedicated. The main intention of such scheme is to save RRC signalling overhead. The CC/BWP, which refers to another CC/BWP, will have exactly the same TCI state pool as reference CC/BWP. 
While common TCI state update (or sharing) means the TCI state index within TCI state update MAC CE and hence code points within DCI are shared among a list of serving cells within same cell group. But it doesn’t mean the interpretation of the MAC CE and/or DCI is the same among serving cells because all the serving cell apart from the serving cell/BWP sending the MAC CE and/or DCI will only check they own TCI state pool with the same TCI state index within MAC CE and hence code point within DCI. Whether those TCI state indexes point to the same TCI state or not depends on how the other serving cells configure their TCI state. If coincidently that serving cell refer to the shared CC/BWP, then eventually the interpretation is the same. If not, the interpretation of the MAC CE and DCI could be totally different. As matter of fact this scheme is already there in Rel18 to update TCI state of PDSCH and PDCCH.
In the LS to RAN1 [3] RAN2 is wondering whether different serving cells of same cell group could be configured with different TCI state frame work. Our understanding is there is no such limitation i.e. both can be configured in different serving cells. If some of the serving cells are configured with R16 TCI state frame work while others with R17 unified TCI state, then the legacy two serving cell lists can’t be used for R17 unified TCI state because most likely one serving cell can’t be configured with R16 and R17 TCI state frame work simultaneously. We put this issue on the table since it will impact ASN.1 structure. So we propose:
Proposal 3: Two additional serving cell list i.e. simultaneousTCI-UpdateList1-r17 and simultaneousTCI-UpdateList2-r17 should be introduced for common TCI state update (sharing)
Conclusion
Proposal1: sfnSchemePdsch in PDSCH-Config is only applicable for BWP-DownlinkDedicated
Proposal 2: configure csi-SSB-ResourceSet-r17 within resourcesForChannel2-r17 as CSI-SSB-ResourceSetId
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