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· [bookmark: _Toc164394369][AT125bis][750] Organizational – Maintenance, SON/MDT and eRedCap (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Share plans for the meeting and list of ongoing email discussions
· Share meetings notes and agreements for review and endorsement
· Flag LSs and agreed CRs for discussion
      Intended outcome: 
· General information sharing about the sessions



4	EUTRA Rel-17 and earlier
Only essential corrections. No documents should be submitted to 4. Please submit to 4.x
[bookmark: _Toc158241519]4.1	EUTRA corrections Rel-17 and earlier
[bookmark: OLE_LINK61][bookmark: OLE_LINK62](NB_IOTenh4_LTE_eMTC6-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-17; WID: RP-211340)
(UPIP_EN-DC_UE; leading WG: RAN3; REL-17; WID: RP‑213669)
(LTE TEI17) 
Essential corrections to LTE Rel-17 topics not covered by other agenda items.  
(NB_IOTenh3-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; started: Jun 18; Completed: June 20; WID: RP-200293); REL-15 and Earlier NB-IoT WIs are in scope but not listed explicitly (long list). 
(LTE_eMTC5-Core; LTE_eMTC5-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; started: Jun 18; Completed:  June 20; WID: RP-192875;), REL-15 and Earlier eMTC WIs are in scope but not listed explicitly (long list). 
(LTE_feMob-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-16; started: Jun 18; Completed: June 20; WID: RP-190921);
(LTE_terr_bcast-Core, LTE_DL_MIMO_EE-Core, LTE_high_speed_enh2-Core; LTE TEI16 Non-positioning);
(LTE_NBIOT_eMTC_NTN; leading WG: RAN1; REL-17; WID: RP-211601)
REL-15 and Earlier EUTRA WIs are in scope but not listed explicitly (long list), Except V2X and Sidelink WIs and Positioning WIs, which are adressed by AIs below. 
NOTE that LTE corrections related to NR WIs or Joint NR LTE WIs should be submitted to NR AIs below.
NOTE that LTE corrections which are the same as an NR correction should be submitted to the respective NR AI (so the NR CR and LTE CR can be treated together). 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK63]This Agenda Item is treated in the Maintenance Breakout session (Corrections for LTE_NBIOT_eMTC_NTN might be treated in the NTN breakout session) 
[bookmark: _Toc158241520]
EDT
R2-2402815	Clarification of CQI report enabling in RRCEarlyDataRequest-NB message	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-17	36.331	17.8.0	5003	-	F	NB_IOTenh4_LTE_eMTC6-Core

-	MediaTek supports but want to change from Rel-15.

Intentions is agreed, but we should have CRs from Rel-15 and LTE RRC rapporteur will merge to his CR.

NTN
R2-2403488	Addition of polarization parameters	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-17	36.331	17.8.0	5015	-	F	LTE_NBIOT_eMTC_NTN
R2-2403489	Addition of polarization parameters	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-18	36.331	18.1.0	5016	-	A	LTE_NBIOT_eMTC_NTN
Not pursued
4.1.1	Other

Misc
R2-2402987	Miscellaneous Corrections for TS 36.331	Samsung	CR	Rel-14	36.331	14.16.0	5005	-	F	TEI14
R2-2402988	Miscellaneous Corrections for TS 36.331	Samsung	CR	Rel-15	36.331	15.21.0	5006	-	A	TEI14
R2-2402989	Miscellaneous Corrections for TS 36.331	Samsung	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.15.0	5007	-	A	TEI14
R2-2402990	Miscellaneous Corrections for TS 36.331	Samsung	CR	Rel-17	36.331	17.8.0	5008	-	A	TEI14
R2-2402991	Miscellaneous Corrections for TS 36.331	Samsung	CR	Rel-18	36.331	18.1.0	5009	-	A	TEI14
Endorsed and to be updated to merge in other changes from this meeting.

QoE
R2-2403154	Discussion on LTE QoE configuration handling during inter-RAT mobility	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-17	LTE_QMC_Streaming-Core

R2-2403484	Correction on LTE QoE configurations release in mobility from E-UTRA procedure	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	36.331	17.8.0	5013	-	F	LTE_QMC_Streaming-Core
R2-2403485	Correction on LTE QoE configurations release in mobility from E-UTRA procedure	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell,Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	36.331	18.1.0	5014	-	A	LTE_QMC_Streaming-Core	Revised
R2-2403692	Correction on LTE QoE configurations release in mobility from E-UTRA procedure	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	36.331	18.1.0	5014	1	A	LTE_QMC_Streaming-Core	R2-2403485
-	Ericsson thinks that the CRs are needed in some scenarios. Qualcomm agrees with Huawei that the UE will release it after successful handover, and the CR from Nokia will make the UE release at HO command reception, which is unnecessary.
Not pursued, can come back if it can be shown that in some cases the UE does not release the QoE config.

[bookmark: _Toc158241524]5	NR Rel-15 and Rel-16 
Essential corrections only.  
Tdoc Limitation: 3 tdocs in total for all sub agenda items NOTE: some agenda items have additional Tdoc limits.
In case a correction need to be reflected in both NR TS and LTE TS, the corrections should be submitted under one single AI (so the NR and LTE correction can be treatee together), the sub-Ais below this
[bookmark: _Toc158241525]5.1	Common
Includes the following WIs and input that doesn’t fit elsewhere. 
(NR_newRAT-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-15; started: Mar. 17; closed: Jun. 19: WID: RP-191971) 
(NR_IAB-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-16; started: Dec 18; target Aug 20; WID: RP-200840)
(NR_unlic-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; started: Dec 18; Closed June 20; WID: RP-192926). 
(NR_IIOT-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-16; started: Mar 19; Completed: Jun 20; WID: RP-200797)
(NR_UE_pow_sav-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; started: Mar 19; Completed Jun 20; WID: RP-200494).
(NR_2step_RACH-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; started: Dec 18; Completed: June 20; WID: RP-200085). 
(SRVCC_NR_to_UMTS-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-16; started: Dec 18; Completed; Mar 20; WID: RP-190713)
(RACS-RAN-Core, leading WG: RAN2; REL-16; started: Mar 19; completed: Jun 20; WID: RP-191088)
(NG_RAN_PRN-Core; leading WG: RAN3; REL-16; started: Mar 19; completed: June 20; WID: RP-200122)
(NR_eMIMO-Core, leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; started: Jun 18; target; Aug 20; WID: RP-200474😉 
(NR_CLI_RIM; leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; started: Dec 18; Completed: Jun 20; WID: RP-191997;) 
(NR_L1enh_URLLC-Core, leading WG: RAN1; REL-16; Completed: June 20; WID: RP-191584)
(LTE_NR_DC_CA_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-16; started: Jun 18; Target Aug 20; WI RP-200791) 
(NR_Mob_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-16; started: Jun 18; Completed June 20; WID: RP-192277). 
(NR_SON_MDT-Core; leading WG: RAN3; REL-16; started: Jun 19; Completed June 20; WID: RP-191776)
(NR_HST, NR_RRM_enh-Core, NR_RF_FR1, NR_RF_FR2_req_enh, NR_n66_BW, LTE_NR_B41_Bn41_PC29dBm-Core, NR_CSIRS_L3meas,)
(NR TEI16)
LTE mob enh corrections that are common with NR mobility enhancements should be submitted to this AI. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK9][bookmark: _Toc158241526]5.1.1	Stage 2 and Organisational
Incoming LSs, etc. You should discuss your stage 2 CRs with the specification rapporteurs before submission. Includes impact to 38.300, 36.300, 37.340
[bookmark: _Toc158241527][bookmark: OLE_LINK30][bookmark: OLE_LINK31]
HST + RRM relaxation
R2-2402130	Reply LS on combination of HST and RRM relaxation (R4-2403532; contact: Apple)	RAN4	LS in	Rel-18	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core	To:RAN2
R2-2402869	Clarification on the combination of HST and RRM measurement relaxation	Apple, Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.15.0	0839	-	F	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
R2-2402870	Clarification on the combination of HST and RRM measurement relaxation	Apple, Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-17	38.300	17.8.0	0840	-	A	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
R2-2402871	Clarification on the combination of HST and RRM measurement relaxation	Apple, Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-18	38.300	18.1.0	0841	-	A	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
The 3 above are agreed in principle

R2-2402524	Clarification on combination of HST and RRM relaxation	CATT	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.16.0	4670	-	F	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
R2-2402525	Clarification on combination of HST and RRM relaxation	CATT	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4671	-	F	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
R2-2402526	Clarification on combination of HST and RRM relaxation	CATT	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4672	-	A	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
R2-2402527	Clarification on combination of HST and RRM relaxation	CATT	CR	Rel-16	38.304	16.10.0	0395	-	F	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
R2-2402528	Clarification on combination of HST and RRM relaxation	CATT	CR	Rel-17	38.304	17.8.0	0396	-	F	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
R2-2402529	Clarification on combination of HST and RRM relaxation	CATT	CR	Rel-18	38.304	18.1.0	0397	-	A	NR_HST, NR_UE_pow_sav-Core
Moved from 7.25.1.7
MBS
R2-2403362	Reference for User Service Description	Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-17	38.300	17.8.0	0850	-	F	NR_MBS-Core
R2-2403363	Reference for User Service Description	Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-18	38.300	18.1.0	0851	-	A	NR_MBS-Core
-	Ericsson agrees that the reference needs to be updated, but wants to keep the abbreviation USD, also there should be updates to 38.304. Huawei agrees with Ericsson.
Postponed, to have a complete package next meeting (including 38.304)

5.1.1.1	Other
R2-2403004	Correction to UE capability description for fallback BC behavior	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-15	38.300	15.16.0	0843	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403005	Correction to UE capability description for fallback BC behavior	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-16	38.300	16.15.0	0844	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403006	Correction to UE capability description for fallback BC behavior	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-17	38.300	17.8.0	0845	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403007	Correction to UE capability description for fallback BC behavior	Ericsson, Nokia (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-18	38.300	18.1.0	0846	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Samsung thinks current spec is not wrong, even though it may not give the full picture. Ericsson thinks current spec is misleading by highlighting only a particular case.
Agreed in principal but add reference to 38.306

[bookmark: _Toc158241532]5.1.3	Control Plane corrections
[bookmark: _Toc158241533]5.1.3.1	NR RRC
Corrections to 38331, and related change to other TS if applicable, e.g. 36331, Stage-2 etc. 
[bookmark: _Toc158241534]
NPN
R2-2402828	Clarification on plmn-IdentityIndex-r16 in SIB3 and SIB4	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.16.0	4694	-	F	NG_RAN_PRN-Core
R2-2402829	Clarification on plmn-IdentityIndex-r16 in SIB3 and SIB4	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4695	-	A	NG_RAN_PRN-Core
R2-2402830	Clarification on plmn-IdentityIndex-r16 in SIB3 and SIB4	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4696	-	A	NG_RAN_PRN-Core
-	Nokia thinks its correct but not needed because its obvious what this field means, especially since this is there since Rel-16. ZTE are OK with the change as a NW-vendor, but would like to understand if UE vendors are OK with this?
Agreed to be merged to RRC rapp CR in the next meeting.


PWS
R2-2402923	Clarification on SIB1 reception for ETWS/CMAS	Samsung	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Ericsson thinks this was discussed a long time ago, and its was discussed whether to capture in 331 that the UE shall prioritize PWS. It was at that time agreed to leave to UE implementation.
RAN2 confirm that after the UE has received the corresponding short message, in case SIB1 overlaps with a measurement gap it is left to UE implementation how to immediately acquire SIB1 for SIB 6/7/8 acquisition. TBD if we will update the note, based on contributions in a later meeting.

Handover
R2-2402935	Clarification on UE behaviour for context retrieval during handover failure	Samsung R&D Institute UK	discussion
Proposal 1. RAN2 discuss on the following aspects to get the common understanding: 
-	Whether it is possible that during handover, UE successfully completes RA procedure to the target cell, but cannot transmit RRCReconfigurationComplete message to the target cell due to radio link problem. 
-	If above case is allowed in the spec, then which cell information for the UE identity should be included in RRCReestablishmentRequest message to be transmitted to the selected cell during RRCRe-establishment procedure.
Proposal 2. RAN2 clarify in the spec whether which cell information as the UE identity for UE context retrieval is included in the RRCReestablishmentRequest message under which condition.
Proposal 3. RAN2 consult RAN3 on whether there is any procedure needed in their spec if above clarification is considered.

-	CATT thinks that P1 is a possible case, i.e. that the UE cannot send the complete message. But if the UE has sent the complete the UE shall set the target cell. Either way everything is clear from current spec. ZTE agrees with CATT and that this has been there since LTE-times so it should work if the UE has sent complete the UE sends target, otherwise source. Huawei has a different view and thinks its left to UE implementation. MediaTek agrees with CATT and ZTE, and that no spec change is needed. Qualcomm agrees with ZTE that RA success is when the UE changes RNTI. Intel agrees with ZTE et. al.

RAN2 understanding is that: If the UE has completed the RA, but failed to send the Reconfiguration complete message the UE will include the target-provided RNTI, if it reestablishes.

IAB
R2-2403171	Dummy the rrc-TransactionIdentifier field from IABOtherInformation	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.16.0	4702	-	F	NR_IAB-Core
R2-2403172	Dummy the rrc-TransactionIdentifier field from IABOtherInformation	Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4703	-	A	NR_IAB-Core
R2-2403173	Dummy the rrc-TransactionIdentifier field from IABOtherInformation	Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4704	-	F	NR_IAB-Core
Agreed in principle

PUCCH during resume
R2-2403346	PUCCH configuration during RRC Resume	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.25.0	4720	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403347	PUCCH configuration during RRC Resume	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.16.0	4721	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403350	PUCCH configuration during RRC Resume	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4722	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403351	PUCCH configuration during RRC Resume	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4723	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Ericsson thinks the change is easy but it is NBC, if we should do this change we need to do it under TEI and either way we need a UE capability. ZTE thinks this is NBC, we can consider it under TEI and ZTE would in that case consider more cases, e.g. SCell configuration in Resume.
Not pursued, at least as a correction
SetupRelease
R2-2403443	Correction on setuprelease related procedural text in rel-16	Google	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.16.0	4738	-	F	5G_V2X_NRSL-Core, NR_SON_MDT-Core
R2-2403453	Correction on setuprelease related procedural text in rel-17	Google	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4739	-	F	NR_SL_enh-Core, NR_MBS-Core, NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core, NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh-Core, NR_pos_enh-Core
Moved from 6.1.3
-	Ericsson clarifies that the guideline is mostly about the case when there are additional UE actions in addition to just add/remove the configuration with the setupRelease.
Postponed and can be discussed later if indeed there are important changes to be made. And if we do these type of changes, we do they only from Rel-18.

Point A
R2-2403456	Correction on Point A related reference in RRC spec	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.25.0	4740	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403457	Correction on Point A related reference in RRC spec	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.16.0	4741	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403459	Correction on Point A related reference in RRC spec	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4742	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403460	Correction on Point A related reference in RRC spec	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4743	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Samsung thinks that they are correct but can be merged to rapp CR. ZTE thinks that the change to “scs-SpecificCarrierList” is wrong.
To be merged in rapp CR, except the change to the field “scs-SpecificCarrierList” (note there are two occurrence of such field).

Editorial – To be merged to rappporteur CR
R2-2403390	Correction on keyToUse field value in CellGroupConfig	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.25.0	4726	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403391	Correction on keyToUse field value in CellGroupConfig	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-16	38.331	16.16.0	4727	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403393	Correction on keyToUse field value in CellGroupConfig	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4728	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403395	Correction on keyToUse field value in CellGroupConfig	Philips International B.V.	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4730	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core

To be merged in rapp CR
5.1.3.2	UE capabilities 
UE cap corrections 38306, 38331
[bookmark: _Toc158241535]
Two PUCCH groups
R2-2402955	Discussion on UE capabilities for two PUCCH groups	Qualcomm Incorporated	discussion

Proposal 1:	RAN2 to make the explicit decision not to specify that twoPUCCH-Group (FG6-7) is prerequisite of diffNumerologyAcrossPUCCH-Group (FG6-8).
Proposal 2:	RAN2 to look at the revised CRs [2][3][4] taking into account the discussion and conclusion of this document.

-	Huawei wants to check pre-requisites with RAN1. Ericsson and QC think RAN2 can decide this based on looking at RAN2 specs to understand NBC/IODT issues. MediaTek wants to check with RAN1. Samsung thinks it more important to consider what has been implemented by UEs rather than the RAN1 understanding. Qualcomm are OK to postpone but want to understand what Huawei think is the issue of not having the pre-requisite.

Postponed to let companies check their implementations

R2-2402956	Correction on prerequisite feature for csi-ReportingCrossPUCCH-Grp-r16	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-16	38.306	16.16.0	1018	1	F	TEI16	R2-2400348
R2-2402957	Correction on prerequisite feature for csi-ReportingCrossPUCCH-Grp-r16	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1019	1	A	TEI16	R2-2400349
R2-2402958	Correction on prerequisite feature for csi-ReportingCrossPUCCH-Grp-r16	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1020	1	A	TEI16	R2-2400350

R2-2402662	Correction on prerequisite of diffNumerologyAcrossPUCCH-Group	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.306	15.24.0	1066	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2402663	Correction on prerequisite of diffNumerologyAcrossPUCCH-Group	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-16	38.306	16.16.0	1067	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2402664	Correction on prerequisite of diffNumerologyAcrossPUCCH-Group	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1068	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2402665	Correction on prerequisite of diffNumerologyAcrossPUCCH-Group	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1069	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core

PUSCH-less SCells
R2-2403432	Clarification on the Supported Bandwidth of the PUSCH-less Cell	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
Proposal 1: For the TDD band other than n50, Ran2 to confirm whether the UE is allowed to report the different bandwidth in the channelBWs-UL and channelBWs-DL.
Proposal 2: For the case that the UE reports the different bandwidth in the channelBWs-UL and channelBWs-DL, the network shall take the channelBWs-UL into consideration when determine the supported SRS bandwidth for the PUSCH-less cell.
Proposal 3:RAN2 to confirm that for the case that the UE reports the different bandwidth in the channelBWs-UL and channelBWs-DL, the network determine the supported SRS bandwidth for the PUSCH-less cell based on both the channelBWs-UL of the corresponding band and the actual supported DL bandwidth of this PUSCH-less cell.

-	Huawei think that no UE reports different BW for UL and DL today, even if it is allowed. But there are no such scenario in reality. Qualcomm supports all proposals.

SRS carrier switching on PUSCH-less SCells is not supported for different channelBWs-DL and channelBWs-UL entries. CR to be seen in next meeting.

5.1.3.3	Other
This agenda item addresses the idle and inactive behaviour specified in 38.304 or 36.304, LTE-specific changes for the applicable WIs, Other parts not covered elsewhere. 

[bookmark: _Toc158241538]6	NR Rel-17
Essential corrections only.  Editorial/clarifications should be sent to be reviewed and approved by spec rapporteurs prior to submission.  Editiorials should only be submitted by spec rapporteurs.

[bookmark: _Toc158241539]6.1	Common
(NR_MG_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN4; REL-17; WID: RP-211591)
(NR_UDC_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-211203)
(NG_RAN_PRN_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN3; REL-17; WID: RP-202363)
(NR_IAB_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-211548)
(NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-212630)
(LTE_NR_DC_enh2-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-201040)
(LTE_NR_MUSIM-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-212610)
(NR_Slice -Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-212534)
(NR_QoE-Core; leading WG: RAN3; REL-17; WID: RP-211406)
(NR_ext_to_71GHz-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-17; WID: RP-212637)
(NR_cov_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-17; WID: RP-211566): non-RACH-indication parts
(NR_redcap-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-17; WID: RP-211574)
(NR_feMIMO-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-17; WID: RP-212535)
(NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core, leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-212594)
(NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-210854)
(NR_MBS-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-201038)
(NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN3; REL-17; WID: RP-201281)
(NR_NTN_solutions-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-17; WID: RP-211557)
PRACH partitioning items 
NR TEI17: Corrections are accepted. New TEI17 tech proposal requirements: a) authored by an operator (and preferably co-signed by more), AND: b) resolves a concrete problem in the market for this operator (no new vendor initiated enhancements).
Includes Rel-17 Work Items without specific R2 Agenda Item, e.g. RAN1 and RAN4 led items, SA2 and CT1 led items (was previously “Rel-17 Other”)
Includes aspects that does not fit under the more specific AIs, e.g. multi-WI aspects.
Corrections for NR_NTN_solutions-Core might be treated in the NTN breakout session.
Tdoc limitation: 5 Tdocs
[bookmark: _Toc158241540]
RLF report
R2-2403239	Logging RLF report after a successful fast MCG recovery	Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4708	-	F	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh-Core
R2-2403240	Mirror CR on Logging RLF report after a successful fast MCG recovery	Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4709	-	A	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
-	Huawei thinks this RAN3 has not agreed on this case and it is only an optimization. Ericsson wonders what the UE sets the HO-type to? Huawei says it sets it to nothing.

Not pursued

6.1.1	Stage 2 and Organisational
Incoming LSs, etc. You should discuss your stage 2 CRs with the specification rapporteurs before submission. Includes impact to 38.300, 37.340, (36.300 if applicable)
[bookmark: _Toc158241541]
R2-2402125	Reply LS on the service requirement of restricting satellite access RAT type (R3-241204; contact: Ericsson)	RAN3	LS in	Rel-17	NR_NTN_solutions, LTE_NBIOT_eMTC_NTN	To:SA2, CT4	Cc:CT1, SA1, RAN2
Noted

R2-2402145	Reply LS on user consent for SON/MDT for NB-IoT UEs (S5-238102; contact: Ericsson)	SA5	LS in	Rel-17	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core	To:RAN2	Cc:SA3
Noted

[bookmark: _Toc158241542]6.1.1.1	Other 

[bookmark: _Toc158241544]6.1.3	Control Plane corrections
[bookmark: _Toc158241545]6.1.3.1	NR RRC
Corrections to 38331, and related change to other TS if applicable, except UE caps. 
[bookmark: _Toc158241546]
RedCap barring
R2-2402183	Correction on Redcap 1 Rx and 2 Rx barring	OPPO	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4643	-	F	NR_redcap-Core
R2-2402184	Correction on (e)Redcap 1 Rx and 2 Rx barring	OPPO	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4644	-	A	NR_redcap-Core, NR_redcap_enh-Core
R2-2403268	Correction on RedCap 1 Rx and 2 Rx barring	Nokia	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4561	1	F	NR_redcap-Core	R2-2400828
R2-2403269	Correction on (e)Redcap 1 Rx and 2 Rx barring	Nokia	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4632	1	F	NR_redcap-Core, NR_redcap_enh-Core	R2-2401770
Noted. Addressed by R2-2403841.

SON for RedCap
R2-2402238	CEF and RLF reporting for RedCap UEs	MediaTek Inc., Qualcomm Incorporated, Nordic Semiconductor ASA, Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1060	-	F	NR_redcap-Core, NR_SON_MDT-Core
R2-2402239	CEF and RLF reporting for (e)RedCap UEs	MediaTek Inc., Qualcomm Incorporated, Nordic Semiconductor ASA, Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1061	-	A	NR_redcap-Core, NR_SON_MDT-Core, NR_redcap_enh-Core
R2-2402240	CEF and RLF reporting for RedCap UEs	MediaTek Inc., Qualcomm Incorporated, Nordic Semiconductor ASA, Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4647	-	F	NR_redcap-Core, NR_SON_MDT-Core
R2-2402241	CEF and RLF reporting for (e)RedCap UEs	MediaTek Inc., Qualcomm Incorporated, Nordic Semiconductor ASA, Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4648	-	A	NR_redcap-Core, NR_SON_MDT-Core, NR_redcap_enh-Core
4 above are in principle agreed
Preamble partition for RedCap
R2-2402616	Discussion on FeatureCombinationPreambles for RedCap	vivo, Guangdong Genius	discussion	Rel-17	NR_redcap-Core
R2-2402617	Correction on FeatureCombinationPreambles for RedCap	vivo, Guangdong Genius	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4677	-	F	NR_redcap-Core	Late
R2-2402618	Correction on FeatureCombinationPreambles for RedCap	vivo, Guangdong Genius	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4678	-	A	NR_redcap-Core	Late

-	LG thinks this is NBC and has been discussed in the eRedCap session, but also been discussed long ago.

Not pursued

eDRX
R2-2402739	Discussion on eDRX system information change indication	Nokia	discussion	Rel-17	NR_redcap-Core
Proposal 1: Correct the TS 38.331 clause 5.2.2.2.2, so that all UEs regardless of their (e)DRX configuration or operation shall apply SI acquisition procedure from the start of the next modification period after reception of systemInfoModification=1 in Short Message. Draft CRs for 38.331 (Rel-17 and Rel-18) are provided for discussion and agreement.


Discussion:
-	Xiaomi thinks this has been discussed in the RedCap session and that the UE uses the IDLE cycle, and the change is not needed since it harms UE power consumption. CATT thinks that eDRX is for power saving and do not agree with the change since it hurts UE power consumption. Nokia agrees that power increases but thinks that it doesn’t happen often that UE spends more power, and thinks its important that the UE does not acquire SI in time. Nokia thinks that application layer can make the UE to go IDLE and save more power. Ericsson doesn’t think this is a critical correction to R17 and thinks that the NW can ensure that the UE has up-to-date sys info, and thinks that this was discussed before, even for NB-IoT, etc.

Not pursued

R2-2402740	Correction on eDRX system information change indication	Nokia	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4685	-	F	NR_redcap-Core
R2-2402741	Correction on eDRX system information change indication	Nokia	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4686	-	A	NR_redcap-Core

SDT
R2-2403707	CR to 38.331 on supporting paging monitoring for ongoing SDT	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4650	1	B	NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core
R2-2403708	CR to 38.331 on supporting paging monitoring for ongoing SDT	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1062	1	B	NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core
R2-2402245	CR to 38.306 on supporting paging monitoring for ongoing SDT	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1063	-	A	NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core, NR_MT_SDT-Core
R2-2402480	CR to 38.331 on supporting paging monitoring for ongoing SDT	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4663	-	A	NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core, NR_MT_SDT-Core

-	LG thinks that paging monitoring was enhanced for extended CG for Rel-18 SDT, and these CRs are for R17 and nothing is needed. Ericsson has the same view as LG, and think that if the period is short a new UE capa doesn’t help.
-	MediaTek wonders if there is any different NW behaviour for R17 vs R18? LG thinks that NW behaviour is the same w.r.t. paging. The paging monitoring during the period addressed by this CR is not known to the NW. MediaTek thinks that the UE may waste power to monitor unnecessarily. Huawei agrees with Ericsson and LG that the suggested issue doesn’t occur in R17.

Not pursued
MBS
R2-2402293	Correction to PDCP configuration for multicast MRB	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4651	-	A	NR_MBS-Core
R2-2402294	Correction to PDCP configuration for multicast MRB	MediaTek inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4652	-	F	NR_MBS-Core

-	Qualcomm supports the intention but want to remove the note.

Agreed in principle without the NOTE
CovEnh
R2-2402358	Clarification on rsrp-ThresholdMsg3	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4656	-	F	NR_cov_enh-Core
· Note: Related to R2-2402359, which was not pursued
Not pursued

TRS for IDLE UEs
R2-2402520	Further considerations on periodicity of TRS resources for idle/inactive UEs	CATT	discussion	Rel-17	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core
Proposal 1: A R18 UE shall ensure having a valid version of SIB17 (if any) and SIBx (if any) when the UE is using TRS resource for power saving in idle/inactive.
Proposal 2: RAN2 clarifies that in case both SIB17 and SIBx are broadcast, NW ensures the total number of TRS resource sets in SIB17 and SIBx is not larger than maxNrofTRS-ResourceSets-r17 (with the assumption that the complete TRS resource set configurations are acquired by reception of both SIB17 and SIBx).
Proposal 3: RAN2 confirms that if both SIB17 and SIBx are provided by the NW, the NW:
-	would not indicate the same TRS resource set in SIB17 and SIBx;
-	configure the same value for validityDuration in SIB17 and SIBx.

R2-2402521	Correction on TRS for idle and inactive UEs	CATT	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4668	-	F	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core
R2-2402522	Correction on TRS for idle and inactive UEs	CATT	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4669	-	F	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core
R2-2402523	Correction on TRS for idle and inactive UEs	CATT	CR	Rel-18	38.300	18.1.0	0836	-	F	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core

R2-2403542	Clarification on TRS in idle and inactive	Ericsson, MediaTek, ZTE, Nokia, Huawei, HiSilicon, Apple	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4754	-	F	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core
R2-2403543	Correction on TRS in idle and inactive	Ericsson, MediaTek, ZTE, Nokia, Huawei, HiSilicon, Apple	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4755	-	F	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core
R2-2403544	DRAFT Reply LS on periodicity of TRS resources for idle/inactive UEs	Ericsson	LS out	Rel-17	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core	To:RAN1


Discussion on the above:
· Ericsson thinks that there is no interest to broadcast both SIB17 and the new SIB at the same time. Ericsson acknowledges that stage-2 also needs updating. Huawei thinks we need a stage-2 CR but the CATT CR needs updating.
· CATT thinks we don’t need an LS, people can talk internally based on the agreed CRs. Vivo thinks no LS is needed.

RAN2 confirms that the NW should not broadcast both SIB17 and the new SIB at the same time.


[bookmark: _Toc164394370][AT125bis][753][Maint] CRs for TRS in IDLE (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Update the RRC CRs from Ericsson et. al. and stage-2 from CATT.
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CRs in R2-2403847, R2-2403848, R2-2403849, R2-2403850 (Company)
     Deadline: 
· Friday morning session

R2-2403847	Clarification on TRS in idle and inactive 	CATT, Ericsson
R2-2403848	Clarification on TRS in idle and inactive 	Ericsson
R2-2403849	Clarification on TRS in idle and inactive 	Ericsson
3 above are in-principle agreed

RLF/BFD relaxation
R2-2403545	RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX is configured	Ericsson, Nokia, Qualcomm, Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-17	NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core
Proposal 1	Capture the RAN2 agreement in 38.300 and 38.331 (from Rel-17) and inform RAN4 about agreed RAN2 CRs.
Proposal 2	In Rel-17 it is up to UE implementation to report relaxation state change when the drx-ShortCycleTimer is stopped and started.
Proposal 3	In Rel-18 the UE does not report relaxation state change when the drx-ShortCycleTimer is stopped and started.

Discussion
-	Xiaomi thinks that P2 and P3 is new behaviour and we need to run this by RAN4. Vivo think that P2 and P3 is not OK since the behaviour would be different in R17 and R18. Ericsson explains that there is some implementations which reports when switching from long/short, even if it would be better if UE doesn’t report on change between long/short. Vivo wants to use R17 behaviour also in Rel-18 since its an optimization. Nokia thinks that P3 is the intended behaviour but since there are implementations out there. Nokia would be OK if we add a magic sentence on the R18 CR.

Capture the RAN2 agreement in 38.300 and 38.331 (from Rel-17) and inform RAN4 about agreed RAN2 CRs.
We leave Rel-17 specs unchanged w.r.t. this issue.
In Rel-18 the UE does not report relaxation state change when the drx-ShortCycleTimer is stopped and started.
Add a magic sentence on the R18 CR.


[bookmark: _Toc164394371][AT125bis][754][Maint] CRs for RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Create agreeable CRs for RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX and approvable LS to RAN4 to inform them
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CRs in R2-2403851, R2-2403852, R2-2403853, R2-2403854 (Ericsson)
· Approvable LS to RAN4 in R2-2403855
     Deadline: 
· Friday morning session


R2-2403851	RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX is configured	Ericsson
R2-2403852	RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX is configured 	Ericsson
R2-2403853	RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX is configured 	Ericsson
R2-2403854	RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX is configured 	Ericsson

Capture in RRC in which cases of short vs. long DRX the UE can do relaxation in them. Include also the case when only long DRX is configured. CRs in the next meeting.

R2-2403855	LS on RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX is configured	Ericsson
Postponed.


Measurement gap enhancements
R2-2402591	Missing measurement gap applicability description for NCSG	OnePlus	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4675	-	F	NR_MG_enh-Core	Revised
R2-2403392	Missing measurement gap applicability description for NCSG	OPPO	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4675	1	F	NR_MG_enh-Core	R2-2402591
R2-2402607	Missing measurement gap applicability description for NCSG	OPPO	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4676	-	A	NR_MG_enh-Core

-	MediaTek and ZTE think we don’t need to add references all the time, implementors should read the whole spec, incl. RAN4-specs. OPPO says that their RAN4-colleauges requested this change.

Not pursued
SDT and MBS
R2-2402777	Prioritization of SDT unicast over MBS broadcast	Samsung, Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4690	-	F	NR_MBS-Core, NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core
Postponed

R2-2402778	Clarification on multicast MRBs during SDT configuration	Samsung	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4691	-	F	NR_MBS-Core, NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core

-	CATT thinks that the scenario addressed cannot happen. Huawei agrees with CATT.

Not pursued

SHR
R2-2403076	Correction on the target cell information in intra-RAT SHR	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4698	-	F	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh-Core
R2-2403077	Correction on the target cell information in intra-RAT SHR	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4699	-	A	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
Postponed

QoE
R2-2403155	Discussion on QoE session status handling during CHO	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-17	NR_QoE-Core
Proposal 1: It is proposed RAN2 to agree on the UE-based solution on QoE session status handling during CHO:
-	after a successful conditional handover, UE sends the latest appLayerSessionStatus to the target gNB, and it corresponds to measConfigAppLayerId which has configured the transmissionOfSessionStartStop IE
-	if there are more than one appLayerSessionStatus to be transmitted, the UE should use one MeasurementReportAppLayer message to indicate them

Proposal 2: It is proposed RAN2 to discuss impacts to UE capability aspect, e.g. whether it can be coupled with legacy Rel-17 QoE feature or it is an optional UE capability indication.

-	Qualcomm think that its not critical to fix in Rel-17, Rel-18 is enough.

R2-2403250	Correction CR for QoE measurements and conditional handover	Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4712	-	F	NR_QoE-Core
Not pursued for Rel17
R2-2403251	Correction CR for QoE measurements and conditional handover	Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4713	-	A	NR_QoE-Core
In-principle agreed, but should be cat F.
SI request
R2-2403258	Corrections to description of rach-OccasionsSI for SI request	Samsung	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4714	-	F	NR_cov_enh-Core, NR_redcap-Core, NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core, NR_slice-Core
R2-2403278	Corrections to description of rach-OccasionsSI for SI request	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4716	-	A	NR_cov_enh-Core, NR_redcap-Core, NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core, NR_slice-Core
· Xiaomi does not think this is correct since RedCap UEs will use RedCap preambles, and they are associated with a feature indication. Samsung does not agree since this is for SI-request and all UEs use the same as non-RedCap UEs. ZTE thinks some other change is needed to address RedCap. Ericsson think that a change like this is useful but can discuss wording.


[bookmark: _Toc164394372][bookmark: _Hlk164327531][AT125bis][756][Maint] Corrections to description of rach-OccasionsSI for SI request (Samsung)
Scope:
· Discuss if the change is needed and if so find updated wording of the CR
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2403857 (Samsung)
     Deadline: 
· Friday morning session

-	Samsung reports that after offline checking it is best to postpone this issue.

Postponed


SHR
R2-2403465	Correction on successful handover report configuration	Samsung	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4744	-	F	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh-Core

Postponed
SUL
R2-2403654	Clarification to SIB2 processing when SUL is not configured on serving cell	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4763	-	F	TEI17
R2-2403655	Clarification to SIB2 processing when SUL is not configured on serving cell	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4764	-	A	TEI17

-	MediaTek thinks this looks correct but wonder if it is needed to add this new requirement? Huawei think its wrong since the UE doesn’t take the BW of the target in to account. Qualcomm wonders why this is specific to SUL?

Not pursued

Misc
R2-2403331	Miscellaneous non-controversial corrections Set XX	Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4718	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Late

Endorsed and to be updated
Editorial – To be merged to rappporteur CR
R2-2402640	Add abbreviation for GSO in 38.331	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4680	-	F	NR_NTN_solutions-Core
R2-2402641	Add abbreviation for GSO in 38.331	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4681	-	A	NR_NTN_enh-Core

To be merged with rapp CR

Withdrawn or revised
R2-2402922	Clarification on codebook types in UE capability enquiry	Samsung	discussion	Rel-17	NR_FeMIMO-Core	Withdrawn
R2-2403389	Clarification to SIB2 processing when SUL is not configured on serving cell	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4734	-	F	TEI17	Withdrawn
R2-2403396	Clarification to SIB2 processing when SUL is not configured on serving cell	Qualcomm	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4733	-	A	TEI17	Withdrawn
R2-2403619	Clarification to SIB2 processing when SUL is not configured on serving cell	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4760	-	F	TEI17	Withdrawn
R2-2403647	Clarification to SIB2 processing when SUL is not configured on serving cell	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4762	-	F	TEI17	Withdrawn
R2-2402243	CR to 38.331 on supporting paging monitoring for ongoing SDT	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4650	-	B	NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core	Revised
R2-2402244	CR to 38.331 on supporting paging monitoring for ongoing SDT	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1062	-	B	NR_SmallData_INACTIVE-Core	Revised

[bookmark: _Hlk163818102]6.1.3.2	UE capabilities 
UE cap corrections 38306, 38331. 
[bookmark: _Toc158241547]
Intraband ENDC
R2-2402136	LS on IE supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC and IE intraBandENDC-Support (R4-2403809; contact: Google)	RAN4	LS in	Rel-17	TEI17	To:RAN2
Moved from 6.1.1

R2-2403507	Discussion on supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC and intraBandENDC-Support	Google Inc.	discussion

R2-2402668	Discussion on ambiguous signaling for intra-band EN-DC (LS R4-2403809)	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	TEI17

Discussion on the above:
· CATT think that RAN4s input is sufficient now and would like to do the change in RAN2 now. ZTE thinks wonders what RAN4 may do in the future, and future updates may impact our signalling. Nokia thinks that futureproofness is important and can foresee that there may be more complicated issues in the future and would be open to check with RAN4. Samsung think we can check with RAN4. MediaTek thinks that RAN2 should not rush but would be open to have a simple RAN2 solution agreed in this meeting. OPPO are open to check with RAN4 about their future intentions. CATT are not sure if RAN4 can provide concrete answers. Nokia thinks that we should aim for a futureproof solution. MediaTek think that we should just specify based on the current requirements. Huawei thinks we can ask if RAN4 can address it by new BCSs. Qualcomm thinks that RAN4 asked us to fix a solution already.

[bookmark: _Toc164394373][AT125bis][752][Maint] Ambiguous signaling for intra-band EN-DC (Google)
Scope:
· Produce agreeable CRs for ambiguous signaling for intra-band EN-DC. And crate draft LS to inform RAN4 about the CRs and ask if RAN4 has issues with the draft CRs.
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CRs in R2-2403842, R2-2403843, R2-2403844, R2-2403845 (Google)
· Approvable LS in R2-2403846 (Google)
     Deadline: 
· Friday morning session

R2-2403842	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google
R2-2403843 	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google
R2-2403844 	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google
R2-2403845 	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google

R2-2403846	Summary of [AT125bis][752][Maint] Ambiguous signaling for intra-band EN-DC (Google)

Propsoal 1) 	Add a new capability (i.e., supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC-v17xy) to indicate BCSs for each of multiple intra-band EN-DC components in the inter-band EN-DC band combination. If the new capability IE(s) is/are included, the existing supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC is not used for the inter-band EN-DC band combination with multiple intra-band EN-DC components. If the intra-band (NG)EN-DC/NE-DC component support different BCS number(s), the UE shall include the new capability instead of the supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC.
Proposal 2) 	The UE includes the existing supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC in the UE capability only if each intra-band (NG)EN-DC/NE-DC component supports the BCS where the corresponding bit in the upportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC is set to 1. Otherwise, if the supportedBandwidthCombinationSetIntraENDC and the new UE capability (see proposal 1) are not included in the UE capability, this indicates that the UE only supports the default value (i.e., BCS0) for all the intra-band EN-DC components.
Proposal 3)	Add new capabilities (i.e., intrabandENDC-Support-v17xy and intrabandENDC-Support-UL-v17xy) to indicate spectrum contiguity capability/capabilties for each of multiple intra-band EN-DC components in the inter-band EN-DC band combination. If the new capabilities is/are included, the existing intraBandENDC-Support is not used for the inter-band EN-DC band combination with multiple intra-band EN-DC components. If the intra-band (NG)EN-DC/NE-DC components supports different spectrum contiguity, the UE shall include the new capabilities instead of the intraBandENDC-Support (without suffix) and intraBandENDC-Support-UL (without suffix).
Proposal 4) 	The UE includes the existing intraBandENDC-Support intraBandENDC-Support-UL in the UE capability only if all the intra-band EN-DC/NE-DC components support the same spectrum contiguity capability (i.e. non-contiguous or both). Otherwise, if the intraBandENDC-Support and intraBandENDC-Support-UL and the new capabilities (see proposal 3) are not included in the UE capability, this indicates that the UE only supports the default value (i.e., contiguous) for all the intra-band EN-DC/NE-DC components.
Proposal 5)	The new capabilities are structured as a list (e.g., supportedAdditionalIntraENDCBandCombinationList) to support maximum 4 intra-band EN-DC components in the inter-band EN-DC band combination. The order of the elements in the list corresponds to the order of NR band entries of the intra-band (NG)EN-DC/NE-DC components in the bandList in the inter-band (NG)EN-DC/NE-DC band combination (i.e., BandCombination without suffix).

-	MediaTek wants more time.

Postponed

R2-2403510	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4750	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403515	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1084	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403518	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4751	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-2403523	Introduction of new intra-band EN-DC capabilities for inter-band EN-DC	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1085	-	A	NR_newRAT-Core
Moved from 6.1.1.1

R2-2402232	Discussion on R4-2403809	OPPO	discussion	Rel-17	TEI17

R2-2402307	Support of capability indication for multiple intra-band EN-DC components in one BC	CATT	discussion	Rel-17	TEI17
R2-2402308	Support of capability indication for multiple intra-band EN-DC components in one BC	CATT	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4654	-	F	TEI17
R2-2402309	Support of capability indication for multiple intra-band EN-DC components in one BC	CATT	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4655	-	A	TEI17
R2-2402310	Support of capability indication for multiple intra-band EN-DC components in one BC	CATT	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1064	-	F	TEI17
R2-2402311	Support of capability indication for multiple intra-band EN-DC components in one BC	CATT	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1065	-	A	TEI17
Moved from 7.25.1.7
Modified MPR
R2-2402666	Correction on modifiedMPR-Behaviour	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1070	-	F	NR_NTN_solutions-Core
R2-2402667	Correction on modifiedMPR-Behaviour	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1071	-	A	NR_NTN_solutions-Core

-	MediaTek agrees that there is no such requirements but we can keep the reference anyway. Huawei thinks that with the reference there might be confusion. MediaTek thinks that maybe there will be requirements later. Qualcomm agrees with MediaTek
Not pursued
Antenna switching
R2-2403009	Correction to srs-AntennaSwitchingBeyond4RX-r17	Ericsson	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1072	-	F	NR_FeMIMO-Core
R2-2403010	Correction to srs-AntennaSwitchingBeyond4RX-r17	Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1073	-	A	NR_FeMIMO-Core

R2-2403433	Clarification on the srs-AntennaSwitchingBeyond4RX-r17	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1075	-	F	NR_FeMIMO-Core
R2-2403434	Clarification on the srs-AntennaSwitchingBeyond4RX-r17	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1076	-	A	NR_FeMIMO-Core
Both agreed in principle
Max aggregated BW internode signalling
R2-2403144	Internode signalling for UE maximum aggregated BW capability	Ericsson	discussion
Proposal 1	Update the field description of servCellInfoListMCG-NR and servCellInfoListSCG-NR to consider also coordination in case of maximum aggregated bandwidth.

R2-2403435	Consideration on the Aggragated Bandwidth for the NR-DC	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-17	NR_BCS4-Core
Proposal 1: For the MN-SN coordination on the aggregated Bandwidth, the MN indicates the allowed aggregated bandwidth at the SN side per allowed FeatureSetEntry per allowed BC.
Proposal 2: For the MN-SN coordination on the aggregated Bandwidth, the SN need to further indicate the aggregated bandwidth at the SN side for the requestedFeatureSets for the SN initiated SN modification procedure.
Proposal 3: Agree the CRs in [3][4][5][6].

R2-2403449	Inter-node signalling to support BCS5 aggregated bandwidth in NR-DC	Nokia	discussion	Rel-17	NR_BCS4-Core, NR_RF_FR2_req_enh2-Core
Proposal 1: RAN2 should decide between Option 1 and Option 2 when specifying the inter-node signalling required to support maximum aggregate bandwidth coordination for BCS5 NR-DC band combinations.
Proposal 2: SN should be able to request the MN to modify the BCS5 (FDD, TDD, and/or total) bandwidth allowance for a given band combination or band at the SN side, e.g. using CG-Config > configRestrictModReq.

Discussion:
-	CATT prefers Ericssons approach. Huawei think that current existing is just about currently used BW, and if the BW changes the MN needs to indicate again. Nokia thinks that option 2 in Nokia paper could have similar behaviour as Ericsson’s approach, based on NW implementation. Ericsson agrees that option 2 from Nokia addresses HW’s concern and prefers something along these lines. Ericsson think we don’t do coordination on per BC-level. ZTE thinks that for intra-band case, Ericsson’s solution induces delay, and the Nokia solution is an optimization. Nokia thinks that Nokia’s option 2 gives enough flexibility especially if the SN can ask for more, like in their P2. Ericsson thinks that the flexibility that ZTE is after could have been added in many cases in the past but we didn’t bother earlier. Huawei thinks we need more time.



R2-2403436	Introduction of Inter-node Coordination on the Aggregated Bandwidth for the NR-DC (r17)	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4735	-	F	NR_BCS4-Core
R2-2403437	Introduction of Inter-node Coordination on the Aggregated Bandwidth for the NR-DC (r18)	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4736	-	A	NR_BCS4-Core

R2-2403983	Introduction of Inter-node Coordination on the Aggregated Bandwidth for the NR-DC (r17)	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
R2-2403984	Introduction of Inter-node Coordination on the Aggregated Bandwidth for the NR-DC (r17)	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips

Internode coordination in NR-DC for max aggregated BW is done on per BC-level. CRs to be seen next meeting.


R2-2403438	Correction on the supportedBandwidthDL/UL-v1780 for the NR-DC (r17)	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1077	-	F	NR_BCS4-Core
R2-2403439	Correction on the supportedBandwidthDL/UL-v1780 for the NR-DC (r18)	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1078	-	A	NR_BCS4-Core
Both in principle agreed, but styling should be fixed to next meeting


Max aggregated BW correction
R2-2403450	Correction to supportedMinBandwidth (Cat F)	Nokia	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1080	-	F	NR_BCS4-Core, NR_RF_FR2_req_enh2-Core
R2-2403451	Correction to supportedMinBandwidth	Nokia	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1081	-	A	NR_BCS4-Core, NR_RF_FR2_req_enh2-Core
Both agreed in principle

-	CATT wonders if “CY” already captures the intention? ZTE wonders if the UE indicates this capa for one or for all CCs?
NTN
R2-2403466	Clarification on usage of LEO or NGSO	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.331	17.8.0	4745	-	F	NR_NTN_solutions-Core
R2-2403467	Clarification on usage of LEO or NGSO	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4746	-	A	NR_NTN_solutions-Core
R2-2403468	Clarification on usage of LEO or NGSO	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-17	38.306	17.8.0	1082	-	F	NR_NTN_solutions-Core
R2-2403470	Clarification on usage of LEO or NGSO	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-18	38.306	18.1.0	1083	-	A	NR_NTN_solutions-Core
All 4 agreed in principal

R2-2403471	LS on usage of LEO or NGSO	MediaTek Inc.	LS out	NR_NTN_solutions-Core	To:RAN4
Remove the question in the body of the LS and change the action to “RAN2 respectfully asks RAN4 to come back if they see any issues.”
Approved in R2-2403858

6.1.3.3	Other
Including idle and inactive behaviour specified in 38.304 or 36.304. 

[bookmark: _Toc158241555]7	Rel-18 
[bookmark: _Toc158241637]7.13	Further enhancement of data collection for SON MDT in NR and EN-DC
(NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core; leading WG: RAN3; REL-18; WID: RP-221825)
Includes LS in’s related to AI/ML for NG-RAN
Time budget: 0 TU
Tdoc Limitation: 1 tdocs ?
[bookmark: _Toc158241638]7.13.1	Organizational
Ls in and Rapporteur input. WI/Spec Rapporteur(s) are invited to provide updated open issues lists that need to be handled.
R2-2403156	WI RIL list for 36.331 for R18 SONMDT	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
Note
R2-2403157	Corrections to TS 36.331 for R18 SONMDT	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-18	36.331	18.1.0	5010	-	F	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
Endorse and to be updated later.

[bookmark: _Toc164394374][bookmark: _Hlk164325849][Post125bis][750][SONMDT] CR for 36.331 (Huawei)
Scope:
· Implement agreements from RAN2#125bis in 36.331 for R18 SONMDT
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2403859 (Huawei)
     Deadline: 
· Short

R2-2403241	BL CR on 38331 for SONMDT features	Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4710	-	F	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core	Late
Endorse and to be updated later.


[bookmark: _Toc164394375][bookmark: _Hlk164325873][Post125bis][751][SONMDT] CR for 38.331 (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Implement agreements from RAN2#125bis in 38.331 for R18 SONMDT
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2403860 (Ericsson)
     Deadline: 
· Short


R2-2403265	RIL issue list for SON	Ericsson	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core	Late
Note


7.13.2	Papers related to RILs
R2-2402653	[C303][C304][C307][C308][C311][C312][C315] [C351]Corrections about SONMDT issues	CATT	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core

SPR related [C304] [C312] [C351]
Proposal 1: Move the SPR determination procedure description out of the branch of scg-State, and adopt the TP in section 4 (for Solution 1).
Proposal 2: The case of PSCell change command is sent directly by SRB3 for intra-SN PSCell change should be added upon evaluate the SPR trigger conditions, and adopt the TP in section 4.
Proposal 3: RAN2 to clarify that MN and source SN can configure the sn-InitiatedPSCellChange field to indicate whether the PSCell change is MN-initiated PSCell change or SN-initiated PSCell change.
Proposal 4: If P3 is agreed, the clarification can be added in the field description of sn-InitiatedPSCellChange and the corresponding procedure description, and adopt the TP in section 4.
Proposal 5: If the SPR configuration is provided to the UE at the time of the SN-initiated PSCell change, RAN2 to consider one of the following solutions to enable the configuration, and the corresponding TP is adopted.
Solution 1: Introduce a new field in otherConfig in MN RRCReconfiguration for source SN configured SPR configuration;
Solution 2: Reuse the successPSCell-Config field in otherConfig in MN RRCReconfiguration for source SN configured SPR configuration with some clarification in e.g., field description.


Move the SPR determination procedure description out of the branch of scg-State, and adopt the TP in section 4 of R2-2402653 (for Solution 1).
The case of PSCell change command is sent directly by SRB3 for intra-SN PSCell change should be added upon evaluate the SPR trigger conditions. Implement as per S526.
RAN2 confirms that MN and source SN can configure the sn-InitiatedPSCellChange field to indicate whether the PSCell change is MN-initiated PSCell change or SN-initiated PSCell change. TBD how to capture this.
For the case when the SPR configuration is provided via SRB1 to the UE at the time of the SN-initiated PSCell change, reuse the successPSCell-Config field in otherConfig in MN RRCReconfiguration for source SN configured SPR configuration with some clarification in e.g., field description. TBD how to capture this.


Fast MCG Recovery related [C307]
Observation 1: In current spec, the cases of SCG failure while the timer T316 was running and before initiation of the fast MCG recovery procedure cannot be distinguished.
Proposal 6: It is kindly to ask RAN2 to discuss these two solutions to differentiate the case of SCG was failed while the timer T316 was running or at the time of initiation of the fast MCG recovery procedure and adopt the corresponding TP in section 4:
-	Solution 1: Introduce an indication to differentiate these two cases;
-	Solution 2: Introduce one cause value of mcgRecoveryFailureCause for SCG failure at the time of initiation of the fast MCG recovery procedure.

On P6:
-	Samsung thinks this is not needed. Nokia agrees with Samsung and the remaining time is already there.

NPN related [C308] [C315]
Proposal 7: Adopt the TP on RIL 308 of introducing SNPN checking in RRC resume procedure.
Proposal 8: It is necessary to capture the RAN3 requirements for the logged MDT involving NPN for network configuration and UE behaviour in the RRC spec.
Proposal 9: If the legacy (R16 or R17) area configuration limitation present only, the UE should perform logging in both PN and PNI-NPN within the limitation, if any.
Proposal 10: If the legacy area configuration and the PNI-NPN limitation present simultaneously, the UE should perform logging in PN within the legacy area configuration limitation and perform logging in PNI-NPN within PNI-NPN limitation.
Proposal 11: SNPN limitation should not be configured together with PN or PNI-NPN area configurations.
Proposal 12: Add a Note to illustrate all the 3 RAN3 requirements for logged MDT configuration involving NPN is a simple and clear way for network limitation in RRC spec.

Capture the RAN3 requirements for the logged MDT involving NPN for network configuration and UE behaviour in the RRC spec.
Add a Note to RRC to illustrate all the 3 RAN3 requirements for logged MDT configuration involving NPN

CPAC MRO related [C311]
Proposal 13: Replace “choConfig” with “condExecutionCond or condExecutionCondSCG” fields, and adopt the TP in section 4.

-	Note: It has already been adopted

RACH report related [C303]
Proposal 14: The NR RACH report information should be included into the UEInformationResponse message before submitting the message in TS36.331.

The NR RACH report information should be included into the UEInformationResponse message before submitting the message in TS36.331.



R2-2403651	[S525][S526][S527][S528][S529][S530] RILs on SON/MDT	Samsung	discussion	Late

Proposal 1: [S525] if successPSCell-Config is included in SCG RRCReconfiguration, UE considers itself to be configured for SPR reporting by source PSCell.
Proposal 1a: [S525] If T304 threshold is included in SPR configuration, UE uses the configuration only to decide whether it considers itself to be configured for SPR reporting by target PSCell for the current PSCellChange.
Proposal 1b: [S525] If P1/P1a are acceptable, adapt TP1 as given in section 5.1

If successPSCell-Config is included in SCG RRCReconfiguration, UE considers itself to be configured for SPR reporting by source PSCell.

Proposal 2: [S526] Check if sn-InitiatedPSCellChange is configured/not configured during SPR determination without checking how it is configured (as per TP2).
Proposal 3: [S527] Adapt procedural text considering that successHO-Config is setupRelease for Intra-NR and Inter-RAT handover (as per TP3). 
Proposal 4: [S528] UE considers itself to be configured by the source PSCell to provide the successful PSCell change or addition information for the next PSCellChange when target PSCell includes T310/T312 thresholds (as per TP4).
Proposal 5: [S529] When it releases the SPR configuration, UE considers itself not to be configured for providing SPR by the cell that provided configuration (as per TP5).
Proposal 6: [S530] Remove “if the UE supports logging the successful PSCell change or addition” while releasing SPR configuration during PCellChange for consistency (as per TP6).

On P5:
-	Nokia does not think this is needed it is obvious tha the UE does not apply a released config. Ericsson agrees.

Check if sn-InitiatedPSCellChange is configured/not configured during SPR determination without checking how it is configured
Adapt procedural text considering that successHO-Config is setupRelease for Intra-NR and Inter-RAT handover. TBD if we do this only for R18, or from R17 (pending later discussion on a correctional CR)

R2-2403242	Addressing SONMDT RILs	Ericsson	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core	Late
Proposal 1	RAN2 agree to confine configuring SHR to the otherConfig (i.e., delete successHO-Config from the MobilityFromNRCommand) for the sake of modularity design of the feature).
Proposal 2	RAN2 agree align the RRC spec with NG spec for the maximum number of PNI-NPN configurations (256 PNI-NPN) in the areaConfiguration.
Proposal 3	RAN2 agree to UEs registered in SNPN to store plmn-IdentityList and collect logged MDT measurements if the PLMN part of the registered SNPN is included in the stored plmn-IdentityList.
Proposal 4	In SNPN network, reporting MDT measurements is allowed to the list of PLMNs in plmn-IdentityList if the network configured plmn-IdentityList in LoggedMeasurementConfiguration.

On P1:
-	Samsung thinks this has very big impact even on architecture and it may delay handovers and may lead to many other issues.
-	Qualcomm agrees with the proposal.
-	Huawei would like to understand the motivation, is the concern signal overhead? Ericsson ACKs that it is about overhead but also modularity. Samsung thinks that this may reduce flexibility.

On P2:
-	QC thinks that we don’t need to “align” as suggested here and has concern about UE memory requirements. Ericsson wonders how the gNB can fulfil the request from OAM if the gNB cannot use 256 configs? QC thinks that OAM may send configs for many UEs, but one UE should not get more than 12. Ericsson thinks we must agree this proposal for signalling based MDT. Nokia agrees with the proposal for the reasons explained by Ericsson. Nokia thinks that the number 12 was a mistake and if we don’t align we need to send an LS to RAN3. Ericsson think that RAN3 changes suggest we must do 256 configs, so if we don’t align we need to involve RAN3. Huawei agree with the proposal, but are open to consult RAN3.

On P3:
-	Ericsson says we can skip P3.

On P4:
-	Nokia does not agree with the proposal, but could leave this open for now. Ericsson thinks we can ask RAN3 about this too.

Confine configuring SHR to the otherConfig (i.e., delete successHO-Config from the MobilityFromNRCommand) for the sake of modularity design of the feature.
Send an LS to RAN3 explaining the UE memory requirement concern and seek guidance on if we should support 256 area configurations.
Ask RAN3 if, in SNPN network, reporting MDT measurements should be allowed to the list of PLMNs in plmn-IdentityList if the network configured plmn-IdentityList in LoggedMeasurementConfiguration.

[bookmark: _Toc164394376][AT125bis][755][SONMDT] LS to RAN3 (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Draft LS to RAN3 as per the agreements above.
      Intended outcome: 
· Approvable LS in R2-2403856 (Ericsson)
     Deadline: 
· Agreeable TP available at Thursday lunchtime. The aim is to agree it over email.

R2-2403856	LS to RAN3 on MDT for NPN	RAN2
Approved

R2-2402574	[F001][F018][F019][F020][F021][F022][F023] Correction on SPR	Fujitsu, Lenovo, CATT	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core	R2-2400552
Proposal: If sn-InitiatedPSCellChange is not included for CPC, UE determines the SPR based on the executed condition of the selected target PSCell:
- if the executed condition of the selected target PSCell is configured by source PCell, the UE determines SPR logging and contents based on the SPR configuration of source PCell;
- if the executed condition of the selected target PSCell is configured by source PSCell, the UE determines SPR logging and contents based on the SPR configuration of source PSCell;

-	Qualcomm does not agree with this proposal. Samsung thinks that this makes it complicated for both UE and NW, there is no restriction in the current spec and there is no need to change this. Fujitsu explains that the current spec forces the UE to follow the config from the SN all the time. Ericsson indicates that if we agree this we would have two different solutions for two similar issues, therefore we should come back to this later and hopefully we get one solution.

Postponed, to be seen later when we implement the agreements so far

R2-2402563	[V314] logged MDT configuration for SNPN	vivo	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh-Core
R2-2402575	[C306]Correction on fast MCG recovery enhancement	Fujitsu	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
R2-2403158	Discussion on open RILs and stage-2 issues for R18 SONMDT	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
R2-2403197	RIL N022 and N123 related corrections	Nokia	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core

Proposal 1.1: In case the UE have location information available, this should be included in the SPR, regardless of node that configured it.
Proposal 1.2: Adopt the TP in the Annex 1 to implement Proposal 1.1 in TS 38.331.
Proposal 2.1: RAN2 to agree that covering SCG deactivation before sending MCGFailureInformation message scenario should be deprioritized in Rel-18.
Proposal 2.2: RAN2 agrees to remove the SCG activation related text and adopt the TP in the Annex 2.
Observation 2.2: SCG transmission suspension at the exact same moment as MCG RLF detection is also a corner case scenario.
Proposal 2.3: RAN2 agrees not to consider the SCG transmission deactivation at the moment of detecting RLF on the MCG.
Proposal 2.4: Adopt the TP in Annex 2 to implement proposal 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3.

On P1:
-	Fujitsu thinks that the UE should not provide info that the NW didn’t request. Huawei does not agree as it would break the feature. ZTE had some sympathy for the proposal. Ericsson thinks that we have implemented as previous discussions and there were conscious decisions made to end up with current spec.

On P2.2:
-	Lenovo thinks that this was already agreed by RAN3 and sent to RAN2.

R2-2403577	[J040][J041][J042][J043][J044]RILs for SON	SHARP Corporation	discussion	R2-2400912
7.13.3	Other
[bookmark: _Toc158241641]
TAC in RA report
R2-2402576	Correction on the reporting  of TAC in Random access report	Fujitsu, Ericsson, Lenovo, Huawei, HiSilicon, CATT, Xiaomi, Samsung, SHARP	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4674	-	F	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
Note: Style error, everything is “Normal”.
R2-2403196	Considerations on including TAC in RA reports	Nokia	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
Proposal: The addition of TAC into RA reports should be specified in RAN2 after a RAN3 agreement that RA report forwarding via the core network is supported.

-	Ericsson think we can agree the RAN2 parts without impacting RAN3. 
-	Qualcomm has concerns about UE complexity.
-	Nokia thinks that current spec is not broken and its OK that ASN.1 suggests something that procedural text does not cover.

Postponed

Optionality include TAC
R2-2403074	Consideration on SON/MDT remaining issues	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-18	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core
Proposal 1: Update procedure text in NR for RA report and SRP and in LTE specs for NR RACH report to indicate that UE only includes TAC for PSCell/SCell CGI, when TAC is available.

-	Session chair: The room understands this is not needed.
T310 and T312 thresholds
R2-2403425	Configuring T310 and T312 thresholds at the time of PSCellChange	Samsung	discussion
Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss whether T310/T312 SPR thresholds from source PSCell need to be provided at the time of PSCellChange over SRB3.
Proposal 2: If it is required to provide T310/T312 thresholds from source PSCell at the time of PSCellChange over SRB3, target PSCell includes them through new fields in SPR configuration (as in TP1).

On P1:
-	Ericsson thinks this is a special case and we can skip it otherwise we need to add more signalling which is against some principles. Nokia is also not convinced that this is needed.

T310/T312 SPR thresholds from source PSCell cannot be provided at the time of PSCellChange over SRB3. 
Misc correction for 38.300
R2-2403663	Miscellaneous correction to TS 38.300	Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.300	18.1.0	0854	-	F	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_enh2-Core

-	Nokia thinks that RAN3 usually do Stage-2 CRs for this feature. Ericsson agrees but RAN2 is owning the spec and the changes are fine. Nokia is OK on a high level. Ericsson indicates that the changes are due to RAN2-agreements.

Endorsed and wording can be polished.
[bookmark: _Toc158241660]7.19	Enhanced support of reduced capability NR devices
(NR_redcap_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-18; WID: RP-232671)
WI is declared 100% complete
Time budget: 0 TU
Tdoc Limitation: 1 Tdocs 
[bookmark: _Toc158241661]7.19.1	Organizational
Incoming LSs, CR rapporteur’s miscellaneous non-controversial corrections, etc.
[bookmark: _Toc158241662]LSs
R2-2402104	LS on Rel-18 RedCap enhancements work (C1-241809; contact: Huawei)	CT1	LS in	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core	To:SA2	Cc:CT4, RAN2, RAN3
Noted

Misc CRs
R2-2402450	Miscellaneous corrections on TS 38.304 for eRedCap	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-18	38.304	18.1.0	0394	-	F	NR_redcap_enh-Core
In-principle agreed with: The added dash in the updated field name should be removed when submitted to the next meeting. 
R2-2402619	Miscellaneous corrections on TS 38.321 for eRedCap	vivo (Rapporteur)	CR	Rel-18	38.321	18.1.0	1795	-	F	NR_redcap_enh-Core	Late

R2-2403394	Miscellaneous corrections for eRedCap	Ericsson	CR	Rel-18	38.331	18.1.0	4729	-	F	NR_redcap_enh-Core	Late
In section 5.6.1.4, change from “signalled” to “received” and “indicated” to “indicates”. With this the CR is endorsed and to be updated during the meeting.

[bookmark: _Toc164394377][bookmark: _Hlk164325885][Post125bis][752][eRedCap] CR for 38.331 (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Implement agreements from RAN2#125bis in 38.331 for R18 eRedCap
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2403861 (Ericsson)
     Deadline: 
· Short


R2-2403397	RIL List for eRedCap - after RAN2#125	Ericsson	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
Noted


7.19.2	Papers related to RILs
Papers related to identified RILs
R2-2402449	Clarification on remaining RIL issues for eRedcap and proposed TP to RRC	Xiaomi Communications	discussion
On the first TP:
· Ericsson thinks this is long and complicated, Ericsson thinks their version is shorter and better. Vivo agrees with Ericsson, vivo thinks there are other issues with this condition. LG is fine either way.
On the second TP:
Use the TP in Annex B as baseline, polish offline. Note that the TPs are not based on the current RRC spec.
R2-2403401	Discussion on RILs E158 E159 and V179 on eRedCap UEs	Ericsson	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core	Late
· Xiaomi thinks that we should not allow the case when there is a partition for Redcap and another for eRedCap and SDT.
· Intel is OK with P2 from Ericsson. 
Use this as baseline, polish offline if needed: “When included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to indicate eRedCap and RedCap separately, this field is mandatory present with at least two FeatureCombinationPreambles list entries: one list entry indicating only redcap and the other list entry indicating only eRedCap.”



Proposal 1	Capture the text proposal below for the conditional presence CFR-RedCap:
“The field is optionally present, Need R, if the configured bandwidth in cfr-ConfigMCCH-MTCH exceeds the (e)RedCap UE capability. It is absent otherwise. If the session is intended for eRedCap UEs and CFR is configured for RedCap UEs, network ensures that scheduling restrictions for eRedCap are met.”

On P1:
· ZTE is OK with adding the “(e)”, but not the rest. Xiaomi and Huawei agrees with ZTE. Huawei thinks that MBS-session should ACK this. Huawei thinks that the second sentence is true, but no need to specify this.
· Qualcomm and Vivo supports the proposal as a whole.

Add the (e) here: “The field is optionally present, Need R, if the configured bandwidth in cfr-ConfigMCCH-MTCH exceeds the (e)RedCap UE capability. It is absent otherwise.”
RAN2 understanding is that if the session is intended for eRedCap UEs and CFR is configured for RedCap UEs, network ensures that scheduling restrictions for eRedCap are met.”

R2-2403687	[V179] Discussion on more details for V179	vivo, Guangdong Genius	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
Proposal 1: When included in initialUplinkBWP-RedCap to indicate other feature(s) than RedCap and eRedCap and not to differentiate RedCap and eRedCap, the field featureCombinationPreamblesList is mandatory present with one FeatureCombinationPreambles list entry: the list entry indicating one or multiple other feature(s).

· Session chair thinks this is NBC if we do this for Rel-17, and Vivo ACKs this. LG agrees that this is NBC and thinks it has been discussed before. LG thinks this optimizes signalling but is not critical. ZTE thinks with this change of behviour it is unclear since the UE would not understand how it would interpret a feature combination with only SDT, on a RedCap BWP, hence ZTE is not happy with this change. Ericsson thinks this is NBC also from UE point of view. Qualcomm thinks we don’t need to change this. Vivo highlights that the proposal is for Rel-18. ZTE thinks that even for Rel-18 the UE behaivour is unclear. Xiaomi doubts if this works.
· Vivo thinks there can be cases when the NW needs to indicate only one partition (e.g. when there should be one partition for RedCap+eRedCap). Xiaomi and LG does not agree and think in the example from vivo, the NW wouldn’t have any partition. Ericsson thinks that the NW cannot indicate a partition with RedCap+eRedCap, in case the NW wants these UEs to share preambles, the NW wouldn’t provide any feature combination. Nokia agrees with Ericsson.

We stick to the current behaviour also for Rel-18.

R2-2403688	[X110] Discussion on MsgA PUSCH less than 5MHz	vivo, Guangdong Genius	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
· Xiaomi agrees with the intention but thinks that wording should be polished. LG and ZTE does not support describing too much as in vivos paper, LG thinks that Xiaomis version is better (see paper above).

7.19.3	Other
Critical corrections, if any.

2-step RA for eRedCap
R2-2402382	MAC corrections for supporting 2-step RACH for eRedCap	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
On the TP in the annex:
· LG thinks the wording needs polished. Xiaomi thinks we can wait for RAN1s LS. Huawei wants to wait.
Noted

R2-2402448	Remaining issues on the use of 2-step RA resources for eRedCap UEs	Xiaomi Communications	discussion
Proposal 1	RAN2 is suggest to consider eRedcap UE’s behaviour when MsgA PUSCH exceeding its capabilities on legacy BWP with only 2-step RA type Random Access resources configured. 
Proposal 2	UE may continue cell re-selection related measurements as well as cell re-selection evaluation when MsgA PUSCH exceeding its capabilities on legacy BWP with only 2-step RA type Random Access resources when initiating RA procedure on it.

On P1 and P2:
· LG thinks that P1 does not address a realistic scenario. Vivo thinks the case exists that is described by P1, vivo thinks the UE should switch BWP. OPPO thinks it is a not normal case when the NW configures only 2-step on the initial BWP. Ericsson agrees with LG and OPPO, and thinks in general the UE cannot do something it doesn’t have capabilities for.
Not pursued.
R2-2402620	Discussion on remaining issues for eRedCap	vivo, Guangdong Genius	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
We wait for RAN1 on this subject

FeatureCombination selection eRedCap
R2-2403667	Remaining issues on eRedCap	LG Electronics Inc.	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
Proposal 1. No fallback from eRedCap to Redcap is supported for CFRA, once RRC indicates that eRedCap is applicable and RedCap is not applicable for eRedcap UE.
Proposal 2. Adopt the TP in Annex A.
Proposal 3. RAN2 confirms whether eRedCap is applicable or not for the Random Access procedure in following case:
-	Option 1:  if there is no set of configured RA resources with eRedCap set to true  RedCap is applicable, [eRedCap is not applicable].
-	Option 2: if there is no set of configured RA resources with eRedCap set to true  RedCap is applicable, [eRedCap is also applicable].
If Option 1 of proposal 3 is agreed, following is proposed
Proposal 4. Adopt the TP in Annex B-1.
If Option 2 of proposal 3 is agreed, following is proposed
Proposal 5. Adopt the TP in Annex B-2.

On P1:
· Ericsson thinks it is a strange NW configuration if this issue would arise, and think current spec is OK. Huawei agrees with Ericsson. Vivo thinks that LG is correct in their observation, and think that one way is to capture a NW restriction in the spec, vivo highlights that there is a previous agreement that the NW should ensure a reasonable configuration. Nokia supports Ericsson approach, i.e. we keep the current spec and thinks that the NW can handle this. LG thinks that the issue is that if the NW doesn’t provide an eRedCap-only partition there will be an issue.
· LG wonders why we keep a procedure which is not useful. Nokia thinks current spec works even though not optimized, we think we should leave the spec as-is. Vivo thinks now is a good time to make the feature good. 
Postponed, if proponents think they have sufficient support we can discuss this again in May.

On P3:
· Xiaomi thinks that in RRC it is clear that only RedCap is applicable, i.e. Option 1, and since clear from RRC, there is no need to change the spec. vivo indicates that the MAC CR provided above it becomes even clearer, that it is option 1. LG is OK with this conclusion. 

RAN2 understands that Option 1 (if there is no set of configured RA resources with eRedCap set to true: RedCap is applicable, and eRedCap is not applicable) is the correct behaviour and it is clear from the spec already. No further change needed.


Barring
R2-2403271	1 Rx and 2 Rx eRedCap UE barring	Nokia	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
Proposal 1: Barring determination is done based on the 1Rx/2Rx support on the current band instead of whether the UE is equipped with 1Rx branch or 2Rx branches.

Proposal 2: eRedCap UE supporting both 1Rx and 2Rx operation does not consider the cell as barred if cellBarred-eRedCap1Rx or cellBarred-eRedCap2Rx is set to “not barred”.

Proposal 3. Adopt the TP for TS 38.331 in Appendix 1.

On P1:
· Vivo agrees with P1 and supports the TP. OPPO agrees with the intention but think that a 2 Rx UE can support 1 Rx operation. 

For R18: Barring determination is done based on the 1Rx/2Rx support on the selected band instead of whether the UE is equipped with 1Rx branch or 2Rx branches.
For R18: eRedCap UE supporting both 1Rx and 2Rx operation does not consider the cell as barred if cellBarred-eRedCap1Rx or cellBarred-eRedCap2Rx is set to “not barred”.

On the TP for procedural text:
· Ericsson thinks that this is similar to how we did it for half duplex, and not what we intend with the agreements above, Ericsson thinks their TP is better.

Work offline to capture the agreements above.
Discuss in the same offline if we do the same thing for RedCap (R17) 


[bookmark: _Toc164394378][bookmark: _Hlk164142619][AT125bis][751][eRedCap] Produce TP for 1Rx/2Rx barring (Nokia)
Scope:
· Draft agreeable TP for 1Rx/2Rx barring according to the agreements.
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable TP in R2-2403841 (Nokia)
     Deadline: 
· Agreeable TP available at Thursday lunchtime. The aim is to agree it over email.
[bookmark: _Hlk164325962]
R2-2403841	Correction on (e)Redcap 1 Rx and 2 Rx barring	Nokia
In-principle agreed

R2-2403053	Need for clarification on 1 Rx and 2 Rx (e)RedCap UE barring	Telit Communications S.p.A.	discussion
R2-2403399	Discussion on 1 Rx and 2 Rx eRedCap UE barring	Ericsson	discussion	Rel-18	NR_redcap_enh-Core
8	Rel-19
8.10	SON MDT Ph4
(NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core; leading WG: RAN3; REL-19; WID: RP-234038)
Time budget: 0.5 TU
Tdoc Limitation: 2 tdocs 
8.10.1	Organizational
LS, Rapporteur input, including workplan, etc. 
R2-2403564	Workplan for Rel-19 SON_MDT Enhancement	China Unicom	Work Plan	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
Endorsed

8.10.2	MRO enhancements for Rel-18 mobility features
LTM, CHO with candidate SCGs, subsequent CPAC
Giants
R2-2402632	MRO for Rel-18 mobility	ZTE, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
Proposal 1	RAN2 to study the mechanism to tackle the issue of frequently over-written report for MRO in subsequent CPAC.
Proposal 2	RAN2 to study enhancement of MHI to include the case of subsequent CPAC.

-	Lenovo thinks that we should look in to MRO, etc. Ericsson thinks that the proposals have big impact, and think that RAN3 should perhaps discuss this instead (if they want). Qualcomm wonders about details of the hinted solution. Samsung agrees with QC.
LTM
R2-2402281	Discussion on LTM MRO enhancement	Fujitsu	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
Proposal 1: For LTM MRO, RAN2 considers the following three connection failure cases:
-	Too late LTM
-	Too early LTM
-	LTM to wrong cell
Proposal 2: For successive failure case, RAN2 only consider the case that the second failure type is HOF.
Proposal 3: For too late LTM, the following sub-cases are considered:
-	Case 1a: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 1b: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations, selects an LTM candidate cell, detects HOF with the selected LTM cell, and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 1c: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected LTM candidate cell.
Proposal 4: For too early LTM, the following sub-cases are considered:
-	Case 2a: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell and performs reestablishment procedure with the source cell.
-	Case 2b: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, selects the source cell which is also an LTM candidate cell, detects HOF with the source cell, and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 2c: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected source cell which is also an LTM candidate cell.
Proposal 5: For too early LTM, the following sub-cases are considered:
-	Case 3a: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell and performs reestablishment procedure with the source cell.
-	Case 3b: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, selects an LTM candidate cell which is different from the source or target one, detects HOF with the selected LTM candidate cell, and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 3c: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected LTM candidate cell which is different from the source or target one.
Proposal 6: RAN2 considers SHR, RA report and MHI for MCG LTM SON.
Proposal 7: RAN2 considers the PSCell change failure, SPR, SN RACH and SCG MHI for SCG LTM.
Proposal 8: RAN2 deprioritizes the mixed scenarios of LTM and L3 HO.

On P1:
-	ZTE thinks that we should consider that the NW configures the wrong beam too?
-	China Unicom is wondering about the naming. Session chair think we can refine naming later.
-	Lenovo wonders if we consider MN-LTM and/or SN-LTM.
-	Kyocera wonders if early sync part of LTM should be covered?

On P2:
-	CMCC thinks its too early to discuss this.

On P3:
-	Ericsson thinks that for case 1b is not applicable as it is written now. CMCC and Nokia thinks we should not discuss so much on the detailed scenarios, RAN3 can do this instead since they have more time. Lenovo thinks that its too early to discuss these details. Nokia understands that this is not an exhaustive list. MediaTek thinks that we must understand which scenarios we should consider for us to understand which info we should collect. ZTE thinks that not all scenarios are as important. 
On P7:
-	Nokia wants to prioritize MCG LTM. Ericsson agrees.

For LTM MRO, RAN2 considers the following three connection failure cases:
-	Too late LTM
-	Too early LTM
-	LTM to wrong cell
For too late LTM, the following sub-cases are considered but we may down prioritize later (not limiting):
-	Case 1a: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 1b: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations, selects an LTM candidate cell, detects HOF with the selected LTM cell.
-	Case 1c: the UE detects RLF in source cell after receiving LTM candidate configurations, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected LTM candidate cell.
For too early LTM, the following sub-cases are considered but we may down prioritize later (not limiting):
-	Case 2a: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell and performs reestablishment procedure with the source cell.
-	Case 2b: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, selects the source cell which is also an LTM candidate cell, detects HOF with the source cell, and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 2c: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected source cell which is also an LTM candidate cell.
LTM to wrong cell, the following sub-cases are considered but we may down prioritize later (not limiting):
-	Case 3a: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell and performs reestablishment procedure with the source cell.
-	Case 3b: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, selects an LTM candidate cell which is different from the source or target one, detects HOF with the selected LTM candidate cell, and performs reestablishment procedure.
-	Case 3c: the UE detects HOF/RLF in the LTM target cell, and successfully completes LTM execution with the selected LTM candidate cell which is different from the source or target one.
RAN2 considers SHR, RA report and RLF for MCG LTM SON.
RAN2 will start work on MCG LTM.

CHO with candidate SCGs

R2-2403199	MRO for CHO with candidate SCGs	Nokia	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
Proposal 1: RAN2 to study near failure scenarios for CHO with candidate SCGs when both conditions are fulfilled but with a significant gap in timing between them.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to enhance SHR and SPR with new triggers and content that allows the network to identify the execution condition that delayed the handover.
Proposal 3: Studying scenarios where the UE is additionally configured with CHO-only configuration should be down-prioritized and studied only if time allows.

On P1:
-	Samsung thinks we should consider not only “near” failure but also failures.


RAN2 to study failure and near failure scenarios for CHO with candidate SCGs.


Subsequent CPAC
R2-2402551	Discussion on MRO enhancements for R18 mobility features	CMCC	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
Focus on P8
Proposal 8: Include the subsequent CPAC related information in SON reports, e.g. target PSCell ID (list), the time UE stays in the target PSCell, SK-counter related information.

On P8:
-	Some companies want to discuss scenarios first.


R2-2402588	Discussion on random access report for LTM	ASUSTeK	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2402564	MRO for Rel-18 mobility features	vivo	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2402654	Discussion on MRO Enhancements for Mobility	CATT	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2402735	Discussion on MRO for LTM	Lenovo	discussion	Rel-19
R2-2402736	Discussion on MRO for CHO with candidate SCGs	Lenovo	discussion	Rel-19
R2-2402965	Discussion on MRO enhancements for Rel-18 mobility features	NEC	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403137	MRO enhancement for SON and MDT	Qualcomm Incorporated	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403164	MRO enhancement for Rel-18 mobility	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403212	Discussion on MRO enhancement for Rel-18 mobility features	Langbo	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403243	SON support for MRO	Ericsson	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403270	SON/MDT reports for LTM 	Kyocera	discussion
R2-2403499	MRO enhancements for Rel-18 mobility features	Samsung	discussion
R2-2403565	Discussion on MRO enhancement for mobility	China Unicom	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403579	MRO enhancement for LTM	SHARP Corporation	discussion


8.10.3	SON MDT for Slicing
No contributions are expected and this AI will not be treated in RAN2#125bis, in wait for RAN3 progresses
8.10.3	SON MDT for NTN
No contributions are expected and this AI will not be treated in RAN2#125bis, in wait for RAN3 progresses
8.10.4	Leftovers from Rel-18
RACH optimization for SDT, MHI Enhancement for SCG Deactivation/Activation, MRO for MR-DC SCG failure
R2-2402554	Discussion on SONMDT enhancements for SDT and MHI	CMCC	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403138	SON and MDT Rel-18 leftover issues	Qualcomm Incorporated	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
Focus on P3

R2-2402565	RACH optimization for SDT	vivo	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2402633	Rel-18 leftovers for SON MDT	ZTE, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2402655	Consideration on leftovers from Rel-18 SONMDT	CATT	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403165	Discussion on support of the Rel-18 leftovers	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-19	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403455	SON/MDT enhancements for leftover topics from R18	Samsung	discussion
R2-2403566	Discussion on RACH optimization for SDT	China Unicom	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core
R2-2403580	RA report enhancement for SDT	SHARP Corporation	discussion
R2-2403664	On Rel.18 leftovers	Ericsson	discussion	NR_ENDC_SON_MDT_Ph4-Core



Summary


Comebacks for main session:

After the comeback session the involved delegates found an (hopefully) agreeable way forward. The first two of these can be in-principle agreed and the last approved (in a new Tdoc)

R2-2403862	RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX	Ericsson
R2-2403863 	RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX	Ericsson
R2-2403864	LS on RLM and BFD relaxation when short DRX	Ericsson


Post meeting email discussion:


[Post125bis][750][SONMDT] CR for 36.331 (Huawei)
Scope:
· Implement agreements from RAN2#125bis in 36.331 for R18 SONMDT
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2403859 (Huawei)
     Deadline: 
· Short
[Post125bis][751][SONMDT] CR for 38.331 (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Implement agreements from RAN2#125bis in 38.331 for R18 SONMDT
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2403860 (Ericsson)
     Deadline: 
· Short
[Post125bis][752][eRedCap] CR for 38.331 (Ericsson)
Scope:
· Implement agreements from RAN2#125bis in 38.331 for R18 eRedCap
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2403861 (Ericsson)
     Deadline: 
· Short
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