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Introduction
The email discussion is intended to cover topics related to R16 NR RRM Enhancements maintenance (NR_RRM_Enh-Core/Perf) in AI 5.1.6.3.
Topic #1: CGI reading 
Companies’ contributions summary
	R4-2118105
	CR for CGI reading test case in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	R4-2118106
	CR for CGI reading test case in R17
	MediaTek Inc.

	R4-2119237
	Maintenance CR for A.6.6.7.2 - CGI reading of inter-RAT E-UTRAN cell (R16)
	Apple

	R4-2119238
	Maintenance CR for A.6.6.7.2 - CGI reading of inter-RAT E-UTRAN cell (R17)
	Apple

	R4-2119340
	CR to CGI reading requirements
	Huawei, Hisilicon

	R4-2119341
	CR to CGI reading requirements R17
	Huawei, Hisilicon



Open issues summary and companies view’s collection
CRs/TPs comments collection
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2118105
MediaTek Inc.


	CR for CGI reading test case in R16

	
	[Ericsson]: OK

	
	Nokia: OK

	
	Huawei: we have one comment:
b2-Threshold2EUTRA should be captured in Table A.6.6.7.2.1-3. It is a configuration parameter of NR cell, similar as b2-Threshold1.

	R4-2119237
Apple 

	Maintenance CR for A.6.6.7.2 - CGI reading of inter-RAT E-UTRAN cell (R16)

	
	[Ericsson]: OK

	
	Nokia: OK

	
	Huawei: OK

	R4-2119340
Huawei

	CR to CGI reading requirements 

	
	[Ericsson]: Looks fine. Can we rephrase it as follows?
Where TSMTC is the SMTC periodicity configured for the target cell measurement, and TRMSI-scheduling is 
· the periodicity with which the SIB1 is actually transmitted by the NR target cell when SSB and RMSI CORESET multiplexing pattern is 1
the maximum between the periodicity with which the SIB1 is actually transmitted by the NR target cell and TSMTC when SSB and RMSI CORESET multiplexing pattern are 2 and 3.

	
	Huawei: To Ericsson, thanks for the comments, we are fine with the suggested wording except that we suggest a small fine-tuning as highlighted below. We will update in the revision.
Where TSMTC is the SMTC periodicity configured for the target cell measurement, and TRMSI-scheduling is 
· the periodicity with which the SIB1 is actually transmitted by the NR target cell when SSB and RMSI CORESET multiplexing pattern is 1
the maximum between the periodicity with which the SIB1 is actually transmitted by the NR target cell and TSMTC when SSB and RMSI CORESET multiplexing pattern is 2 or 3.

	
	



Summary for 1st round 

CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2118105

	Revised

	R4-2119237

	Agreeable

	R4-2119340

	Revised



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	
	Status summary 

	
	

	
	



	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Topic #2: BWP switching 
Companies’ contributions summary
	R4-2118107
	CR for BWP switching test case in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	R4-2118108
	CR for BWP switching test case in R17
	MediaTek Inc.

	R4-2118109
	CR for BWP switch on multiple CCs in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	R4-2118110
	CR for BWP switch on multiple CCs in R17
	MediaTek Inc.

	R4-2118855
	DraftCR on test cases for BWP switching on multiple CCs R16
	Huawei, Hisilicon

	R4-2118856
	DraftCR on test cases for BWP switching on multiple CCs R17
	Huawei, Hisilicon



Open issues summary and companies view’s collection
CRs/TPs comments collection
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2118107
MediaTek Inc.

	CR for BWP switching test case in R16

	
	Apple: Okay with change.

	
	Ericsson: OK

	
	Nokia: OK

	
	Huawei: OK

	R4-2118109
MediaTek Inc.
	CR for BWP switch on multiple CCs in R16

	
	Apple:
UE capability bwp-SwitchingMultiDormancyCCs-r16 should be used for switching between non-dormant and dormant BWPs

	
	Intel: same view as Apple.

	
	Ericsson: Tend to agree with Apple as it is related to switching from non-dormant to dormant BWP. We think it should be bwp-SwitchingMultiDormancyCCs-r16.

	
	Nokia: Change#1 is OK. Change#2: Same view as Apple. should it be "bwp-SwitchingMultiDormancyCCs-r16" for dormancy SCells?

	
	Huawei: Change#1 is OK. For Change#2, we share same views as Apple.

	R4-2118855
Huawei
	DraftCR on test cases for BWP switching on multiple CCs R16

	
	[MTK] The CR seems collide with 8678. Need to discuss how to partition the job or merge the changes.

	
	Apple: There is discussion in Issue 3-1 on EN-DC related TCs.  Okay with change. 

	
	[QC] We have a concern on the addition of SRB3 in the test procedure. It is a 'mandatory with capability' feature which makes the entire test conditional on UE capability indpendent from the feature. We prefer Ericsson''s approach in principle

	
	Intel: For DCI-based and timer based BWP switching on multiple CCs, fine with the change. However, it conflicts with CR R4-2118678. Further discuss how to merge the changes.
          For RRC-based BWP switching on multiple CCs, regarding to the issue whether SRB 3 will be added,  we understand that this is Rel-15 feature, and UE may already support it. However, we prefer not to add it in the test, which will depend on the UE capability.



	
	Nokia: Generally fine. CR is overlapping with Ericsson’s CR R4-2118678.

	
	Huawei: For CR handling, we suggest to merge this one to Ericsson’s CR, which can cover all affected test cases.

For SBR3, we think corresponding changes are already made in Rel-15 RRC triggered test cases. R4-2115241






Summary for 1st round 
CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2118107

	Agreeable

	R4-2118109

	Revised

	R4-2118855

	Merged

	
	



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 

	
	Status summary 

	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Topic #3: FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases
Companies’ contributions summary
	R4-2118677
	On Rel-16 TCs with mix of carriers in LTE/FR1 and FR2

Proposal 1: 	Interruption test case A.5.5.2.7 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.

Proposal 2: 	Interruption test case A.5.5.2.8 is modified to only test interruption requirements in NR FR2 PSCell.

Proposal 3: 	SCell activation and deactivation test case A.5.5.3.6 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.

Proposal 4: 	Direct SCell activation test case A.5.5.3.7 is modified to only test CQI reporting for NR FR2 SCell in NR FR2 PSCell.

Proposal 5:	BWP switching test cases A.5.5.6.3 and A.5.5.6.4.1 are updated to remove interruption requirements pertaining to EUTRA PCell.

Proposal 6: 	BWP switching test case A.5.5.6.4.2 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.

Proposal 7: 	DAPS handover test cases A.7.3.1.4 and A.7.3.1.5 are updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.

Proposal 8: 	Active BWP switch test case A.7.5.6.4.2 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.

	Ericsson

	R4-2118678
	DraftCR: Modification of FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16
	Ericsson

	R4-2118679
	DraftCR: Modification of FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16
	Ericsson



Open issues summary and companies view’s collection
Sub-topic 1-1 FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases
Issue 3-1: Whether to modify or skip the following FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16:
· Option 1 (Ericsson): 
· Proposal 1: 	Interruption test case A.5.5.2.7 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.
· Proposal 2: 	Interruption test case A.5.5.2.8 is modified to only test interruption requirements in NR FR2 PSCell.
· Proposal 3: 	SCell activation and deactivation test case A.5.5.3.6 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.
· Proposal 4: 	Direct SCell activation test case A.5.5.3.7 is modified to only test CQI reporting for NR FR2 SCell in NR FR2 PSCell.
· Proposal 5:	BWP switching test cases A.5.5.6.3 and A.5.5.6.4.1 are updated to remove interruption requirements pertaining to EUTRA PCell.
· Proposal 6: 	BWP switching test case A.5.5.6.4.2 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.
· Proposal 7: 	DAPS handover test cases A.7.3.1.4 and A.7.3.1.5 are updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.
· Proposal 8: 	Active BWP switch test case A.7.5.6.4.2 is updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.
· Recommended WF: 
· Further discussion.

	Company
	Comments

	MTK
	We are fine with Option 1.

	QC
	In genearl, proposals make sense to us. However, we do not want to preclude test cases where the testability issue can be alleviated by utilizing ACK in response to RRC msg, e.g. Proposal 7 in the contribution.

	Apple
	We are fine with all the proposals, since they are well aligned with the methodology agreed in RAN4#100e.

	Intel
	Fine with option 1.

	Nokia
	We are fine with the option 1.

	Huawei
	General fine. But for proposal 7, we found it is different from the solution in R4-2115240. What is the reason for skipping these test cases.

	Ericsson
	We can further discuss proposal 7 in the second round. 




CRs/TPs comments collection
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2118678
Ericsson



	DraftCR: Modification of FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16

	
	[MTK] The CR seems collide with 8855. Need to discuss how to partition the job or merge the changes.

	
	[QC] Up to conclusion on Issue 3-1

	
	Intel: Further discuss how to handle the collided changed with R4-2118855.

	
	Nokia: CR is fine.

	
	Huawei: Up to conclusion on Issue 3-1



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Issue 3-1

	Whether to modify or skip the following FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16:
Tentative agreement: Proposal 1,2,3,4,5,6,8 are agreed. 
Recommendations for 2nd round: further discussion for proposal 7.

	
	

	
	



Recommendations on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	
	
	



CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2118678

	Revised

	
	

	
	



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Sub-topic 1-1 FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases
Issue 3-1: Whether to modify or skip the following FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16:
· Option 1 (Ericsson): 
· Proposal 7: 	DAPS handover test cases A.7.3.1.4 and A.7.3.1.5 are updated to state that in the current version of the specification a UE does not have to pass the test.
Moderator note: Suggest to provide comments in email thread for CR R4-2118678 - Modification of FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16.
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	
	Status summary 

	
	

	
	



	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	





Recommendations for Tdocs
1st round 

Existing tdocs
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-2118105

	CR for CGI reading test case in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	Revised
	

	R4-2119237

	Maintenance CR for A.6.6.7.2 - CGI reading of inter-RAT E-UTRAN cell (R16)
	Apple
	Agreeable
	

	R4-2119340

	CR to CGI reading requirements
	Huawei
	Revised
	

	R4-2118107

	CR for BWP switching test case in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	Agreeable
	

	R4-2118109

	CR for BWP switch on multiple CCs in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	Revised
	

	R4-2118855

	DraftCR on test cases for BWP switching on multiple CCs R16
	Huawei
	Merged
	Section A.5.5.6.5 is merged into R4-2118678

	R4-2118678

	DraftCR: Modification of FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16
	Ericssion
	Revised
	




Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics incl. existing and new tdocs.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) For new LS documents, please include information on To/Cc WGs in the comments column
4) Do not include hyper-links in the documents

2nd round 

	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-2120258
(Revised from R4-2118105)
	CR for CGI reading test case in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	Agreeable
	

	R4-2120259 (Revised from R4-2119340)
	CR to CGI reading requirements 
	Huawei 
	Agreeable 
	

	R4-2120260 (Revised from R4-2118109)
	CR for BWP switch on multiple CCs in R16
	MediaTek Inc.

	Agreeable 
	

	R4-2120261 (Revised from R4-2118678).
	DraftCR: Modification of FR1/LTE+FR2 RRM test cases in Rel-16
	Ericsson
	Agreeable
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) Do not include hyper-links in the documents
Annex 
Contact information
	Company
	Name
	Email address

	Moderator (Intel)
	Li Hua
	hua.li@intel.com

	
	
	



Note:
1) Please add your contact information in above table once you make comments on this email thread. 
2) If multiple delegates from the same company make comments on single email thread, please add you name as suffix after company name when make comments i.e. Company A (XX, XX)

