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Introduction
This agenda item will handle all contributions related to the maintenance of the following R17 closed WIs :
· DC_R17_xBLTE_2BNR_yDL3UL (no tdoc)
· DC_R17_5BLTE_1BNR_6DL2UL (no tdoc)
· DL_intrpt_combos_TxSW_R17 (no tdoc)
· ENDC_R17_1BLTE_1BNR_MSD (no tdoc)
· NR_PC2_UE_FDD (no tdoc)
· NR_4Rx_Bn8_FWA (no tdoc)
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK5]LTE_upper_700MHz_A
· Other WIs and TEI Rel-17 – UE RF

Topic #1: WI LTE_upper_700MHz_A
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2208646
	Puloli
	CR to TS 38.101-1: Protection for band 103 from newly introduced CA combinations



Open issues summary
No specific issue was brought for discussion in the TEI context, only one CR was submitted.




Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 

CRs/TPs comments collection

	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2208646
	CR to TS 38.101-1: Protection for band 103 from newly introduced CA combinations

	
	Nokia: Coversheet is incomplete.

	
	Apple: Do the following combinations need to protect Band 103?
CA_n5-n78, CA_n5-n79, CA_n25-n78, CA_n50-n78, CA_n66-n78
Does the following combination miss the Band 103 protection?
CA_n7-n77  

	
	Puloli:
@Nokia: the missing “Summary of change” and “Consequences” in the cover sheet, as also identified by Carolyn, will be added in the revised vision of the CR document
@Apple:
1. Yes, the protection for the combinations (CA_n5-n78, CA_n5-n79, CA_n25-n78, CA_n50-n78, CA_n66-n78) have already been specified in the current version of  TS 38.101-1
2. In my opinion, CA_n7-n77 may not need to protect Band 103




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 

	Sub-topic#1
	Tentative agreements:
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd 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  

	XXX
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”

	R4-2208646
	Apple’s questions were answered but following cover sheet issues shall be fixed: What is the impacted specification? It reads 38.101 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for 38.101-1 .What is the summary of change? What are the consequences if not approved?
To be revised.



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator can provide summary of 2nd round here. Note that recommended decisions on tdocs should be provided in the section titled ”Recommendations for Tdocs”.



Topic #2: Other WIs and TEI Rel-17 – UE RF
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2207665
	Apple
	CR 36101-h50 adding fallbacks

	R4-2207666
	Apple
	CR 38101-1-h50 adding FR1 NR-CA fallbacks

	R4-2207667
	Apple
	CR 38101-2-h50 adding fallbacks  							NOTE: Not submitted

	R4-2207668
	Apple
	CR 38101-3-h50 adding FR1+FR2 CA fallbacks

	R4-2207669
	Apple
	CR 38101-3-h50 adding FR1 EN-DC fallbacks

	R4-2207670
	Apple
	CR 38101-3-h50 adding EN-DC or NR-DC with FR2 fallbacks

	R4-2208290
	Dish Network
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA

	R4-2208291
	Dish Network
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA 

	R4-2208292
	Dish Network
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA 

	R4-2208293
	Dish Network
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA 

	R4-2208404
	CMCC
	Draft CR for 38.101-1- update signalling of maximum duty cycle for FR1 PC1

	R4-2208405
	CMCC
	CR for 36.101- add BCS 1 for band8 intra-band contiguous CA

	R4-2208666
	ZTE Corporation
	CR to TS38.101-1[R17] Some Corrections for Transmitter characteristics

	R4-2208678
	ZTE Corporation, Skyworks Solutions Inc.
	CR to TS38.101-1: Some corrections for the tables due to introduction of 35MHz_45MHz CBW

	R4-2208746
	Ericsson
	CR to 38.101-1: Correction to additional spurious emission requirements for n48

	R4-2209037
	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	Draft CR for TS 38.307 on Annex B

	R4-2209054
	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	DraftCR for TS 38.101-1 on correction on IL for SRS antenna switching

	R4-2209109
	Nokia
	CR to 36.101: LTE CA corrections R17

	R4-2209316
	Apple
	CR for TS 38.101-3 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence

	R4-2209317
	Apple
	CR for TS 38.101-1 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence

	R4-2209318
	Apple
	CR for TS 36.101 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence

	R4-2209346
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R14)

	R4-2209347
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R15)

	R4-2209348
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R16)

	R4-2209349
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R17)

	R4-2209354
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	CR for 38.101-1 to change table 7.3.2-1 to clause 7.3.2 for general REFSENS  (R17)

	R4-2209616
	ZTE   Corporation
	CR to TR 38.862 on cleanup clauses

	R4-2210217
	Lenovo
	CR to 38.101-1: Correction of MPE Duty Cycle Parameter Name

	R4-2210227
	Skyworks Solutions Inc., Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR to R16 TS38.101-1 on transient period capability

	R4-2210229
	Skyworks Solutions Inc., Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR to R17 TS38.101-1 on transient period capability



Open issues summary
No specific issue was brought for discussion in the TEI context, only CRs or draft CRs were submitted.


CRs/TPs comments collection

	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2207665

	CR 36101-h50 adding fallbacks

	
	Huawei: CA_8B_BCS2 hasn’t been specified in current LTE spec. The configuration related to 8B should be modified.

	
	Apple: to Huawei: This is correct, we will change it to BCS0 in the revision.

	R4-2207666

	CR 38101-1-h50 adding FR1 NR-CA fallbacks

	
	Huawei: technical analyses should be provided under the basket WI for two band combinations CA_n2A-n38A/ CA_n2A-n41A/ CA_n2A-n71A /CA_n38A-n71A. Rel-17 basket WIs are not closed. The correction can’t be submitted as TEI.

	
	Apple: It was agreed in a WF in the last meeting to add the missing fallbacks with a CR, not going through the basket approach, since using the basket approach would not have brought these missing fallbacks into the rel. 17 specs due to its processing time needed for requesting the missing combinations, doing the TPs and finally adding them to the big CRs. This would have needed multiple meeting cycles and we would still have missing fallbacks in the spec.
Before adding these DL CA only combinations, we checked that there is no technical issue like harmonics falling into the RX bands, so we did this analysis and the result was that we can add these combinations.

	R4-2207667

	CR 38101-2-h50 adding fallbacks

	
	Apple: Unfortunately this was not initially uploaded due to a file name error. Now it was uploaded to the inbox (not drafts inbox, as it is no draft)

	
	

	R4-2207668

	CR 38101-3-h50 adding FR1+FR2 CA fallbacks

	
	Apple: We did a minor revision to avoid an overlap with R4-2208563, as the fallbacks of one combination will be introduced in a revision of that CR together with BCS1. This CR anyway needed a revision due to the change of TEI to TEI17 fir the WI code.

	
	Huawei: Rel-17 basket WIs are not closed. The correction can’t be submitted as TEI. It’s better to follow basket WI process.

	
	Apple: It was agreed in a WF in the last meeting to add the missing fallbacks with a CR, not going through the basket approach, since using the basket approach would not have brought these missing fallbacks into the rel. 17 specs due to its processing time needed for requesting the missing combinations, doing the TPs and finally adding them to the big CRs. This would have needed multiple meeting cycles and we would still have missing fallbacks in the spec. Therefore it was agreed and it is better not to use the basket WI approach

	
	AT&T: As discussed on thread [103-e][117] NR_Baskets_Part_3, there is an overlap situation with R4-2208563 draft CR_38.101-3 CA_V3 for CA_n66-n77(2A)-n260A/G/H/I/J/K/L/M. We are OK with the draft revision shared by Apple to resolve the overlap issue. No other concerns with this CR.

	R4-2207669

	CR 38101-3-h50 adding FR1 EN-DC fallbacks

	
	Huawei: Rel-17 basket WIs are not closed. The correction can’t be submitted as TEI. It’s better to follow basket WI process.
technical analyses should be provided under the basket WI for DC_48A_n2A / DC_1A_n3A-n38A / DC_1A-8A_n40A/ DC_1A-20A_n7A/ DC_2A-7A_n2A/ DC_2A-7A_n25A/ DC_2A-71A_n2A/ DC_3A_n20A-n67A/ DC_5A_n2A-n78A / DC_5A-7A_n2A / DC_5A-7A_n77A / DC_5A-7A_n78A / DC_5A-48A_n5A / DC_7A-12A_n2A / DC_7A-66A_n2A/ DC_7A-71A_n2A / DC_8A-32A_n78A / DC_8A_n39A-n41A / DC_11A-18A_n3A / DC_11A-18A_n41A / DC_20A_n3A-n38A / DC_20A_n7A-n78A / DC_46A-48A_n2A / DC_66A-71A_n2A /

	
	Apple: It was agreed in a WF in the last meeting to add the missing fallbacks with a CR, not going through the basket approach, since using the basket approach would not have brought these missing fallbacks into the rel. 17 specs due to its processing time needed for requesting the missing combinations, doing the TPs and finally adding them to the big CRs. This would have needed multiple meeting cycles and we would still have missing fallbacks in the spec. Therefore it was agreed and it is better not to use the basket WI approach.
Also for these combinations we did the technical analysis, and for those combinations where there were IMD or harmonics issues, we introduce the corresponding MSD within this CR.

	
	It seems that the following combinations include the PC2 note 14 but these are not yet in the PC2 WID. Perhaps, this was just a copy and paste issue.

DC_2A-66A_n77(2A)
DC_5A_n2A-n78A

	R4-2207670

	CR 38101-3-h50 adding EN-DC or NR-DC with FR2 fallbacks

	
	Huawei: Rel-17 basket WIs are not closed. The correction can’t be submitted as TEI. It’s better to follow basket WI process.


	
	Apple: It was agreed in a WF in the last meeting to add the missing fallbacks with a CR, not going through the basket approach, since using the basket approach would not have brought these missing fallbacks into the rel. 17 specs due to its processing time needed for requesting the missing combinations, doing the TPs and finally adding them to the big CRs. This would have needed multiple meeting cycles and we would still have missing fallbacks in the spec. Therefore it was agreed and it is better not to use the basket WI approach.

	R4-2208290
R4-2208291
R4-2208292
R4-2208293
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA

	
	Ericsson: We are ok with this draft CR.

	
	Qualcomm: We are fine with the changes to include entire DL band of B66 and Band 70 in the spec. While for the reason of change in the cover page, we have the following comments: 1). NB-IoT should be in operation with LTE. There is no NB-IoT in NR. 2) There is no flexible Tx-Rx separation for NB-IoT in LTE. 3) Not sure why n26 is mentioned in the cover page.
With that we have the following suggestions:
At the same time, Band 66 DL was changed to correspond symmetric operation only, which is incorrectly representing Band 66 and restricing NB-IoT use unnecessarily in particular in operation with NR.  

Additionally, NB-IoT (in-band and guard band) operation mode TX-RX separation is flexible within the assigned LTE (or NR) channel bandwidth and therefore, the entire DL band should be possible to use in these cases. 

Band 70 is missing from the table.

n26 is missing from the NR band list in Rel-16 and forward.



	
	DISH: To Qualcomm. Other than n26, we are fine to revise. It was agreed offline we’d include n26 in this maintenance CR as it is somehow missing from the 36.101, but included in 38.104. 

	R4-2208404
	Draft CR for 38.101-1- update signalling of maximum duty cycle for FR1 PC1

	
	Qualcomm:  The title and description indicate PC1, but the actual change is for PC1.5.  Overlapping content with R4-2210217.

	
	CMCC: sorry for the mistake, PC1 is the typo and it should be PC1.5.

	R4-2208405
	CR for 36.101- add BCS 1 for band8 intra-band contiguous CA

	
	Nokia: Can we use TEI to have a new BCS for intraband CA? 
We should use a Cat B CR (from a new CA basket WI) from procedure point of view.  

	
	Qualcomm:  Agree with the comment from Nokia.  We should not be adding new BCS directly by CR.  These should go through RAN plenary.

	
	CMCC: during R17, there is no WI about LTE intraband CA and it seems we have included all the intra-band CA combinations in R16. This new BCS is the only request during the whole R17 period and it only needs to update the BCS without any change of other RF requirements. so do we really need to set a new WI with very minor workload? We suggest to finish such definition in the R17 TEI rather than a new WI. 

	
	Huawei: We support this CR with TEI. As explained by CMCC, we have no dedicated LTE intraband CA basket WI in Rel-17. Adding a new BCS has no technical controversial issue since we have CA_8B_BCS0 in current LTE spec. From procedure perspective, it’s allowed to make this correction under TEI considering the operators’ demands.

	
	

	R4-2208666
	CR to TS38.101-1[R17] Some Corrections for Transmitter characteristics

	
	Apple: For the correction in clause 6.3A.3.1 and 6.3A.3.2, “a” is not needed, or it should be “an” instead.

	
	ZTE: Agree with the comment from Apple, “a” is not needed and “s” can be removed from clause  6.3A.3.1 and 6.3A.3.2 directly.

	R4-2208678
	CR to TS38.101-1: Some corrections for the tables due to introduction of 35MHz_45MHz CBW

	
	It seems the content is based on an endorsed CR but not implemented, but the title of the CR is inconsistent with the content and misleading.

	
	Apple: NRB definition is relatively clear. There is no need to repeat that in the note for the requirement tables. BWGB,Channel definition is relatively clear. There is no need to repeat that in the note for the requirement table.

	
	Skyworks: To Apple: it is correct that in theory NRB definition is clear, it should be defined as the "maximum transmission bandwidth configuration”. However, in practice TS 38.101-1 makes an inconsistent usage of NRB, starting with clause 3.2 “Symbols” where it is defined as "Transmission bandwidth configuration, expressed in units of resource blocks", i.e. the notion of “maximum” is missing. Then later on we can find several uses of NRB which we believe were actually meant to refer to Lcrb. Header of Table 7.3A.5-1 is one example, Supplementary uplink configurations in Table 7.3C.2-3 is another. This is confusing,
The motivation here was to avoid confusion as to what is meant by NRB.  This note is consistent with NOTE 8 that was introduced when equation based REFSENS table was introduced.
ZTE: Agree with Skyworks. For  BWGB,Channel NOTE, we can revise the CR to remove it although this NOTE was endorsed in endorsed draft CR in the last meeting
Huawei: There is no need to move the superscript on the Power in Transmission Bandwidth Configuration since REFSENS with channel bandwidth which are less than 20MHz are also applied. Alternatively, it’s can be clarified that 10log10(BWChannel /20) shall be rounded to the next higher 0.5dB value. 
For future-proof method, table 7.3.2-1 can be changed into clause 7.3.2 referring to R4-2209354. table 7.3.2-1a and 7.3.2-1b only include 2Rx REFSENS, but we still have 4Rx REFSENS requirements.


	R4-2208746
	CR to 38.101-1: Correction to additional spurious emission requirements for n48

	
	

	
	

	R4-2209037

	Draft CR for TS 38.307 on Annex B

	
	Nokia: Not clear the necessity of the CR.

	
	Apple: Do not see the necessity for the change

	R4-2209054

	DraftCR for TS 38.101-1 on correction on IL for SRS antenna switching

	
	OPPO: Ok with the clarification.

	
	

	R4-2209109
	CR to 36.101: LTE CA corrections R17

	
	

	
	

	R4-2209316
	CR for TS 38.101-3 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence

	
	

	
	

	R4-2209317
	CR for TS 38.101-1 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence

	
	Apple: Thanks to moderator for catching the error. Uploaded the revision here: Link

	
	

	R4-2209318
	CR for TS 36.101 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence

	
	

	
	

	R4-2209346
R4-2209347
R4-2209348 R4-2209349
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation

	
	Nokia: Not clear the necessity of this CR. There has been no ambiguity since Rel-14.

	
	Qualcomm:  Agree with Nokia that this CR may not be necessary.  Also, the title of the CR says “Draft CR for 38.101-1…” but the CR is for 36.101.
Huawei: We just revise it to align the understanding with NR V2X.

	R4-2209354
	CR for 38.101-1 to change table 7.3.2-1 to clause 7.3.2 for general REFSENS  (R17)

	
	Apple: R4-2208678 has a different proposal. The two CR proponents may work together to harmonize the changes.
ZTE:  In my opinion, using specific table number (in 8678 CR) is better than using the whole clause  since generally there are lots of tables in one whole clause but not all of them are referred to the specific requirements. It was legacy baseline text and it is natural way to add the new table numbers if there are new added table.
Huawei: To ZTE, the main reason is that table 7.3.2-1a and 7.3.2-1b only include 2Rx REFSENS, but we still have 4Rx REFSENS requirements.

	
	

	R4-2209616
	CR to TR 38.862 on cleanup clauses

	
	

	
	

	R4-2210217
	CR to 38.101-1: Correction of MPE Duty Cycle Parameter Name

	
	Nokia: There is a similar CR from CMCC.

	
	Apple: The same CR proposal with R4-2208404. Two CRs can be merged.

	
	CMCC: this CR is very similar to our CR R4-2208404. It depends on moderator to decide which CR could be approved finally. CR R4-2208404 needs to update the typo of PC1 in the title and the reason for change.
Huawei: It can be merged with R4-2208404.

	R4-2210227
	CR to R16 TS38.101-1 on transient period capability

	
	Ericsson: We support this CR.

	
	Qualcomm: We support the CR

	R4-2210229
	CR to R176 TS38.101-1 on transient period capability

	
	

	
	



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 

	Sub-topic#1
	Tentative agreements:
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd 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  

	R4-2207665
	To be revised to consider Huawei’s comment and following cover sheet errors: Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?
To be revised

	R4-2207666
	Agreement from last meeting should address Huawei’s concern, Apple could share the WF if needed.
But following cover sheet errors shall be fixed: Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?
To be revised. The revision would be agreeable if the cover sheet error is fixed, , no need for discussion in the 2nd round. The moderator will check and suggest approval if cover sheet error is fixed.

	R4-2207667
	This CR was submitted late, we should return to it in the 2nd round to leave more time for review.
Cover sheet issue shall be fixed as well.
To be revised.

	R4-2207668
	Agreement from last meeting should address Huawei’s concern, Apple could share the WF if needed.
Following cover sheet errors shall be fixed: Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?
Apple already provided a revision which addresses AT&T’s comment, the revision would then be agreeable. 
To be revised

	R4-2207669
	Agreement from last meeting should address Huawei’s concern, Apple could share the WF if needed.
The CR should be revised anyway to address AT&T’s comment.
Following cover sheet errors shall be fixed: Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?
To be revised

	R4-2207670
	Agreement from last meeting should address Huawei’s concern, Apple could share the WF if needed.
Following cover sheet errors shall be fixed: Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?
To be revised. The revision would be agreeable if the cover sheet error is fixed, no discussion needed in the 2nd round. The moderator will check and suggest approval if cover sheet error is fixed.

	R4-2208290
	The technical content of this draft CR would be agreeable, but the cover sheet should be updated to address Qualcomm’s comment. 
To be revised. 

	R4-2208404
	The technical content of this draft CR would be agreeable, but the title and description should be updated to address Qualcomm’s comment. 
Following cover sheet errors shall be fixed: Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field? What is the CR number? It reads (nothing) on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for CR number 5861.
To be revised. 

	R4-2208405
	CMCC explained there is no WI related to LTE intraband CA in Rel-17 so this CR can’t be submitted in any basket WI.
The proposal would be to consider this CR in this thread and to further check if acceptable in the 2nd round. 
To return to.

	R4-2208666
	To be revised to address Apple’s comment.
Following cover sheet errors shall be fixed: What is the impacted specification? It reads 38.101 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for 38.101-1. What is the summary of change? What are the consequences if not approved?
To be revised

	R4-2208678
	Apple’s comments were answered by Skyworks.
This CR should be revised to address Nokia and Huawei’s comments, and merge with R4-2209354.
Following cover sheet errors shall be fixed: Is the work item code NR_FR1_35MHz_45MHz_BW-Core correctly spelled on the work item code field
To be revised

	R4-2208746
	No comment made during the 1st round. 
To be agreed.

	R4-2209037
	Nokia and Apple commented that this CR is not needed. 
Not pursued.

	R4-2209054
	Oppo agreed with the clarification
To be agreed

	R4-2209109
	No comment made during the 1st round. 
To be agreed.

	R4-2209316
	No comment made during the 1st round. 
To be agreed.

	R4-2209317
	No comment made during the 1st round, but following cover sheet error shall be fixed: What is the current version? It reads 17.15.0 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for version 17.5.0. 
Apple  already shared a revision which should be agreeable.
To be revised. The revision would be agreeable as the cover sheet error is fixed, no discussion needed in the 2nd round.

	R4-2209318
	No comment made during the 1st round. 
To be agreed.

	R4-2209346
	Nokia and Qualcomm commented this draft CR would not be needed, there was no ambiguity since Rel-14. It’s proposed to not pursue with this CR.
Not pursued.

	R4-2209354
	Apple and ZTE commented this CR is overlapping R4-2208678. The proposal would be to focus on R4-2208678, merging both CRs then.
Merged with the revision of R4-2208678

	R4-2209616
	No comment made during the 1st round. 
Following cover sheet error shall be fixed: What does the proposed change affect? UICC? ME? Radio Access Network? Core Network?
To be revised. The revision would be agreeable if the cover sheet error is fixed, no discussion needed in the 2nd round.

	R4-2210217
	Companies commented this CR is very similar with R4-2208404. It’s proposed then to focus on R4-2208404.
Not pursued.

	R4-2210227
	Ericsson and Qualcomm supported this CR, no other comment received.
But following cover sheet error shall be fixed: What does the proposed change affect? UICC? ME? Radio Access Network? Core Network?
To be revised. The revision would be agreeable if the cover sheet error is fixed, no discussion needed in the 2nd round. The moderator will check and suggest approval if cover sheet error is fixed.

	R4-2210229
	No comment made during the 1st round, but this is similar CR than R4-2210227 which would be agreeable.
But following cover sheet error shall be fixed: What does the proposed change affect? UICC? ME? Radio Access Network? Core Network?
To be revised. The revision would be agreeable if the cover sheet error is fixed, no discussion needed in the 2nd round. The moderator will check and suggest approval if cover sheet error is fixed.



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator can provide summary of 2nd round here. Note that recommended decisions on tdocs should be provided in the section titled ”Recommendations for Tdocs”.


Recommendations for Tdocs
1st round 
New tdocs
	New Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Comments

	
	WF on …
	YYY
	

	
	LS on …
	ZZZ
	To: RAN_X; Cc: RAN_Y

	
	
	
	



Existing tdocs
	Tdoc number
	Revised to
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-2207665
	
	CR 36101-h50 adding fallbacks
	Apple
	To be revised
	Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?

	R4-2207666
	
	CR 38101-1-h50 adding FR1 NR-CA fallbacks
	Apple
	To be revised
	Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?

	R4-2207667
	
	CR 38101-2-h50 adding fallbacks
	Apple
	To be revised
	Cover sheet issue

	R4-2207668
	
	CR 38101-3-h50 adding FR1+FR2 CA fallbacks
	Apple
	To be revised
	Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?

	R4-2207669
	
	CR 38101-3-h50 adding FR1 EN-DC fallbacks
	Apple
	To be revised
	Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?

	R4-2207670
	
	CR 38101-3-h50 adding EN-DC or NR-DC with FR2 fallbacks
	Apple
	To be revised
	Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?

	R4-2208290
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA
	Dish Network
	To be revised
	

	R4-2208291
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA
	Dish Network
	
	Cat A

	R4-2208292
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA
	Dish Network
	
	Cat A

	R4-2208293
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 Correction to Bands for NB-IoT in the USA
	Dish Network
	
	Cat A

	R4-2208404
	
	Draft CR for 38.101-1- update signalling of maximum duty cycle for FR1 PC1
	CMCC
	To be revised
	Is the work item code TEI17 correctly spelled on the work item code field?
What is the CR number? It reads (nothing) on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for CR number 5861.

	R4-2208405
	
	CR for 36.101- add BCS 1 for band8 intra-band contiguous CA
	CMCC
	To return to
	

	R4-2208433
	
	Summary on new request to Dual Connectivity (DC) of 5 bands LTE inter-band CA (5DL/1UL) and 1 NR band (1DL/1UL)
	Samsung
	Withdrawn
	

	R4-2208646
	
	CR to TS 38.101-1: Protection for band 103 from newly introduced CA combinations
	Puloli
	To be revised
	What is the impacted specification? It reads 38.101 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for 38.101-1.
What is the summary of change?
What are the consequences if not approved?

	R4-2208666
	
	CR to TS38.101-1[R17] Some Corrections for Transmitter characteristics
	ZTE Corporation
	To be revised
	What is the impacted specification? It reads 38101-1 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for 38.101-1
Is the work item code NR_RF_FR1_enh-Core correctly spelled on the work item code field?
What is the CR number? It reads (nothing) on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for CR number 1071.

	R4-2208678
	
	CR to TS38.101-1: Some corrections for the tables due to introduction of 35MHz_45MHz CBW
	ZTE Corporation, Skyworks Solutions Inc.
	To be revised
	Is the work item code NR_FR1_35MHz_45MHz_BW-Core correctly spelled on the work item code field

	R4-2208746
	
	Correction to additional spurious emission requirements for n48
	Ericsson
	To be agreed
	

	R4-2209033
	
	DraftCR for TS 38.101-1 on correction on IL for SRS antenna switching
	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	Withdrawn
	

	R4-2209037
	
	Draft CR for TS 38.307 on Annex B
	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	Not pursued
	

	R4-2209054
	
	DraftCR for TS 38.101-1 on correction on IL for SRS antenna switching
	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	To be agreed
	

	R4-2209109
	
	LTE CA corrections R17
	Nokia
	To be agreed
	

	R4-2209316
	
	CR for TS 38.101-3 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence
	Apple
	To be agreed
	

	R4-2209317
	
	CR for TS 38.101-1 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence
	Apple
	To be revised
	What is the current version? It reads 17.15.0 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for version 17.5.0.

	R4-2209318
	
	CR for TS 36.101 Rel-17: Corrections on band combinations for UE co-existence
	Apple
	To be agreed
	

	R4-2209346
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R14)
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Not pursued
	

	R4-2209347
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R15)
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Cat A

	R4-2209348
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R16)
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Cat A

	R4-2209349
	
	Draft CR for 36.101 to clarify the definition about con-current operation (R17)
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Cat A

	R4-2209354
	
	CR for 38.101-1 to change table 7.3.2-1 to clause 7.3.2 for general REFSENS  (R17)
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Merged with the revision of R4-2208678
	

	R4-2209616
	
	CR to TR 38.862 on cleanup clauses
	ZTE Corporation
	To be revised
	What does the proposed change affect? UICC? ME? Radio Access Network? Core Network?

	R4-2210217
	
	Correction of MPE Duty Cycle Parameter Name
	Lenovo
	Not pursued
	What is the current version? It reads V17.5.0 on the cover page but the Tdoc is reserved for version 17.5.0.

	R4-2210227
	
	CR to R16 TS38.101-1 on transient period capability
	Skyworks, Qualcomm 
	To be revised
	What does the proposed change affect? UICC? ME? Radio Access Network? Core Network?

	R4-2210229
	
	CR to R17 TS38.101-1 on transient period capability
	Skyworks, Qualcomm 
	To be revised
	What does the proposed change affect? UICC? ME? Radio Access Network? Core Network?
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	ZZZ
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



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

	Apple
	James Wang
	fucheng_wang@apple.com

	AT&T
	Ron Borsato
	ronald.borsato@att.com



Note:
1) Please add your contact information in above table once you make comments on this email thread. 
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)

