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Topic #1: On mapping table for NR TADV
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Title
	company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2209242
	Discussion on mapping table for NR TADV
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Proposal 1: RAN4 to define report mapping for NR TADV by re-using the LTE mapping table (Table 10.3.1-1 of 36.133), except the note related to TA offset, which is updated to
· For report mapping the TADV equal to (gNB Rx – Tx time difference) + NTA_offset, where NTA_offset is based on the information n-TimingAdvanceOffset as specified in TS 38.331 [2]
Proposal 2: Send LS to inform RAN1 about the issue in the measurement definition in 38.215 and ask RAN1 to update.


	R4-2210186
	On timing advance (TADV) measurement report mapping
	Ericsson
	· Observation 1: The timing advance (TADV) has been specified as new gNB positioning measurement for NR positioning in clause 5.2.7 of TS 38.215 v17.1.0.
· Observation 2: TADV reporting is NR UL E-CID positioning measurement, which is reported by gNB to LMF.
· Observation 3: TADV for NR UL E-CID positioning measurement is analogous to timing advance for LTE E-CID defined in TS 36.133, clause 10.3.1.
· Proposal #1: Define Timing advance (TADV) report mapping in TS 38.133 as follows: 
The reporting range of Timing advance (TADV) is defined from 0 to 3150848 Tc with:
· 128 Tc resolution for timing advance less or equal to 262114 Tc and 
· 512 Tc for timing advance greater than 262144 Tc.
The mapping of measured quantity is defined in Table 13.X.1-1: 
Table 13.X.1-1: Timing advance (TADV) measurement report mapping 
	Reported value
	Measured quantity value
	Unit

	TIME_ADVANCE_00
	TADV  128
	Tc

	TIME_ADVANCE_01
	128  TADV < 256
	Tc

	TIME_ADVANCE_02
	256  TADV < 384
	Tc

	…
	…
	…

	TIME_ADVANCE_2046
	261888  TADV < 262016
	Tc

	TIME_ADVANCE_2047
	262016  TADV < 262144
	Tc

	TIME_ADVANCE_2048
	262144  TADV < 262656
	Tc

	TIME_ADVANCE_2049
	262656  TADV < 263168
	Tc

	…
	…
	…

	TIME_ADVANCE_7688
	3149824  TADV < 3150336
	Tc

	TIME_ADVANCE_7689
	3150336  TADV < 3150848
	Tc

	TIME_ADVANCE_7690
	3150848  TADV
	Tc



· Proposal #2: Send LS to RAN3 informing about the timing advance (TADV) report mapping agreed by RAN4 for defining relevant signalling (excerpt of LS out is given in section 3).  
A Rel.17 CR to introduce the timing advance (TADV) report mapping is provided in [2].




Open issues summary and company views
Sub-topic 1-1: On define report mapping for NR TADV
· Proposal 1: re-use the LTE mapping table in Table 10.3.1-1 of 36.133 with unit updated from Ts to Tc (Huawei, Ericsson)
· Proposal 2: update the note: For report mapping the TADV equal to (gNB Rx – Tx time difference) + NTA_offset, where NTA_offset is based on the information n-TimingAdvanceOffset as specified in TS 38.331 [2] (Huawei)
· Proposal 3: ask RAN1 to update the definition of TADV in NR, e.g. UL and DL are associated with the same index as in LTE. Otherwise, LTE mapping table cannot be reused. (Huawei)
· Proposal 4: Send LS to RAN3 informing about the timing advance (TADV) report mapping agreed by RAN4 for defining relevant signalling. (Ericsson)
· 

	Company
	Comments

	XXXMTK
	As pointed out by Huawei’s paper 9242, the TADV definitions in 36.214 and 38.215 are not aligned. 36.214 needs only positive time difference values, while 38.215 requires both positive and negative values. We would suggest defining mapping table based on current 38.215 and in parallel send an LS to RAN1 for double confirmation.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	According to RAN1 discussion, NR TADV was defined based on following principle:
· Reuse existing gNB Rx-Tx measurement description
· Enhance serving cell reporting for UL E-CID only, and not generically gNB Rx-Tx measurement based on PRACH
Therefore, we believe there is no strong view to cover negative value. We can agree with Huawei’s proposal, or just put the note like “NOTE: Only positive value can be suppoorted in Rel-17”.

	Huawei 
	We support all the proposals.
On P1, it is reasonable to re-use the LTE mapping for NR TADV.
On P2, the notes related to NTA_offset should be updated because NTA_offset is different in LTE and NR.
On P3, the current definition in 38.215 is not aligned with the LTE counterpart in 36.214. To re-use the LTE mapping as in P1, we should ask RAN1 to update the definition, otherwise RAN4 needs to spend more efforts in developing a new mapping table, and RAN3 also needs to update the signaling.
On P4, we understand that the relevant signaling has been already defined by RAN3 and included in the latest 38.455, but we are fine to confirm to RAN3 that RAN4 mapping table is consistent with their signaling.

	Ericsson
	Proposal 1: we support it.
Proposal 2: We are fine to add a note in the Tadv mapping table in TS 38.133 as suggested by HW.
Proposal 3: The factor (NTA_offset) is related to the mapping/reporting rather than the definition of Tadv. We therefore prefer to keep the definition of Tadv as generic as it is now in TS 38.215. To our knowledge this issue was also discussed in RAN1 but it was conscious decision/agreement was to keep the definition independent of NTA_offset. We therefore do not see any need to open up this discussion in RAN1.
Proposal 4: We support this since RAN3 has to define the signaling. The LS can also be CC to RAN1 and RAN2.  

	Qualcomm
	We would like to check with other companies on our understanding of this issue. If the gNB calculates the Rx-Tx time difference between the UL and DL subframes with the same index i then
-T_TA ≤ T_gNB-RX – T_gNB-TX ≤ RTT - T_TA
For PRACH N_TA = 0, which means T_TA = N_TA_offset*Tc for a UE on a terrestrial network (TN). Then as long as |T_TA| < 0.5ms and |RTT-T_TA| < 0.5ms the NR TADV reported by the gNB will correspond to DL subframe j=i, where i is the UL subframe where PRACH is detected. i.e. under these conditions, DL subframe i will be the closest DL subframe to UL subframe i. The conditions (|T_TA| < 0.5ms and |RTT-T_TA| < 0.5ms) should be met in typical TN deployments.
When the conditions above are met, then TADV + N_TA_offset should be non-negative. Proposal 2 then guarantees that the LTE mapping can be reused for NR TADV.
Therefore, Proposal 1 and Proposal 2 can be adopted for TN. Proposal 3 is not needed and we don’t see an issue with the current definition.
Now, one question we have is whether this measurement also applies for NTN. Our assumption is that it does not apply but we would like to check with other companies.

	Apple
	We support sending LS to RAN1 on the discrepancy RAN4 observed. How to update RAN1 spec can be up to RAN1. RAN4 requirements can be specified accordingly after RAN1 resolve the problem.

	Nokia
	We have concerns on the proposals 1 to 4. RAN1 has defined the new measurement NR TADV in TS 38.215, which is based on the same approach as used for gNB Rx-Tx time difference for NR positioning. 
Proposal 1 to reuse the LTE TADV type 1 for NR TADV  is not aligned with the definition of NR TADV  in TS 38.215: 
· LTE TADV type 1  has different reporting range: 0 to 49232 Ts and covers only positive values,
· whilst NR TADV in TS 38.215 ranges from -15391 to 15391 Ts and can be negative or positive.
Thus, we do not agree with proposal 1, as RAN4 should follow-up on the agreements in RAN1. 
We also do not agree on proposal 2, i.e. the note in proposal 2, as NTA_offset is used by UE for PRACH transmission, hence gNB Rx time already implicitly includes NTA_offset. Thus, the gNB has to report configured NTA_offset separately to LMF, otherwise a change of definition in TS 38.215 is needed to state that NTA_offset is compensated in TADV, by defining TADV = (TgNB-RX – TgNB-TX) + NTA_offset, as given in the note below Table 13.X.1-1 in the draft CR in R4-2209243. 
On proposal 3, we are open to discuss whether to send LS to RAN1 to ask confirmation whether a redefinition of NR TADV aligning to LTE TADV type 1 can be considered by RAN1. 
On proposal 4, we don’t support to send LS to RAN3, as this issue is pending. 



CRs/TPs comments collection
	CR/TP number
	Title
	Source
	Comments 
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2209243
	CR on mapping table for NR TADV [NRTADV]
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	E///: The unit of Tadv should be in Tc not Ts and the Tadv values should also be converted in Tc.
Nokia: We don’t agree to the proposed changes as explained above in subtopic 1-1.
	

	R4-2210187
	Timing advance (TADV) measurement report mapping in TS 38.133
	Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO
	Huawei: the note related to NTA_offset should be added
E///: We are fine to add the Note as suggested by HW in proposal 2 (sub-topic 1-1)
Nokia: We don’t agree to the proposed changes as explained above in subtopic 1-1.
	




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 

	Sub-topic 1-1: On define report mapping for NR TADV
Sub-topic #1
	Tentative agreements:

Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:Option 1: reuse LTE mapping table, which requires to send LS to RAN1 to update the definition of TADV in NR, e.g. UL and DL are associated with the same index as in LTE. Otherwise, LTE mapping table cannot be reused (Huawei, Apple)
Option 1a: reuse LTE mapping table and no update on the definition of TADV is needed. (Ericsson, Qualcomm)
Option 2: define mapping table based on 38.215 for NR, which can be different from LTE one. (MTK, Nokia)




CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update
Note: The tdoc decisions shall be provided in Section 3 and this table is optional in case moderators would like to provide additional information. 
	CR/TP number
	Title
	Source
	Comments 
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

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

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Sub-topic 1-1-2r: On define report mapping for NR TADV
Proposal 1: on mapping table
Recommendations for 2nd round:Option 1: reuse LTE mapping table, which requires to send LS to RAN1 to update the definition of TADV in NR, e.g. UL and DL are associated with the same index as in LTE. Otherwise, LTE mapping table cannot be reused (Huawei, Apple)
Option 1a: reuse LTE mapping table and no update on the definition of TADV is needed. (Ericsson, Qualcomm)
Option 2: define mapping table based on 38.215 for NR, which can be different from LTE one. (MTK, Nokia)

Proposal 2: Proposal 4: Send LS to RAN3 informing about the timing advance (TADV) report mapping agreed by RAN4 for defining relevant signalling. (Ericsson)
	Company
	Comments

	
	



Topic #2: On remaining issue for Idle mode
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Title
	company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2209453
	Remaining issue for Idle mode
	Ericsson
	Observation 1: If the UE is configured with eDRX_IDLE cycle in LTE, the search time is update to MAX(10 s, one eDRX_IDLE cycle).
Observation 1: If the UE is configured with eDRX_IDLE cycle in NR FR2, the search time is update to
· max(10s, N1*eDRX cycle) when eDRX cycle is less than 20.48s;
· otherwise, max(10s, eDRX cycle) 
Proposal 1: RAN4 to introduce the max function for timer T = max(10s, [K1]*N1*M1*DRX cycles), where N1 is defined in Table 4.2.2.2-1, and K1 is 16 if DRX cycle is 0.32s, 8 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, K1 = 4.
Proposal 1: RAN4 to introduce the max function for timer T = max(10s, M1*( P1s +K1)*DRX cycles) for NR-U, where
· K1 is 16 if DRX cycle is 0.32s, 8 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, K1 = 4.
· P1s is the number of DRX cycles each with at least one SMTC occasion not available during the TPLMN and P1s ≤ P1s,max.
· P1s,max = 32 if DRX cycle is 0.32s; 16 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, P1s,max = 8.
· The UE shall initiate cell selection procedures for the selected PLMN if P1s exceeds P1s,max.




Open issues summary and company views
Sub-topic 2-1: On remaining issue for Idle mode
Proposal 1: RAN4 to introduce the max function for timer T = max(10s, [K1]*N1*M1*DRX cycles), where N1 is defined in Table 4.2.2.2-1, and K1 is 16 if DRX cycle is 0.32s, 8 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, K1 = 4. (Ericsson)

Proposal 2: RAN4 to introduce the max function for timer T = max(10s, M1*( P1s +K1)*DRX cycles) for NR-U, where (Ericsson)
· K1 is 16 if DRX cycle is 0.32s, 8 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, K1 = 4.
· P1s is the number of DRX cycles each with at least one SMTC occasion not available during the TPLMN and P1s ≤ P1s,max.
· P1s,max = 32 if DRX cycle is 0.32s; 16 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, P1s,max = 8.
· The UE shall initiate cell selection procedures for the selected PLMN if P1s exceeds P1s,max.

	Company
	Comments

	XXXQualcomm
	It is okay for both relaxed requirements compare to legacy 10s.
However, P1s,max scaling factor for NR-U is a bit unclear yet to us.

	Huawei 
	In our view in most cases 10s is sufficient for UE to do one round of measurement for all neighbour cells even for FR2, and we agree that UE would typically do more frequent measurement after serving cell does not meet S criterion. 
The updates however will require UE to stay longer than 10s in the current serving cell, e.g. with 2.56s DRX, UE will have to stay 40s trying to find suitable cell for reselection. 
· In case there is no suitable cell, UE will have to spend an additional 30s in the current serving cell and since the serving cell is below S, this will significantly impact user experience. 
· In case there is suitable cell, UE will also be able to find it during cell selection. 
Therefore, we do not support the update for normal operation (P1) as we do not find clear benefit with the update, but in some cases it will negatively impact user experience.
For NR-U (P2), we think it may be reasonable to consider the measurement opportunities punctured by LBT, so we are open to consider the update.

	Ericsson
	To QC,
Our understanding is that if LBT failure too much, it will impact the cell search and UE may drop connection for a long time. For example, when P1s,max = 32 and DRX cycle is 0.32s, the total delay is already 10s. Thus, we think UE should initiate cell selection procedure in this time other than further restart the measurement.

To HW,
Our concern is some UE may have different implementation. Some UEs don’t need 10s and other UE may need more time. If not enough time for the UE, the UE may go to cell selection procedure even if there still have better cells in the same PLMN. That means UE switch PLMN will mor more easily than what they want which will impact both UE and NW performance.
To move forward, we update the proposal to allow both UEs implementation as follow.
	If the UE in RRC_IDLE has not found any new suitable cell based on searches and measurements using the intra-frequency, inter-frequency and inter-RAT information indicated in the system information for 10 s, the UE can further search any new suitable cell using the intra-frequency, inter-frequency and inter-RAT information indicated in the system information till T = max(10s, [K1]*N1*M1*DRX cycles) before the UE initiating cell selection procedures for the selected PLMN as defined in TS 38.304 [1].





	Apple
	We have similar comment and observation as in last meeting on proposal 2:
In current spec, the CCA based reselection defined that, The UE shall restart the measurements upon ex- ceeding Mm,max, Md.max, or Me,max. 
- Mm,max = 16 for DRX cycle length = 0.32s; Mm,max = 8 for DRX cycle length = 0.64s; Mm,max = 4 for DRX cycle length = 1.28s; Mm,max = 4 for DRX cycle length = 2.56 s. 
- Md,max=4*Mm,max, Me,max=2*Mm,max. 
So in DRX=0.32s, if P1s exceeds P1s,max =32 but smaller than 64 (Md,max=4*Mm,max), in this proposal we require UE to initiate cell selection procedures, then UE won’t have any possibility to restart the measurement upon exceeding Md,max, we think it conflicts with current NR-U requirement, i.e., the Md,max is meaningless by applying P1s,max =32. We have no strong view whether or not to introduce new time range rather than 10s, but if RAN4 agrees to introduce new time range, this P1s,max should be greater than Md,max.


	Ericsson
	To Apple,
We understood your concern, but based on current spec. the timer = 10s which is shorter than half of Md,max and only consider the normal UE measurement behaviour with less LBT failure margin. Our intention is to trade off between the cell selection trigger timer and the possible delay due to LBT failure. 
We also checked other companies’ comments, to move forward, we suggest to agree the principle in this meeting and have a way forward to further discuss the detail values and/or the UE behaviour when LBT failure time exceeds a threshold, whether UE needs to further restart the measurement or directly trigger the cell selection.  


	Nokia
	there is no problem here and no changes are needed. Current requirements states:
The UE shall filter the SS-RSRP and SS-RSRQ measurements of the serving cell using at least 2 measurements. Within the set of measurements used for the filtering, at least two measurements shall be spaced by, at least DRX cycle/2.
If the UE has evaluated according to Table 4.2.2.2-1 in Nserv consecutive DRX cycles that the serving cell does not fulfil the cell selection criterion S, the UE shall initiate the measurements of all neighbour cells indicated by the serving cell, regardless of the measurement rules currently limiting UE measurement activities.
If the UE in RRC_IDLE has not found any new suitable cell based on searches and measurements using the intra-frequency, inter-frequency and inter-RAT information indicated in the system information for 10 s, the UE shall initiate cell selection procedures for the selected PLMN as defined in TS 38.304 [1].
If the UE determine, based on measurements according to the Idle mode DRX, that the serving cell S criteria is not fulfilled, the UE shall initiate search for any new cell. It is not said specifically how the UE shall perform this search, but our understanding is that a good UE implementation will initiate search to get back to service as fast as possible. 
If no suitable cell has been found based on the UE implementation specific search, on any configured carrier, the UE shall initiate cell selection.
We do not see anything unclear here. We do not see any reason to relax the UE requirements for getting back to service once determined that the serving cell is not fulfilling the S criteria.




CRs/TPs comments collection
	CR/TP number
	Title
	Source
	Comments 
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2209454
	CR on cell reselection in Idle mode
	Ericsson
	Huawei: as commented for 2-1, we do not support the update for normal operation.
Nokia: The CR is not agreeable. We shared comments in Sub-topic 2-1.
	

	R4-2209455
	CR on cell selection in Idle mode for NR-U
	Ericsson
	Huawei: we are open to consider the update for NR-U, but detailed numbers needs to be further checked.
Nokia: The CR is not agreeable. Comments in Sub-topic 2-1 are also applied for it.
	




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 2-1: On remaining issue for Idle mode

	No consensus can be reached in the first round.

Continue the discussion in the 2nd round.




CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update
Note: The tdoc decisions shall be provided in Section 3 and this table is optional in case moderators would like to provide additional information. 
	CR/TP number
	Title
	Source
	Comments 
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

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

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Sub-topic 2-1-2r: On remaining issue for Idle mode
Proposal 1: RAN4 to introduce the max function for timer T = max(10s, [K1]*N1*M1*DRX cycles), where N1 is defined in Table 4.2.2.2-1, and K1 is 16 if DRX cycle is 0.32s, 8 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, K1 = 4. (Ericsson)

Proposal 2: RAN4 to introduce the max function for timer T = max(10s, M1*( P1s +K1)*DRX cycles) for NR-U, where (Ericsson)
· K1 is 16 if DRX cycle is 0.32s, 8 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, K1 = 4.
· P1s is the number of DRX cycles each with at least one SMTC occasion not available during the TPLMN and P1s ≤ P1s,max.
· P1s,max = 32 if DRX cycle is 0.32s; 16 if DRX cycle is 0.64s, otherwise, P1s,max = 8.
· The UE shall initiate cell selection procedures for the selected PLMN if P1s exceeds P1s,max.

	Company
	Comments

	
	



Topic #3: On number of carriers for NR SA in Rel-17
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Title
	company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2210122
	Discussion on number of carriers for NR SA in Rel-17
	Ericsson
	Proposal 1: Number of serving carriers capabilities of clause 3.6.2.1 shall be revised to following
· up to 16 NR DL CCs in total, with 1 UL (or 2 UL if SUL is configured) in PCell and up to 8 UL (or 9 UL if SUL is configured) in total for SCells.
· SUL may be configured together with one of the UL.




Open issues summary and company views
Sub-topic 3-1: On number of carriers for NR SA in Rel-17
Proposal 1: Number of serving carriers capabilities of clause 3.6.2.1 shall be revised to following (Ericsson)
· up to 16 NR DL CCs in total, with 1 UL (or 2 UL if SUL is configured) in PCell and up to 8 UL (or 9 UL if SUL is configured) in total for SCells.
· SUL may be configured together with one of the UL.

	Company
	Comments

	EricssonXXX
	In last meeting we updated the number of carriers supported for Rel-15 and 16 based on the 38.101 series of specs.
Following same principle, we provide update for the NR SA scenario.
Since RF session is further discussing other BC and CA configurations, we think we could further check if DC configurations needs to be updated after RF session conclusion. 

	Nokia
	We are fine with proposal 1.



CRs/TPs comments collection
	CR/TP number
	Title
	Source
	Comments 
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2210123
	Draft CR on number of carriers to support for NR SA in Rel-17
	Ericsson
	Nokia: The CR is agreeable.
	

	
	
	
	
	




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 3-1: On number of carriers for NR SA in Rel-17

	The proposal and the related CR seems agreeable. 






CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update
Note: The tdoc decisions shall be provided in Section 3 and this table is optional in case moderators would like to provide additional information. 
	CR/TP number
	Title
	Source
	Comments 
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

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

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
No 2nd round discussion is needed.
Topic #4: Configuration Parameters for Test 1 in Test Case A.7.1.11 


CRs/TPs comments collection

	CR/TP number
		Title
	Source
	Comments collection

	R4-2207641
	Correction of Configuration Parameters for Test 1 in Test Case A.7.1.11
	STMicroelectronics
	[company AQualcomm]:…
The reason for change seems to make sense, but why is it a Rel-17 CR? Suggest to change field name to srs-ConfigIndex, consistent with IE in 36.331.
[company B]….Huawei: we are fine with the change, but should it be done from Rel-13?
Nokia: We agree with the proposed change. In the comments cell in the table, it should say “for Test 1, 2 and 3, respectively” rather than Test 4.




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 

	Topic #4: Configuration Parameters for Test 1 in Test Case A.7.1.11 

	The content seems agreeable with the following open issues to be confirmed in the 2nd round
1. Agree R17 LTE CR and the corresponding Cat.A CR up to [Rel-13], which is to be confirmed
2. change field name to srs-ConfigIndex, consistent with IE in 36.331.





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”



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”.

The content in R4-2207641 is agreeable with the following open issues to be confirmed in the 2nd round
1. Agree R17 LTE CR and the corresponding Cat.A CR up to [Rel-13], which is to be confirmed
2. change field name to srs-ConfigIndex, consistent with IE in 36.331.
	Company
	Comments

	
	



Recommendations for Tdocs
1st round 
New tdocs
	Title
	Source
	Comments

	WF on …
	YYY
	

	LS on …
	ZZZ
	To: RAN_X; Cc: RAN_Y

	
	
	



Existing tdocs
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-2209243
	CR on mapping table for NR TADV [NRTADV]
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	revised
	

	R4-2210187
	Timing advance (TADV) measurement report mapping in TS 38.133
	Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO
	Merged with R4-2209243
	

	R4-2209454
	CR on cell reselection in Idle mode
	Ericsson
	Return to
	

	R4-2209455
	CR on cell selection in Idle mode for NR-U
	Ericsson
	Return to
	

	R4-2210123
	Draft CR on number of carriers to support for NR SA in Rel-17
	Ericsson
	agreeable
	

	R4-2207641
	Correction of Configuration Parameters for Test 1 in Test Case A.7.1.11
	STMicroelectronics
	revised
	Cat.A CR up to [Rel-13] are needed upon the approval of R17 CR.




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

	R4-210xxxx
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-210xxxx
	WF on …
	YYY
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	R4-210xxxx
	LS on …
	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

	Qualcomm
	CH Park
	chaprkqc@qti.qualcomm.com

	MTK
	Ato Yu
	Ato.yu@mediatek.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)
3) 
