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	Tdoc
	Source
	NOTES

	S5-186069
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Diverse errors in the cover page. Ericsson commented that figures should not be in color. Edwin (Ericsson) also commented on the new figure: "Xn is used within the NR."

	S5-186070
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Errors on the cover page were pointed out.Ericsson commented that when moving notes, adding a sentence "see note" should be added. MCC warned about using "Shall" in notes, so a note was reworded with this end. 

	S5-186072
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Ericsson: nSIIdList should be "O" both of them. "CO" in 5.3.10.2 is not good.Why removing NSSAIList? 

	S5-186074
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Errors on the cover page. Ericsson: gnbId should be together with gnbIdlength.

	S5-186075
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Issues with cover page.

	S5-186076
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Issues with cover page. Ericsson pointed out a mistake on the existing text: availabilitystatus has the wrong definition. Nokia commented that another CR could be brought for this.

	S5-186077
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Issues with CR cover (reasons for change and CR number).

	S5-186078
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Issues in the CR cover.

	S5-186080
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Issues in the CR cover. Ericssson will do a CR on the missing "availabilitystatus" for the next meeting.

	S5-186081
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Issues in the CR cover. Ericsson will bring a CR to complement this one as well.

	S5-186082
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Ericsson: same thing with "availabilitystatus". 

	S5-186083
	Nokia
	Ericsson had some issues with the proposals and it had to be taken offline.

	S5-186098
	Huawei
	Nokia pointed out that the CR needed to have only one WID code and that the clause 6.1 should have been voided. Ericsson commented that the reference to 28.552 should have been to 554, so it wasn't possible to verify the redudancy before this meeting. Intel didn’t agree with this redudancy. This had to be taken offline. Nokia proposed to move content to 28.554.

	S5-186100
	Huawei
	Nokia commented that there was a WID from Huawei with a proposal for this change in Rel-16. Huawei commented that they wanted to consider both having it in Rel-15 or in Rel-16. Nokia commented that this may be seen as an error correction with a cat-F CR, but it should be presented with an appropiate discussion instead of this CR. MCC commented that the preferred way would be introducing new features with a new WID instead of using CRs like this. 
Nokia commented that given the current discussions on the WID this should be noted. A discussion paper should be brought in.It was agreed to revise the CR and accompany it with a discussion paper.

	S5-186106
	Intel Mobile France
	Clauses affected were wrong.

	S5-186107
	Intel Mobile France
	Clauses affected were wrong. Nokia commented that 4.4.5 shouldn't need to be shown here.

	S5-186130
	Huawei
	Issues on the cover page.

	S5-186131
	Huawei
	It was pointed out that the use of "shall" was not allowed in Notes.Nokia commented that it was not necessary to use "shall" instead of "must" given that these sentences were not requirements. Anatoly also doubted that the last sentence in the Definition clause was even needed.

	S5-186132
	Huawei
	Issues in cover page and some editorials.

	S5-186133
	Huawei
	Issues with cover page.Ericsson: new title of 6.4 becomes too generic.

	S5-186134
	Huawei
	Agreed.

	S5-186135
	Huawei
	Agreed.

	S5-186136
	Huawei
	Agreed.

	S5-186137
	Huawei
	Possible clash between Nokia and Huawei CRs. The clashes were taken offline.

	S5-186138
	Huawei
	Revised to include Ericsson's comments.

	S5-186139
	Huawei
	Merged with Ericsson's 191.

	S5-186140
	Huawei
	Merged with Ericsson's 278

	S5-186141
	Huawei
	It was clarified that the second figure was being removed, although the revision marks didn’t show that. It was clarified that this was correcting a misimplemetation of a previous pCR There were some issues on the original figure that had to be taken offline..

	S5-186150
	HUAWEI TECH. GmbH
	Ericsson pointed out that the new sub clauses didn’t appear in the clauses affected part of the cover. Huawei commented that this work was done in Rel-14 in SA2,but Nokia replied that the SA5 WID was intended for Rel-15 only.Revision marks on cover page, title should not be "clean-up".

	S5-186151
	HUAWEI TECH. GmbH
	Issues on the cover page(wrong category, consequences if not approved,…).

	S5-186152
	HUAWEI TECH. GmbH
	Ericsson: consequences if not approved does not explain it correctly.

	S5-186153
	HUAWEI TECH. GmbH
	Some corrections on the reasons for change in the cover.

	S5-186156
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Nokia: Moving requirements and then renumbering is not a good procedure, since other specs could be using these requirements and changing the order could be problematic. Voiding the requirement would be the best solution.
Ericsson: reword FUN8 and FUN9.

ORANGE noted that the CR was referencing requirements that were being removed.

	S5-186159
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Not pursued.

	S5-186160
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Ericsson: summary of change should be reworded, also clarify the consequences if not approved.

	S5-186162
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Ericsson: it is a bad precedent to remove these because there are no use cases. Nokia commented that 532 was a toolbox, and other specs referred to this. They commented that this was a group procedure decided long ago. China Mobile commented this was nowhere to be found in the scope of 28.532 so it had to be updated. The document was not pursued.

	S5-186163
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Same issue as the previous one.

	S5-186164
	ZTE, China Mobile
	Nokia: FaultSupervisionMF, why this name? AlarmIRP is a legacy service. Issues on the cover page as well.

	S5-186165
	ZTE, China Mobile
	Ericsson didn’t agree with removing 6.2.2.2.2. 

	S5-186166
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Same issue as the previous one. Issues in cover page as well.

	S5-186167
	ZTE, China Mobile
	Agreed.

	S5-186168
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Same issue as the previous one.

	S5-186169
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Same issue as the previous one.

	S5-186171
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Same issue as the previous one.

	S5-186173
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, ZTE
	Same issue as the previous one.

	S5-186183
	ZTE Corporation
	Pivotal commented that NRBeam was not an appropriate name. Nokia commented that the coverage area could not be expressed with these attributes.They couldn't agree with this contribution. It was not pursued.

	S5-186187
	Ericsson Inc.
	Pivotal: just putting frequency bands is not sufficient (in 4.3.1.3). Ericsson commented that this was part of a draftCR that was approved. The changes proposed by Pivotal were in fact to be done in another spec 
Issues on the cover page. MCC wondered whether it would be better to just refer to 3GPP systems instead of enumerating all 3GPP radio technologies (GSM,UTRAN,E-UTRAN,NR).

	S5-186188
	Ericsson Inc.
	Revised to fix some small issues in the code.

	S5-186189
	Ericsson Inc.
	Issues on the cover page. It was noted to add the whole table in the end to reflect the change.Nokia: there is CR for stage 2 but none for the stage 3. It was decided to not pursue this one and create a draftCR in S5-186363.

	S5-186190
	Ericsson Inc.
	Issues on the cover page.

	S5-186191
	Ericsson Inc.
	Merged in 349.

	S5-186192
	Ericsson Inc.
	Nokia the table has no content for the NR. Why is it mentioned in this CR? Revised to correct this and other issues in the cover page

	S5-186193
	Ericsson Inc.
	Revised to modify the cover page in order to remove references to NR.

	S5-186195
	Ericsson Inc.
	Nokia commented that the structure in NR was not clear and it should be shown.

	S5-186197
	Ericsson Inc.
	Revised to address comments from Nokia and Huawei

	S5-186211
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Revised to address issues on the cover page. Nokia commented on the text in 5.1.0 that it needed changes since it was talking about NRMs and not IRPs. They added that the scope was not 5G but the legacy IRPs.
Following discussions questioned the validity of this CR so it had to be taken offline.

	S5-186212
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Endorsed. An action item was added for this.

	S5-186213
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Nokia: where is the definition for twhere solution one is ? This is killing stage 2. This had to be taken offline.

	S5-186214
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Nokia didn’t agree with the changes. It had to be taken offline.

	S5-186215
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Nokia: gNBIdLength was supposed to be missing in Nokia CRs, but there are Ericsson CRs adding it.Revised to add stage 3.

	S5-186217
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Nokia: it overlaps with 325, so this should be aligned. Merged with 327.

	S5-186218
	Ericsson LM
	Agreed.

	S5-186219
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Noted.

	S5-186220
	Ericsson LM
	Agreed.

	S5-186221
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
	Merged into 326.

	S5-186229
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Revised to fix issues on cover page.

	S5-186241
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Issues on cover page. Huawei: why remove notifyProvisioning?

	S50186268
	Nokia
	Some changes depended on RAN results, so they were dropped. Some issues with the cover page as well.

	S5-186277
	Ericsson Limited
	Agreed.

	S5-186278
	Ericsson Limited
	Issues in CR cover, merged with Huawei's CR 140.

	S5-186283
	Ericsson LM
	Agreed.

	S5-186284
	Ericsson LM
	Agreed.


