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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]This is a summary document on collection of comments to TS 38.304 CR during below running CR discussion:
[POST129b][113][NES] (Apple) 
	Scope: Update 38.304 running CR based on RAN2#129bis progress and maintain essential open issue list in a separate contribution (38.304 running CR can keep editor’s notes for readability). 
	Intended outcome: Updated 38.304 running CR and essential 38.304 open issue list. 
Deadline: Long email discussion 

Contact information:
	Company
	Delegate Name
	Email

	Apple
	Peng Cheng
	Pcheng24@apple.com

	
	
	



2	How open issues of RAN2#129 are handled
In RAN2#129b, the following running CR was endorsed:
R2-2502323	Running 38.304 CR for network energy saving	Apple (Rapporteur)	draftCR	Rel-19	38.304	18.4.0	B	Netw_Energy_NR_enh-Core
Endorsed.
The endorsed CR has the following 5 open issues (EN):
· Editor’s note: FFS the UE behavior if pagingAdaptationPEI-Config is configured. 
· Editor’s note: whether to capture the barring (including no UL WUS configuration and max number of preamble transmission for OD-SIB1 request) in TS 38.331 or/and TS 38.304.
· Editor’s note: whether to capture the unbarring behavior in TS 38.331 or/and TS 38.304. 
· Editor’s note: whether to capture trigger condition of OD-SIB1 acquisition procedure for RRC_IDLE / RRC_INACTIVE UE (i.e. reusing cell reselection criteria) in TS 38.331 or/and TS 38.304. 
· Editor’s note: whether to capture OD-SIB1 operation in this separate Section or in Section 5.3.1/5.2.4.1.  
After online and offline discussion of RAN2#129b, CR rapporteur handled these open issues in the way summarized in Table.1.

	Open issue 
	Any agreement in RAN2#129b?
	How CR Rapporteur handled it in new running CR 

	Editor’s note: FFS the UE behavior if pagingAdaptationPEI-Config is configured. 
	Yes:
=> For the case when both pei-Config-r17 and pagingAdaptationPEI-Config-r19 are configured, R19 UE supporting paging adaption should monitor PEI according to pagingAdaptationPEI-Config-r19 while other UE should monitor PEI according to pei-Config-r17.
=>For the case when pei-Config-r17 is configured and pagingAdaptationPEI-Config-r19 is absent, both R19 UE supporting paging adaption and other UE should monitor PEI according to pei-Config-r17.
	· Capture agreed UE behaviour in Section 7.2.1.
· The EN is removed. 

	Editor’s note: whether to capture the barring (including no UL WUS configuration and max number of preamble transmission for OD-SIB1 request) in TS 38.331 or/and TS 38.304.
	Yes:
=> Following agreement on “barring behavior clean-up”, capture the UE barring behavior of OD-SIB1 in both TS 38.331 and TS 38.304. Check offline whether we can rely on existing legacy UE barring specification in 38.304 (e.g. the case of RACH failure).
=> (modified) On the unbarring behavior of OD-SIB1 UE, capture it as normative text in TS 38.304. Way-forward Proposal (on offline check of Proposal 1): For UE barring the OD-SIB1 cell in case of RACH failure, capture in TS 38.304, e.g. 
1> If the cell is to be treated as if the cell status is "barred" due to the OD-SIB1 request number reaching preambleTransMax;
2> UE may exclude the barred cell as a candidate for cell selection/reselection for up to 300 seconds;

	· Capture agreed UE behaviour in Section 5.3.1.
· New Section X is removed.
· The EN is removed.

	Editor’s note: whether to capture the unbarring behavior in TS 38.331 or/and TS 38.304. 

	Yes:
=> (modified) On the unbarring behavior of OD-SIB1 UE, capture it as normative text in TS 38.304.

	· Capture agreed UE behaviour in Section 5.3.1.
· New Section X is removed.
· The EN is removed.

	Editor’s note: whether to capture trigger condition of OD-SIB1 acquisition procedure for RRC_IDLE / RRC_INACTIVE UE (i.e. reusing cell reselection criteria) in TS 38.331 or/and TS 38.304. 

	Yes:
=> We do not need a separate new triggering condition of OD-SIB1 acquisition.

	· Remove the condition.
· New Section X is removed.
· The EN is removed.

	Editor’s note: whether to capture OD-SIB1 operation in this separate Section or in Section 5.3.1/5.2.4.1.  

	No
	After offline discussion with some company, it seems majority view is to capture in legacy section. Thus:
· New Section X is removed.
· Move UE behaviour in cell reselection to section 5.2.4.1.
· Move UE barring/unbarring behaviour to section 5.3.1.
· The EN is removed. 



3	Collection of comments on running CR after RAN2#129b
Please provide your comments in below table, and Rapporteur will response. Please do not insert any comments in running CR directly, which is hard for Rapporteur to follow all comments.
And based on existing EN and your comments, Rapporteur will identify stage 3 open issues.

	Company
+issue #
(e.g. A001)
	Detailed issue and proposed change
	Rapporteur response

	Nokia001
	5.3.1 – Missing SIB1 request configuration seems to be in RRC section 5.2.2.3.1 – which then calls 5.2.2.5

Barred due to PRACH attemps seems to be in RRC new section 5.2.2.3.3x – which then calls 5.2.2.5
Last case (windows) – I did not find where is that captured? 
For clarity should we in 38.304 to corresponding sections in RRC. It might be best toa void misunderstanding which scenario actually each bullet refers to?

	

	Nokia002
	Slight rewording proposal for this “ If a UE supporting OD-SIB1 barred a cell in which OD-SIB1 is enabled due to no available SIB1 request configuration, it considers the cell is no longer barred once its SIB1 request configuration becomes available.”	Comment by Rapporteur (after RAN2#129b): RAN2#128 agreement:

“=> A UE bars the NES/SIB1 less cell and/or excludes it as a candidate for reselection since the UE had no corresponding UL WUS configuration, the UE would treat this cell as if cell status is “not barred” and consider it as candidate for cell reselection once it has received a UL-WUS configuration to request SIB1 for this cell.”

Maybe something like this

“If a UE supporting OD-SIB1 barred a cell due to no available SIB1 request configuration as defined in [RRC, 5.2.2.3.1], it considers the cell is no longer barred once SIB1 request configuration of the cell is acquired.”	Comment by Rapporteur (after RAN2#129b): RAN2#128 agreement:

“=> A UE bars the NES/SIB1 less cell and/or excludes it as a candidate for reselection since the UE had no corresponding UL WUS configuration, the UE would treat this cell as if cell status is “not barred” and consider it as candidate for cell reselection once it has received a UL-WUS configuration to request SIB1 for this cell.”
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	





3	Conclusion
Based on post-meeting email discussion, Rapporteur identify the following stage 3 open issues:

	5/5	
