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[bookmark: _Toc457207394]1	Introduction
This document is to capture the outcome of the following discussion:

[AT131bis][301][NES] RRC open issues (Ericsson)
	Scope: Continue the discussion on RRC open issues 3, 7, 9, 10
	Intended outcome: summary of the offline discussion (in R2-2507761)
	F2F time: Wednesday morning coffee break 10:30-11:00
	Deadline for offline discussion summary: Thursday 2025-10-14 14:00

[bookmark: _Ref178064866][bookmark: _Toc2062085605]2	Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc2136816518]2.1 Impact of od-ssb-PositionsInBurst on ssb-ToMeasure

R2-2506817	[C184] Impact of od-ssb-PositionsInBurst on ssb-ToMeasure	CATT	discussion	Rel-19	Netw_Energy_NR_enh-Core
Proposal 1: A clarification that OD-SSB-PositionsInBurst is configured as a subset of ssb-ToMeasure within the associated MeasObjectNR should be added to the field description of the OD-SSB-PositionsInBurst.

R2-2507334	Discussion on RILS E023, E024, E025, X201, O006, J002, H128, H129, J005, Z101, Z102, V503 	Ericsson	discussion	Rel-19	Netw_Energy_NR_enh-Core	Late
[bookmark: _Toc210754889]Proposal 6: RAN2 to agree that OD-SSB specific MO includes values for ssb-ToMeasure to match the OD-SSB activated by the MAC CE. 
-	Apple and vivo think this is sufficient
Continue in offline 301


Our understanding is that the field Ssb-ToMeasure is used to define scheduling restriction and if MO defines only one value which is superset of all the OD-SSB-PositionsInBurst the operation of such SCell is not very optimal.
Based on the discussion so far, we suggest postponing this discussion so that companies can get better understanding.

Q1. Do you agree with the proposal from the rapporteur above (Yes/No)? Please suggest a way forward if you do not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361280]???

2.2 Neighbourcell measurements
R2-2506879	handling of RRC open issues	Samsung	discussion	Rel-19	Netw_Energy_NR_enh-Core
Proposal: for a measObject (in the measurement identity list), if a SCell corresponding to the frequency of the measObject is configured with on demand SSB and always on/periodic SSB is not configured for the SCell and on demand SSB is not activated and this measObject is associated only with a measurement reporting of a type/event which needs measurements of this SCell: UE ignore the measObject and do not measure neighbor cells according to measObject.
Continue in offline 301

Q2. Do you agree with the proposal above (Yes/No)? Please comment if not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Rapporteur
	No
	This seems to be an optimization

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361281]???


2.3 SIB1 acquisition in connected mode

R2-2506966	Remaining CP open issues of NES	vivo	discussion	Rel-19	Netw_Energy_NR_enh-Core
Proposal 1: [V500] Remove the RRC state restriction before the UE acquires SIB1 upon reception of SI change and PWS notification in the OD-SIB1 cell, and adopt the TP1 in the Annex 5.1.
-	Samsung supports the proposal. Also Apple supports the proposal
The UE acquires SIB1 from broadcast upon reception of SI change and PWS notification in the OD-SIB1 cell 

Please see below the text proposed by Vivo in the document above:
2>	else if SIB1 acquisition is required for the UE and ssb-SubcarrierOffset indicates that SIB1 is not scheduled in the cell:
3>	if the UE has a stored valid version of od-sib1-Config for this cell as specified in clause 5.2.2.4.2x:
4> if the SIB1 acquisition is upon receiving an indication that the system information has changed or upon receiving a PWS notification:
	5> acquire the SIB1 (see clause 5.2.2.2.2), which is scheduled as specified in TS 38.213 [13];
4> else:
	45>	if the UE is in RRC_IDLE or in RRC_INACTIVE; or
	45>	if the UE is in RRC_CONNECTED while T311 is running:
5>	if the SIB1 acquisition is upon receiving an indication that the system information has changed or upon receiving a PWS notification:
6>	acquire the SIB1 (see clause 5.2.2.2.2), which is scheduled as specified in TS 38.213 [13];
5>	else:
6>	perform the actions as specified in clause 5.2.2.3.3x; 
3>	else:
4>	perform the actions as specified in clause 5.2.2.5.


Q3. Do you agree with the changes proposed above (Yes/No)? Please comment if not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Rapporteur
	Yes
	


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361282]???

2.4 [H127]

	RIL Id
	WI
	Class
	Title
	Tdoc
	Delegate
	Misc
	File version
	Status

	H127
	NES
	1
	Which RA occasions to use when the configuration is absent in RACH-ConfigDedicated
	R2-25xxxxx
	Huawei (Lili)
	
	V012
	ToDo



[Description]: In legacy spec, for CFRA, if occasions is absent, the corresponding field in RACH-ConfigCommon applies. With the introduction of additional RA resources, both legacy RA occasions and additional RA occasions can be configured in the RACH-ConfigCommon, it needs to be made clear which RA occasion is used when the field is absent in RACH-ConfigDedicated. Considering RAN2 has agreed that RACH adaptation is not applied for L3 HO command, the simplest way could be clarifying that legacy RA occasions (i.e. RA occasions not configured in addlRACH-Config-Adaptation-r19) are used when the field occasions is absent in RACH-ConfigDedicated.
[Proposed Change]: 
occasions
RA occasions for contention free random access. If the field is absent, the UE uses the RA occasions configured in RACH-ConfigCommon (except the RA occasions configured in addlRACH-Config-Adaptation in RACH-ConfigCommon) in the first active UL BWP.
[Comments]:
[Apple] We agree with this change. From technique-wise, it is not clear whether the UE has received paging short message to activate additional RACH resource upon reception during HO. So, since it is not clear how it works, we prefer to not allow additional RACH during HO. 
[Rapporteur]: RAN2 has agreed that RACH adaptation is not applied for L3 HO command, but the usecase for dedicated RACH Config is not limited to L3 HO, or? If not, there is no need to exclude additional RA resources here. This needs further discussion in the next meeting.
[Samsung]: All cases where RACH adaptation is not applied is clearly specified in MAC. No change in RRC is needed.

Q4. Do you agree with the proposal above (Yes/No)? Please comment if not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Rapporteur
	No
	RAN2 agreed that RACH adaptation is not applied for L3 HO command, but the usecase for dedicated RACH Config is not limited to L3 HO. There is no need to exclude additional RA resources here as such cases have been captured in the MAC spec.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361283]???

2.5 SSB adaptation activation and [H130]
R2-2507614 Control Plane issues [N001[N002][X200] [N003]	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	discussion	Rel-19	Netw_Energy_NR_enh-Core	Late
Proposal X: Allow direct SSB adaptation activation with RRC configuration.
-	Xiaomi and ZTE thinks that SSB adaptation can be applicable to deactivated Scell without further spec changes (based on group DCI in the Pcell). LG agrees
-	Nokia and Apple think that at the moment there are no RAN4 requirements for SSB adaptation for deactivated SCell
Continue in offline 301

When discussing the proposal above, it was observed that it is related to [H130] below. The discussion on these cases are merged.

	RIL Id
	WI
	Class
	Title
	Tdoc
	Delegate
	Misc
	File version
	Status

	H130
	NES
	1
	SSB adaptation for deactivated SCell
	R2-25xxxxx
	Huawei (Lili)
	
	V034
	



[Description]: 
According to 38.321, when an SCell is deactivated, the MAC entity shall not monitor PDCCH on the SCell or for the SCell:
	1>	if the SCell is deactivated:
a. 2>	not transmit SRS on the SCell;
b. 2>	not report CSI for the SCell;
c. 2>	not transmit on UL-SCH on the SCell;
d. 2>	not transmit on RACH on the SCell;
e. 2>	not monitor the PDCCH on the SCell;
f. 2>	not monitor the PDCCH for the SCell;
g. 2>	not transmit PUCCH on the SCell;


The above PDCCH monitoring behaviour inherits from LTE R10. With this restriction, the SSB adaptation indicated by DCI cannot apply to deactivated SCell. Even though we think dynamically changing the SSB periodicity to a smaller value for fast SCell activation is a valid use case, we prefer not to change the PDCCH monitoring behaviour or to revert RAN2 previous agreement of not introducing new MAC CE. This fast SCell activation can be enabled by OD-SSB operation. Under OD-SSB discussion, it is allowed to use the OD-SSB MAC CE to dynamically change the OD-SSB configuration including SSB periodicity. Alternatively, the network can use RRC reconfiguration to update the SSB periodicity of a deactivated SCell.
[Proposed Change]: 
    [[
    od-ssb-r19                      SetupRelease {OD-SSB-r19}                                       OPTIONAL,   -- Need M
    adap-SSB-Config-r19             SetupRelease {Adap-SSB-Config-r19}                              OPTIONAL    -- Cond SSB-AdaptMOPTIONAL    -- Need M
    ]]

	Conditional Presence
	Explanation

	SCellAdd
	The field is mandatory present upon SCell addition; otherwise it is absent, Need M.

	SCellAddMod
	The field is mandatory present upon SCell addition; otherwise it is optionally present, need M.

	SCellAddSync
	The field is optionally present, Need N:
-	in the masterCellGroup at
-	SCell addition,
-	reconfiguration with sync,
-	resume of an RRC connection.
-	in the secondaryCellGroup, when the SCG is not indicated as deactivated at:
h. -	SCG activation while the SCG was previously deactivated,
i. -	SCell addition,
j. -	reconfiguration with sync.
It is absent otherwise.

	SCG
	The field is mandatory present in an SpCellConfig for the PSCell. It is absent otherwise. 

	SCellSIB20-Opt
	This field is optionally present, Need M, if the field sCellSIB20 is configured. It is absent otherwise.

	SCG-Opt
	The field is optionally present, Need M, in an SpCellConfig for the PSCell. It is absent otherwise.

	SSB-Adapt
	The field is optionally present, Need M, for an activated SCell. It is absent otherwise.




Q5. Do you agree with the proposal from Huawei in R2-2506936 above (Yes/No)? Please comment if not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Ericsson
	No
	The PDCCH monitoring behaviour mentioned above is inherited from LTE R10. With this restriction, the SSB adaptation indicated by DCI cannot apply to deactivated SCell. Even though we think dynamically changing the SSB periodicity to a smaller value for fast SCell activation is a valid use case, we prefer not to change the PDCCH monitoring behaviour or to revert RAN2 previous agreement of not introducing new MAC CE.

This fast SCell activation can be enabled by OD-SSB operation. Under OD-SSB discussion, it is allowed to use the OD-SSB MAC CE to dynamically change the OD-SSB configuration including SSB periodicity. Alternatively, the network can use RRC reconfiguration to update the SSB periodicity of a deactivated SCell.”

We think that it would be better if we limit the impact to UE behavior regarding PDCCH monitoring if the SCell is deactivated, however the proposed change could be too restrictive considering that it may be beneficial to update the SSB periodicity dynamically for faster SCell activation.

Therefore, it should be possible to activate SSB adaptatio via RRC configuration. We are open to discuss whether such activation can only be performed when SCell is deactivated. 


	OPPO
	No
	It is a bit confusing, even if one hold the view that UE shall not monitor DCI format 2-9 on/for deactivated Scell, why that leads to a restriction of RRC configuration based on the Scell (de)activative status (as proposed by proponent)? Our understanding was that the RRC configuration of SSB adaptation can be provided upon Scell configuration, which does not affect the UE monitoring / not-monitoring DCI format 2-9 based on the Scell (de)activative status, controlled by MAC-CE / timer.

Is there any point we missed here?

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361284]???



2.6 [C181]

	RIL Id
	WI
	Class
	Title
	Tdoc
	Delegate
	Misc
	File version
	Status

	C181
	NES
	1
	Cell selection case is missing in section 5.2.2.4.2x	Actions upon reception of SIBxx
	
	Rui
(CATT)
	
	V008
	PropReject



[Description]: In section 5.2.2.4.2x	Actions upon reception of SIBxx, Cell selection case is missing.
[Proposed Change]:
Upon receiving SIBxx, the UE shall:
1>	store the SIBxx;
1>	SIB1 request configuration in the SIBxx is valid for acquiring OD-SIB1 of this cell in accordance with clause 5.2.2.3.1;
1>	SIB1 request configuration of another cell in this stored SIBxx is valid for acquiring OD-SIB during (re)selection to that cell, and after (re)selection to that cell if the stored SIBxx is a valid version for that cell in accordance with clause 5.2.2.2.1:
 [Comments]: Nokia: looks valid proposal
[vivo] It’s not necessary. Both cell selection and cell reselection case has been embodied in 5.2.2.3.1, as the UE relies on kssb value to determine how it acquires SIB1, and thus ‘1>	SIB1 request configuration in the SIBxx is valid for acquiring OD-SIB1 of this cell in accordance with clause 5.2.2.3.1;’ is sufficient.
[Ericsson] Either way is ok. Maybe not necessary but may not harm either.
[Apple] We agree with this change because cell selection may be triggered in OD-SIB1 (i.e. RRC re-establishment). It is different from legacy OD-SIB which can’t trigger cell selection.
[Rapporteur]: The proposed change does not seem to be essential.
[Samsung]: Support this change. The change seems essential. Without this change, SIBxx validity for the RRC re-establishment case is unclear.

Q6. Do you agree with the proposal above (Yes/No)? Please comment if not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Rapporteur
	Yes
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361285]???

2.7 [H125]

	RIL Id
	WI
	Class
	Title
	Tdoc
	Delegate
	Misc
	File version
	Status

	H125
	NES
	1
	Optionality of R19 PEI configurations
	
	Huawei (Lili)
	
	V012
	PropReject



[Description]: The R19 PEI configurations should be made optional.
[Proposed Change]: 
PEI-Config-r17 ::=                        SEQUENCE {
    po-NumPerPEI-r17                          ENUMERATED {po1, po2, po4, po8},
    payloadSizeDCI-2-7-r17                    INTEGER (1..maxDCI-2-7-Size-r17),
    pei-FrameOffset-r17                       INTEGER (0..16),
    subgroupConfig-r17                        SubgroupConfig-r17,
    lastUsedCellOnly-r17                      ENUMERATED {true}                                                OPTIONAL,  -- Need R
    ...,
    [[
    po-NumPerPEI-r19                          ENUMERATED {po1, po2, po4, po8}                        			OPTIONAL,  -- Need R,
    payloadSizeDCI-2-7-r19                    INTEGER (1..maxDCI-2-7-Size-r17)                        			OPTIONAL,  -- Need R,
    pei-FrameOffset-r19                       INTEGER (0..32)                        								OPTIONAL  -- Need R
    ]]
}

[Comments]: [OPPO] How to interpret the case where one specific parameter is absent (but the others are present?), considering [[]]] already provides optionality.
[Apple] Agree with OPPO.
[Rapporteur] This depends on whether it should be possible to configure PEI for Rel-19 NES UEs when PEI (Rel-17) is not configured. Based on the agreements below:
· 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.

it should not be possible (although it was not explicitly captured) so the current implementation should be fine.
[Huawei] Even if the optionality is indicated by “[[ ]]” implicitly, the need code also needs to be provided. Basically all other fields added under “[[ ]]” are marked as OPTIONAL with a need code. If the concern is that these parameters are either all configured or all absent, then maybe we a can used a R19 field to group these parameters.
Q7. Do you agree with the proposal above (Yes/No)? Please comment if not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361286]???

2.8 [X202]
	RIL Id
	WI
	Class
	Title
	Tdoc
	Delegate
	Misc
	File version
	Status

	X202
	NES
	1
	Classify parameters of OD-SIB1
	R2-25xxxxx
	Xiaomi (Li Zhao)
	
	V003
	PropReject



[Description]: According to the parameter list from RAN1, some parameters related to OD-SIB1 should be configured per od-sib1-Config instead of per SIB1-RequestConfig, e.g., sib1-rsrp-ThresholdSSB-r19, locationAndBandwidth-r19, absoluteFrequencyPointA-r19, ul-FrequencyBandList-r19, ul-SubCarrierSpacing-r19, etc. 
[Proposed Change]: RAN2 to discuss to move those parameters not related to SIB1-RequestConfig from SIB1-RequestConfig to od-sib1-Config. 

[Comments]:[Nokia] I’m not sure on this one. RAN1 xls seems to be bit vague on this. So far to use current asn.1 seems Ok anyway as the xls points out that all the parameters in frequenciInfoUL are per WUS config. So we would not do this change until it is confirmed with Ran
[Huawei]: Agree with Xiaomi. We understand that RRC parameters are up to RAN2 to specify but we did not see the motivation for deviating from the RAN1 parameter list, in particular what was the reasoning of the current parameter placement in OD-SIB1-Config-r19 and SIB1-RequestConfig-r19.
[vivo] Maybe it’s safer to keep them as it is now, like the sib1-rsrp-ThresholdSSB-r19 and ul-SubCarrierSpacing-r19, which is per Uplink configured (NUL or SUL)?
[Ericsson] It is this way dues to RAN2 SUL agreement. RAN1 did not consider SUL and hence this was not reflected in their parameter excel. There is no functional difference in RAN1 perepective with the existing order of parameters since all is there in the highest level IE.
[Samsung]: Agree with Ericsson. These parameters are UL carrier specific (SUL/NUL). 
[Xiaomi] I think SUL related parameter is rsrp-ThresholdSSB-SUL, which is not reflected in RAN1 parameter list and OK to be configured within SIB1-RequestConfig as it relates to the selection of carrier when transmitting SIB1 request. However, there are many parameters not related to SIB1 request transmission, e.g., sib1-rsrp-ThresholdSSB-r19, locationAndBandwidth-r19, absoluteFrequencyPointA-r19, ul-FrequencyBandList-r19, ul-SubCarrierSpacing-r19, etc., that should be moved out according to RAN1 guidance. Also, there are some parameters instructed to be configured per SIB1 request configuration, e.g., ss-PBCH-BlockPower-r19, ssb-PositionsInBurst-r19 and sib1-TDD-UL-DL-ConfigurationCommon-r19 but are configured within od-sib1-Config. Thus, we think we need to discuss whether/how to follow the guidance from RAN1 parameter list. 
[Apple] We agree with Samsung and Ericsson on NUL/SUL carrier specific parameters. To support SUL in NES cell, it is not sufficient to only introduce rsrp-ThresholdSSB-SUL because SUL can configure a separate RACH resource different from NUL. It is same as legacy OD-SIB: in SI-SchedulingInfo, it has si-RequestConfig and si-RequestConfigSUL with same type si-RequestConfig. Thus, we prefer to keep the current formulation.  
[Rapporteur] There seems to be nothing broken with the current formulation. Note that RAN1 excel sheet does not indicate how signalling should be designed, and this is up to RAN2. 
Q8. Do you agree with the proposal above (Yes/No)? Please comment if you do not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	Rapporteur
	No
	There seems to be nothing broken with the current formulation. Note that RAN1 excel sheet does not indicate how signalling should be designed, and this is up to RAN2.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361287]???
[bookmark: _Toc181590338][bookmark: _Toc181590356][bookmark: _Toc181590372][bookmark: _Toc181590507][bookmark: _Toc181590339][bookmark: _Toc181590357][bookmark: _Toc181590373][bookmark: _Toc181590508]

2.9 [H131]

R2-2506936	[H126][L201][X200][A103][H128][H129][X201][H131][H130][H127] Control plane issues	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-19	Netw_Energy_NR_enh-Core

Proposal 7: On [X201][H131]: Clarify that in the following cases the legacy servingCellMO is used for deriving serving cell measurement results:
-       if absoluteFrequencySSB is configured in ServingCellConfigCommon and od-ssb is not configured
-       if absoluteFrequencySSB is configured in ServingCellConfigCommon and od-ssb is not configured with od-ssb-absoluteFrequency
-       if absoluteFrequencySSB is configured in ServingCellConfigCommon and od-ssb is configured with od-ssb-absoluteFrequency and OD-SSB transmission is not activated
-       if absoluteFrequencySSB is not configured in ServingCellConfigCommon and od-ssb is configured and OD-SSB transmission is activated
In the following case servingCellMO-OD is used for deriving serving cell measurement results:
-       if absoluteFrequencySSB is configured in ServingCellConfigCommon and od-ssb is configured with od-ssb-absoluteFrequency and OD-SSB transmission is activated
-       if absoluteFrequencySSB is not configured in ServingCellConfigCommon and od-ssb is configured and OD-SSB transmission is activated

Continue in offline 301

Please note that the revision made in red are since RAN2 agreed to use servingCellMO-OD for OD-SSB case1
Q9. Do you agree with the proposal above (Yes/No)? Please comment if not.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Conclusion: ???

[bookmark: _Toc211361288]???

[bookmark: _Toc629953721]3	Conclusion
In this contribution we discuss the open issues related to the third objective. Based on the discussion in the previous section, we propose the following:

Proposal 1	???
Proposal 2	???
Proposal 3	???
Proposal 4	???
Proposal 5	???
Proposal 6	???
Proposal 7	???
Proposal 8	???
Proposal 9	???
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