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FL proposals:
Proposal 1: CRs in R1-2207132 and R1-2207134 are agreed as editorial.
Proposal 2: Merge the following draft CRs R1-2207177, R1-2207178 and R1-2205935, and FL to provide draft CR
Proposal 3: agree the CR in R1-2206221
Proposal 4: agreed the CR in R1-2206258

	company
	comments

	NTT DOCOMO
	For Proposal 1, OK with the text proposal in R1-2207132 and R1-2207134.
For Proposal 2, OK with R1-2205935. 
[bookmark: _Hlk112259187]For R1-2207177 and R1-2207178, if all SSBs indicated by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SSB-MTCAdditionalPCI are considered for invalid symbols for UL transmission, the scheduling flexibility will be largely degraded. On the other hand, we see the issue for SSBs for L1 measurement from PCIs not associated with the active TCI states. How about considering a middle way: to consider SSBs associated with the active TCI states, as well as SSBs configured for L1 beam measurement/reporting?
For Proposal 3, OK with the text proposal.
For Proposal 4, OK with the text proposal.

	OPPO
	We are fine with proposal 1 and 4.
For proposal 2, we intend to agree with DOCOMO. If all the SSBs associated with RRC configured additional PCI are invalid for uplink transmission, the impact to uplink transmission is too significant. 
For proposal 3, maybe we can simply use “the serving cell physical cell ID” to replace “one physical cell ID”.

	LG
	OK with Proposal 1,3,4.
For proposal 2, we support R1-2205935. R1-2207177/2207178 reverts previous agreement in which SSB is limited as “active” SSB.
Agreement
For inter-cell mTRP , UE does not transmit PUCCH/PUSCH/PRACH in a slot or SRS in the symbols if in time domain the PUCCH/PUSCH/PRACH/SRS overlaps with an SSB of a serving cell PCI or an SSB associated with the active additional PCI.


	Lenovo
	For proposal 3, we are fine with either the text proposal in R1-2206221 or OPPO’s suggestion.
Fine with proposal 1 and proposal 4.
For proposal 2, fine with R1-2205935.
For R1-2207177 and R1-2207178, we share similar with NTT DOCOMO and OPPO.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 3: We don’t think such a CR is necessary. Only one Additional PCID can have activated TCI state. If Activated TCI states are associated with two different cells, only one of them can be an additional PCID. We don’t see any ambiguity in the current spec.

Also, the clarification “One of the physical cell IDs is the serving cell physical cell ID.” Doesn’t seem to be correct and even if it were necessary, it seems that it should have been changed to “only One of the physical cell IDs can be the serving cell physical cell ID.”

	QC
	Without CRs R1-2207177, R1-2207178, we think specification is not clear when SSB is measured by the UE and at the same time UE is asked to transmit UL. 
We are ok with Docomo’s suggestion (consider PCI associated with the active TCI states + SSBs configured for L1 measurements) even though this complicates the spec.

	FL
	Although the TP is already endorsed, I would like to check with the group whether following additional correction (yellow highlighted) is fine.

· Revised TP corresponding to R1-2206221 as below, in sections 5.1 and 5.1.5 in 38.214
[bookmark: _Hlk89257737]When a set of TCI state IDs are activated for a coresetPoolIndex, the activated TCI states corresponding to one coresetPoolIndex can be is associated with the serving cell one physical cell ID and activated TCI states corresponding to another coresetPoolIndex can be associated with another physical cell ID.

On proposal 2 (merging 2 CRs) I will wait for few hours, then will provide TP

It seems proposal 4 is not controversial. 

	FL
	Revised TP for proposal 2: (similar TP for sections 9.2.6, 11.1, 11.1.1)

For operation on a single carrier in unpaired spectrum, for a set of symbols of a slot indicated to a UE for reception of SS/PBCH blocks by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SIB1 or by ssb-PositionsInBurst in ServingCellConfigCommon or, if the UE is not provided DLorJoint-TCIState or followUnifiedTCIstate, by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SSB-MTC-AdditionalPCI associated to physical cell ID with active TCI states and configured for L1 beam measurement/reporting for PDCCH or PDSCH, the UE does not transmit PUSCH, PUCCH, PRACH in the slot if a transmission would overlap with any symbol from the set of symbols and the UE does not transmit SRS in the set of symbols of the slot. The UE does not expect the set of symbols of the slot to be indicated as uplink by tdd-UL-DL-ConfigurationCommon, or tdd-UL-DL-ConfigurationDedicated, when provided to the UE.


	QC
	Should “for PDCCH or PDSCH” be before the L1 beam measurement/reporting? Also, instead of “and”, “or” is more accurate:
“by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SSB-MTC-AdditionalPCI associated to physical cell ID with active TCI states for PDCCH or PDSCH, or for a set of symbols of a slot corresponding to SS/PBCH blocks configured for L1 beam measurement/reporting”

The above text is needed also for 38.214 (Section 6.1.2.1) in addition to 38.213 (Sections 9.2.6, 11.1, 11.1.1).

	FL
	Revised TP for proposal 2: (similar TP for sections 9.2.6, 11.1, 11.1.1 in 38.213)

For operation on a single carrier in unpaired spectrum, for a set of symbols of a slot indicated to a UE for reception of SS/PBCH blocks by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SIB1 or by ssb-PositionsInBurst in ServingCellConfigCommon or, if the UE is not provided DLorJoint-TCIState or followUnifiedTCIstate, by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SSB-MTC-AdditionalPCI associated to physical cell ID with active TCI states for PDCCH or PDSCH, or for a set of symbols of a slot corresponding to SS/PBCH blocks configured for L1 beam measurement/reporting, the UE does not transmit PUSCH, PUCCH, PRACH in the slot if a transmission would overlap with any symbol from the set of symbols and the UE does not transmit SRS in the set of symbols of the slot. The UE does not expect the set of symbols of the slot to be indicated as uplink by tdd-UL-DL-ConfigurationCommon, or tdd-UL-DL-ConfigurationDedicated, when provided to the UE.


for 38.214 (Section 6.1.2.1)

and for PUSCH repetition Type B transmission, symbols indicated by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SIB1, or by ssb-PositionsInBurst in ServingCellConfigCommon, or by ssb-PositionsInBurst in SSB-MTC-AdditionalPCI associated to physical cell ID with active TCI states for PDCCH or PDSCH, or for a set of symbols of a slot corresponding to SS/PBCH blocks configured for L1 beam measurement/reporting, for reception of SS/PBCH blocks are considered as invalid symbols for PUSCH repetition Type B transmission.




FL proposal
· agree the CR in R1-2206258
· agree the CR on inter-cell multi-TRP operation for 38.214 in R1-2208060
· agree the CR on inter-cell mTRP with PUSCH repetition TypeB for 38.214 in R1-2208061
· [bookmark: _GoBack]agree the CR on inter-cell mTRP when SSBs of additional PCI overlap with UL for 38.213 in R1-2208062
· 
