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[bookmark: OLE_LINK36][bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: _Ref129681832]Introduction
The purpose of this document is to collect inputs/comments on the draft CR for TS 38.213 draftCR_38213 Less than 5 MHz BW on the introduction of NR support for dedicated spectrum less than 5 MHz for FR1.
The first checkpoint is on June 6, UTC 17:00. 


First Round Discussion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK27][bookmark: OLE_LINK19]Please provide your comments on the draft CR for TS 38.213 draftCR_38213 Less than 5 MHz BW. 
	Company
	Comments

	Qualcomm
	1) In Table 13-0, we think ‘with minimum channel bandwidth 3 MHz and channel bandwidth 3 MHz’ can be simplified as ‘with minimum channel bandwidth 3 MHz’.
2) In Table 13-1, we think ‘or with minimum channel bandwidth 3 MHz and channel bandwidth larger than 3 MHz’ should be removed. 
So far RAN1 agreed the UE capable of 3MHz channel bandwidth will use new table, i.e., Table 13-0. For UE capable of channel bandwidth of 5MHz, if we agree to support new UEs to use new CORESET0 with less than 24RBs, it could be based on new Table 13-0 by adding new rows, but no change to legacy Table 13-1. Details can be further discussed in next meeting.
[bookmark: _Hlk136958361][Aris]: The update for the titles of the tables was based on the RAN1 agreement for 3 MHz channel bandwidth (only) and the agreement of a corresponding table. I will add a note that it is TBD whether a UE capable of 5 MHz channel BW can use CORESET#0 with less than 24 RBs (based on Table 13-0). 
3) In Clause 12 of TS38.213, the following change is also needed for alignment.
“If a UE is provided controlResourceSetZero and searchSpaceZero in PDCCH-ConfigSIB1 or PDCCH-ConfigCommon, the UE determines a CORESET for a search space set from controlResourcesetZero as described in clause 13 and for Tables 13-01 through 13-10, and determines corresponding PDCCH monitoring occasions as described in clause 13 and for Tables 13-11 through 13-15….”
[Aris]: Yes, updated.

	Ericsson
	· There is no agreement yet touching upon the following statement “after truncation, if any”, therefore it is probably better to surround it by brackets as to highlight it is a placeholder. 
[Aris]: Yes, there is no agreement (incorrect assumption from me). The suggested text will be removed.

	ZTE
	Comment#1:
Regarding the offset definition, RAN1 has not reached any agreements yet. In our view, we don’t need to change legacy offset definition and may only need to introduce new offset values in the CORESET table. Therefore, we don’t think the following modifications are needed at this moment, and the offset values in Table 13-0 can be marked as FFS. 
‘…the smallest RB index of the common RB overlapping with the first RB of the corresponding SS/PBCH block after truncation, if any [4, TS 38.211].’
[Aris]: The suggested text will be removed.

Comment#2:
For the title of Table 13-1, we are not sure why ‘or with minimum channel bandwidth 3 MHz and channel bandwidth larger than 3 MHz’ is added there. Clarification is appreciated. 
[Aris]: It relates to whether UEs capable to receive over more than 3 MHz use Table 13-1. Please see also response to Qualcomm. 

	
	

	
	

	
	




Second Round Discussion
Please provide your additional comments on the draft CR for TS 38.213 draftCR_38213 Less than 5 MHz BW_v1. The second checkpoint is on June 7, UTC 23:00. 

	Company
	Comments

	Lenovo
	In Table 13-0, the offset for 24PRB CORESET#0 (i.e., entry 2~5) can be revised to be “FFS” for now (proposed also by ZTE in the first-round discussion). There is no agreement in RAN1 on how to define the offset. Companies may have different views on e.g., whether it is relative to the punctured SSB or unpunctured SSB. 
[Aris]: OK, given no associated agreement for the offset, the note will be updated from “To be updated if offset different than 0 RBs is introduced” to “The offset values are TBD”.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



