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1. Overall Description:
RAN1 would like to thank RAN2 for their LS reply R2-084903/ R1-083475 LS Response to Semi-Persistent Scheduling Activation with Single PDCCH.

RAN1 has considered the agreements made by RAN2 on RAN2 #63 on the topic of SPS activation:
· RAN1 appreciates the result that HARQ id bits and the NDI bit is available to increase the ‘virtual’ CRC length for UL and DL activation.
· RAN1 would like to thank for the clarification in the statement made in the 6th bullet that only 2-5 erroneous UL transmissions have to be expected in the case of a false positive UL SPS grant detection until implicit release occurs. So it is felt that this problem can then be seen somewhat less severe compared to the judgment made at RAN1#53bis in Warsaw. Further RAN1 reviewed the loss of UL & DL talk spurts and saw that the loss is probably limited to a much smaller time period since dependent on the implementation there are (most probable) reasonable eNodeB reactions that will reschedule the UL or DL resources. Based on that fact, it is felt that less bits are needed to increase a ‘virtual’ CRC in contrast to the view given before.
· RAN1 has further seen that the case of false positive DL activation can be alleviated if an implicit release is foreseen for this case. So RAN1 asks RAN2 to specify such implicit release mechanism.

Answer 1: Regarding bits for ‘virtual’ CRC from Resource allocation and MCS and the request for a decision between option 1 and option 2 RAN1 has reviewed the specific resource allocations and has observed that reserving certain 2 bits in resource allocation (option 1) puts too many restrictions on it, going far beyond to what is necessary to solve the SPS false positive problem. Such a solution can also not guarantee that large resource allocations near to full bandwidth are excluded. RAN1 thus preferred a solution along the lines of option 2 for simplicity. Thus the proposal is that: 

· the code points in the resource allocation corresponding to allocation larger than TB sizes of M bits  (M=1000 suggested) are reserved.
· about 1 bit of the 5 MCS selection bits is reserved for the virtual CRC as further restriction by allowing only the code points 0 to 16 in the TBS table 7.1.7.2.1-1  in TS36.213 which means 19 signaling possibilities out of 32 possibilities. 
Answer 2: Further RAN1 has no strong view on the specification where the rules for increased virtual CRC shall be included and proposes that it is captured in TS 36.213 because the description of the affected bits and the other framework necessary to describe the code points are already in place.
2. Actions:

RAN1 kindly asks RAN2 to take the RAN1 information above into account for their specification work of the Semi-persistent scheduling. 
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