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1. Introduction
In the previous RAN1 meetings, the group-common PDCCH for SFI was discussed, and following agreements had been made [1]:
	Agreements: 
· In UE-specific SFI table configuration, it is possible for the length of an entry to be longer than the configured monitoring period of the SFI
· For a slot covered by multiple SFIs transmitted at different slots, the UE does not expect to receive different slot format indicated by different SFIs.
· If UE receives different slot formats for the same slot from different SFI, the UE behaviour is not defined.


A remaining point is whether to allow the length of SFI indication shorter than monitoring period of the SFI.
2. Discussion
Generally, the functionality of dynamic SFI is to provide adequate flexibility on scheduling while guarantee the UE has an explicit knowledge on the slot format. Thus, it is straightforward for an UE to expect that a dynamic SFI can cover all the slots over the monitoring period. This could avoid unnecessary assumptions and possible ambiguity on slot format. One mentioned use case where the length of indicated SFI is shorter than the monitoring period is that, when several starting slots and ending slots within a semi-static DL/UL periodicity are fixed DL slots and UL slots, the dynamic SFI can only indicate flexible slots in the middle. However, considering the general pattern of semi-static DL/UL configuration, it could probably contain symbol-level flexible resource, rather than only full-slot level. For instance, a particular configuration is to configure “DL-Flexible-UL” for each slot aiming at fast feedback. This is achievable via UE-specific RRC signaling on semi-static DL/UL configuration [2].
Considering various semi-static configurations, a unified indication method for dynamic SFI is preferred. In general, the dynamic SFI should indicate the formats of all the slots within the monitoring period without conflicting with semi-static DL/UL directions. This would not increase the payload size of SFI compared to partial indication, since the payload of SFI depends on the size of RRC configured slot-combination-table, not the entry length in the combination.
Observation 1: There is no necessity to support the length of SFI indication is shorter than SFI monitoring period.
If it is agreed to support a shorter length of SFI indication, several options are proposed for the slots not covered by dynamic SFI, including
· Opt 1: Same as dynamic SFI not configured, i.e., follows semi-static configuration, dynamic scheduling and RRC configured transmission;
· Opt 2: Same as dynamic SFI not received, i.e., follows semi-static configuration and dynamic scheduling;
· Opt 3: Reuse the indicated SFI for remaining un-indicated slots.
Opt 2 is more straightforward from UE side and could avoid potential collision in Opt 1 if the direction of RRC configured transmission for different UEs are conflicting on same symbols. The motivation of Opt 3 is unclear since explicit indication would not bring a higher SFI payload, and the applicable scenario is of minority.
Observation 2: Opt 2 is more straightforward from UE side and could avoid potential collision if the direction of RRC configured transmission for different UEs are conflicting on same symbols.
Proposal 1: If NR supports the length of SFI indication is shorter than SFI monitoring period, for a slot not covered by SFI, UE follows semi-static configuration and dynamic scheduling.
3. Conclusions 
In this contribution, some remaining issues of group-common PDCCH for SFI are discussed with follow observations:
Observation 1: There is no necessity to support the length of a dynamically indicated SFI is shorter than SFI monitoring period.
Observation 2: Opt 2 is more straightforward from UE side and could avoid potential collision if the direction of RRC configured transmission for different UEs are conflicting on same symbols.
Proposal 1: If NR supports the length of SFI indication is shorter than SFI monitoring period, for a slot not covered by SFI, UE follows semi-static configuration and dynamic scheduling.
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