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1	Introduction
In RAN1#94, text proposals have been adopted on MCS determination of PDSCH (including DL SPS). In RAN1#94bis, text proposals have been adopted on MCS determination of PUSCH (including UL configured grant).
In this contribution, we identify a few editorial changes to TS38.214.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
2.1	Minor Editorials
After checking the specifications, a few minor editorial corrections are found. The text proposal can be found in the attached draft CR [3].
A few editorials are related to the ‘MCS-C-RNTI’ naming.
Another issue in current version of specifications is related to correct reference on “PDSCH-Config”. It was found that in other sections of TS38.214 it is captured as “pdsch-Config” (in lower case). It’s noted that in TS38.214 Section 6.1.4.1, ‘pusch-Config’ is used. To make the specification consistent, we propose to adopt text proposals in the attached draft CR. Similar changes should be applied throughput all specifications.

[bookmark: _Toc529809016]Use consistent references to RRC IEs in RAN1 specifications, for example, use “pdsch-Config” (in lower case) always in stead of mixing in “PDSCH-Config”.

2.2	Clarifications Related to DL SPS
DL SPS is important for URLLC operation, especially when the DL traffic is periodic. It is found that descriptions are missing in 38.214 for basic DL SPS operation, including when UE should receive PDSCH related to DL SPS, and how to determine time domain resource assignment of DL SPS. Therefore it is necessary to adopt the text proposals in the attached draft CR [3].

[bookmark: _Toc529809017]Adopted the Text Proposals in the attached draft CR.

3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Use consistent references to RRC IEs in RAN1 specifications, for example, use “pdsch-Config” (in lower case) always in stead of mixing in “PDSCH-Config”.
Proposal 2	Adopted the Text Proposals in the attached draft CR.
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