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	Reason for change:
	The following agreement from RAN1 #92 states that if a CORESET does not have enough CCEs even for a single PDCCH candidate of an aggregation level, the UE does not monitor any candidate of the aggregation level. The intent was to specify UE behavior when the number of PDCCH candidates and the set of aggregation levels are hard coded in the specification (i.e., Table 10.1-1 in TS 38.213). However, the agreement itself is not limited to the case of Table 10.1-1 in TS 38.213. Therefore, it should be considered as a valid configuration when aggregation levels are explicitly configured by the network and the CORESET is not large enough to accommodate one candidate of the aggregation level. This agreement is not captured in the latest specification.
Agreements:
· To adopt the TP for TS38.213 Section 10.1
· [bookmark: _Hlk507956529]Also add one sentence in the spec saying “when the number of REGs is not sufficient for a given aggregation level, the UE is not required to monitor candidates of the given aggregation level”
· Up to spec editor for final wording

	
	

	Summary of change:
	Capture the missing agreement in TS 38.213.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	UE behaviour is not clear if it only follows the specification but not the agreement.
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	Other comments:
	Isolated impact analysis:
[bookmark: _GoBack]The gNB implementing this CR can interoperate with UEs that had not implemented this CR by not transmitting PDCCH that cannot be fit in the available CCEs. 




-----------Text Proposal for 38.213 Subclause 10.1--------
[bookmark: _Toc535263205][bookmark: _Ref491451763][bookmark: _Ref491466492]10.1	UE procedure for determining physical downlink control channel assignment 

<<<Unchanged Part Omitted>>>

A UE does not expect to monitor PDCCH candidates on an active DL BWP of a secondary cell if the UE is configured to monitor PDCCH candidates with carrier indicator field corresponding to that secondary cell in another serving cell. For the active DL BWP of a serving cell on which the UE monitors PDCCH candidates, the UE monitors PDCCH candidates at least for the same serving cell. 
A UE is not required to monitor any PDCCH candidate of an aggregation level in a search space set associated with a CORESET, if the number of REGs configured in the CORESET is not sufficient for one PDCCH candidate of the aggregation level.

<<<Unchanged Part Omitted>>>

-----------End of Text Proposal--------

