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Introduction
This document summarizes draft CRs related to DCI content and submitted under 7.1.3.
DCI size ambiguity

	R1-1906532
	Remaining issues on DCI size ambiguity of fallback DCI formats
	MediaTek



The same (or almost the same) issue was discussed at RAN1#96bis, where the following statement was captured in the chairman’s minutes:
Conclusion:
A UE is not expected to be configured to monitor a first PDCCH candidate for a DCI format 0_0 and a DCI format 1_0 from a CSS set and a second PDCCH candidate for a DCI format 0_1 and a DCI format 1_1 from a USS set in different CORESETs or in a same CORESET with index p, where p ≠ 0, on an active DL BWP, and
· the DCI formats 0_0/1_0 associated with the first PDCCH candidate and the DCI formats 0_1/1_1 associated with the second PDCCH candidate have same size, and
· the UE receives the first PDCCH candidate and the second PDCCH candidate over a same set of CCEs, and
· the first PDCCH candidate and the second PDCCH candidate have identical scrambling, and
· the DCI formats 0_0/1_0 for the first PDCCH candidate and the DCI formats 0_1/1_1 for the second PDCCH candidate have CRC scrambled by either C-RNTI, or MCS-C-RNTI, or CS-RNTI
No CR is necessary

At last meeting, there were also comments from some companies that we should stop capturing these type of statements in the chairman’s minutes.
Proposal: No CR is necessary.

DCI size for CBG with the number of MIMO layers >4

	R1-1907057
	Correction to the CBGI field size in the DCI format 1_1
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell



The draft CR propose to increase the number of CBGTI bits in case of two codewords (i.e. the number of MIMO layers is >4) in order to support up to 8 CBGs per codeword (which is the limit for single codeword case). However, it was agreed at RAN1#90bis to limit the number of CBGs per CW in case of two-CW transmission to at most 4, a restriction that is also captured in 38.331. Hence, the current specification is correct in this respect and there is no need for the CR.
Proposal: Reject the CR.

Editorial correction of parameter names
	R1-1907058
	Correction of the parameter name for SRS in DCI 0_1
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell



In 38.212, the parameter name SRS-setUse should be corrected to usage in SRS-ResourceSet to be consistent with 38.331. However, there is one more correction to be done as antenna switching should be antennaSwitching.
Proposal: Include the draft CR, as well as the change from  antenna switching to antennaSwitching, in the 38.212 alignment CR. 

DCI sizes in case of cross-carrier scheduling
	R1-1907059
	Correction to the DCI field interpretation in cross-carrier scheduling
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	R1-1907061
	Correction to the DCI size determination in cross-carrier scheduling
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell



In case of cross-carrier scheduling, it is not clear whether the PDCCH carrier or the PxSCH carrier determines the DCI field sizes and their interpretation. This draft CR clarifies that DCI fields are interpreted according to the PxSCH configuration of the scheduled cell. The draft CRs could be included in the alignment CRs as well, but for traceability reasons separate CRs might be preferred.
Proposal: 
· Adopt the draft CR for 38.212 (R1-1907059) with the change from “scheduled” to “scheduled cell” in the last line before section 7.3.1.0.
· Adopt the draft CR for 38.213 (R1-1907061)

DCI sizes for SUL
	R1-1907497
	Correction on DCI size alignment for SUL
	Huawei, HiSilicon



This is an update of the endorsed draft CR from Xian in R1-1905744 (although the change at the end of R1-1907497 is from Xian and not added in the revision in R1-1907497 as the color might suggest). The change is to clarify that the size after padding is used in the following steps when calculating the DCI size in case of SUL. This clarification seems unnecessary as it is not done for any other step where it is implicitly understood that the size after padding is used.
Proposal: Reject the CR.

Correction of DCI formats possible with TC-RNTI
	R1-1907685
	Correction on TC-RNTI in 38.214 with DCI format 0-1
	Ericsson


TC-RNTI is only supported with DCI format 0_0 and 1_0 in Rel-15, while the description in 38.214 includes TC-RNTI as one of possible RNTIs with DCI 0_1 which might cause confusion. The draft CR corrects this.
Proposal: Adopt the CR in R1-1907685.
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