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Introduction
For specifying the remaining details for adaptation to cross-slot scheduling, the FFS items, highlighted in blue color, in the following agreements should be discussed and decided:

Agreements:
To adapt the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for an active DL (UL) BWP, indication of the minimum applicable value is supported.
· FFS: Direct assignment of the minimum application value, indication of one value from one or multiple preconfigured or predetermined value(s), and/or implicit indication.
· FFS: How the indicated minimum applicable value is applied to the selection of a DL (UL) TDRA entry. Example directions include at least the following:
· Excluding the invalid TDRA entries
· Re-interpret the selected K0 (K2) value

Agreements:
When UE is indicated of the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for an active DL (UL) BWP, the application method to the selection of a DL (UL) TDRA entry is to be decided from:
· An entry in the active DL (UL) TDRA table with K0 (K2) value smaller than the indicated minimum is not expected by or not valid for the UE for the TDRA indication(s) 

Conclusion:
Companies are encouraged to check the following proposal for the application delay: 
For an active DL and an active UL BWP, when UE is indicated by L1-based signalling(s) in slot n to change the minimum applicable value(s) of K0 and/or K2, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable value(s) before slot  for K0, or slot  for K2, where 
· X = max(Y, Z)
· Y is the minimum applicable K0 value prior to the indicated change
· Z = [1]
· Z is the smallest feasible non-zero application delay that may depend on DL SCS 
· FFS: Z > 1 for 60kHz/120kHz SCS or multi-TRP
· FFS: Cross-carrier scheduling with different numerologies
· FFS: interruption time, if any

In addition to the above remaining issues, it is also necessary to take into account at least the following:
· Interaction with BWP switch
· Handling of A-SRS slot offset
· [More essential item(s) impacting specification completeness]

This contribution is to summarize companies’ views and the possible proposals for further discussions and decisions.


Indication Design Details
Carrier for the indication 
In RAN1#97, it was agreed in the 7.2.9.1 agenda item that PDCCH-based power saving channel should be used to carry signaling for the cross-slot scheduling feature:

	Agreements:
The indication of at least one power saving technique(s) is supported at least by the enhancement of existing scheduling DCI formats with additional field(s), if any, and/or repurposing the existing field(s), if identified, when UE is in the Active Time.     
· It applies to UE-specific search space.  
· It is FFS for the common search space.
· The at least one power saving technique(s) includes at least “Cross-slot scheduling”



Therefore we have the following proposal:

Agreements:
Scheduling DCI format(s), 1-1 and/or 0-1, to indicate the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for active DL (UL) BWP during Active Time is supported
· FFS: Whether and how other scheduling DCI format(s) during Active Time can be used
· FFS whether to have joint or separate indication for DL & UL





























[bookmark: _GoBack]Indication of the Minimum Applicable Values
Among the three possible methods for the indication of the minimum applicable K0 (K2) value, i.e.,
Alt 1: Direct assignment of the minimum application value 
Alt 2: Indication of one value from one or multiple preconfigured or predetermined value(s)
Alt 3: Implicit indication
it is observed, from Table 1, Alt 2 has the majority support. Consequently, the following proposal can be considered:


Agreements:
To adapt the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for an active DL (UL) BWP for the carrier where PDSCH(PUSCH) is transmitted, the following is supported:
· One or two RRC configured values for restriction to the active TDRA table 
· RRC configuration is per BWP 
· If there are one or two RRC configured values for a BWP, 1-bit indication to indicate one value from two candidate values
· For the case of one RRC configured value, the 1-bit indication further indicates whether or not there is no restriction to the active TDRA table

[bookmark: _Ref17854724]Agreements:
For an newly activated BWP without the 1-bit indication received in DCI for adapting the minimum applicable value of K0(K2) for the BWP when there are one or two RRC configured values for the BWP, e.g., due to BWP switching triggered by BWP timer expiration, etc., the value applied for the BWP is determined by (to down-select one of them):
· Option 1: No restriction if one value is RRC configured; The lowest-indexed RRC configure value if two values are RRC configured
· Option 2: The configured value if one value is RRC configured; The lowest-indexed RRC configured value if two values are RRC configured; 
· Option 3: No restriction 

Proposal 2: The 1-bit indication in DCI formats 1_1 (0_1) is always present when there is a RRC configured value for the restriction to the TDRA table in any configured DL (UL) BWP.

[bookmark: _Ref17633134]Table 1
	T-doc
	Proposal(s)
	Preference

	[1]
	“A set of the coupled combinations of (minimum K0, minimum K2) are assigned by RRC configuration. Either minimum K0 or minimum K2 adaptation is indicated, which is to be conveyed via DCI, the other minimum value, i.e. minimum K2 or minimum K0, shall be implicitly updated accordingly.”
	Alt 2
Alt 3

	[2]
	“If one BWP can be configured with more than 1 minimum K0/K2, L1 signaling without BWP framework need to be supported to enable/disable cross-slot/same-slot scheduling in the same BWP.”
	Alt 2

	[3]
	Proposal 2: It is proposed to indicate one value from one or multiple preconfigured or predetermined minimum value(s).
	Alt 2

	[4]
	[bookmark: _Ref7808724][bookmark: _Ref7811492][bookmark: _Ref16937931]Proposal 1: One or more multiple sets of minimum applicable values for K0 and K2 are configured for each DL BWP, and one set is specified as the default set.
	Alt 2

	[5]
	Proposal 2: A table including candidates of the minimum applicable values is predetermined by higher layer signalling or UE assistance information. The lowest entry is fixed as “default”.
	Alt 2

	[6]
	Proposal 1: To adapt the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for an active DL (UL) BWP, explicit indication of the minimum application value, indication of one value from one or multiple preconfigured or predetermined value(s) could be supported.
	Alt 1
Alt 2

	[7]
	“More than 1 bit is also possible, in order to dynamically select a cross-slot scheduling configuration, from a set of pre-configured configurations (i.e., set of minimum applicable values).”
	Alt 2

	[8]
	Proposal 2: One adding bit in DCI format 0_1 and 1_1 can be used to trigger the application of pre-configured minimum K0 and K2 value.
	Alt 2

	[9]
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK21]Proposal 4: To adapt the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for an active DL (UL) BWP, indication of one value from one or multiple preconfigured or predetermined value(s) is supported.
	Alt 2

	[11]
	Proposal 3:
· NR supports DCI to include an additional field of length X bits to indicate one row of minimum applicable value table which includes the pair of K0_min and K2_min values.  
· The value of X and minimum applicable value table is RRC configured. 
	Alt 2

	[13]
	Proposal 1: One value from predetermined values is indicated as the minimum applicable value of K0 (or K2).
	Alt 2

	[14]
	“In addition to number of DCI bits been used for Ks indication, each indication state may need to be associated with exacted k0 and k2 values. The configuration of states for indication should be done by RRC signalling.”
	Alt 2

	[15]
	Proposal 2: L1 signaling can explicitly indicate the selection of a minimum scheduling offset value within the list for the active DL (or UL) BWP. The selection can be indicated by an index corresponding to one of the candidate values in the list for the active DL (or UL) BWP
	Alt 2

	[16]
	Proposal 1: Indication of one value from one or multiple preconfigured values is supported.
	Alt 2

	[17]
	Proposal 2: K0_min/K2_min value is explicitly signaled from a set of configured values.
· The configured K0_min/K2_min values are determined based on UE capability.
	Alt 2





Joint or Separated Indication
In Proposal 1, the indication to the minimum applicable K0 (K2) value is to select one preconfigured number for an active DL (UL) BWP. To adapt both, joint indication or separated indications should be further decided. In Table 2 summarizing companies’ views, joint indication has majority support for its reduced signalling overhead. Consequently, the following proposals can be considered:

Proposal 1: The 1-bit indication in DCI format 1_1 or format 0_1 is used to jointly determine the minimum applicable K0 for the active DL BWP and the minimum applicable K2 value for the active UL BWP, which are to be applied at least after the application delay.
· The 1-bit indication is always present when there is a RRC configured value for the restriction to the TDRA table in any configured DL or UL BWP. 


[bookmark: _Ref17633202]Table 2
	T-doc
	Proposal(s)
	Support

	[1]
	Proposal 1: The value of minimum K0 and minimum K2 are configured through different RRC parameters, and the combination of (minimum K0, minimum K2) are jointly indicated.

	Joint indication

	[4]
	[bookmark: _Ref7811503][bookmark: _Ref16937945]Proposal 2: If the set index is indicated via DL scheduling DCI, the corresponding minimum applicable values for K0 and K2 are applied to active DL and UL BWPs.

	Joint indication

	[5]
	Proposal 1: A unified value for minimum applicable value, Kmin, is indicated to the UE.

	Joint indication

	[8]
	Proposal 1: The minimum K0 and K2 should be indicated in one DCI jointly and applied to DL and UL scheduling respectively.
	Joint indication

	[9]
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK26][bookmark: OLE_LINK29]Proposal 5: To adapt the minimum applicable value of K0 and K2 separately, different DCI format can be used.

	Separated indication

	[11]
	Proposal 3:
· NR supports DCI to include an additional field of length X bits to indicate one row of minimum applicable value table which includes the pair of K0_min and K2_min values.  
· The value of X and minimum applicable value table is RRC configured. 

	Joint indication

	[14]
	Proposal 4: To accommodate more cases of power saving, minimum k0 and k2 can be independently combined by RRC configuration.

	Joint indication

	[16]
	“Hence, it should be possible for the network to configure multiple sets (e.g. [{K0a,K2a},{K0b,K2b},…]), which could be then indicated/activated to the UE via DCI.”
	Joint indication

	[17]
	We support separate indication of minimum applicable K 0 (K0_min) and K2 (K2_min) values to avoid specifying various pairs of (K0_min, K2_min), especially if there are more than 2 preconfigured/predetermined values for K0_min and K2_min.
	Separate indication




Indication Regarding A-SRS Slot Offset
More discussions on A-SRS regarding cross-slot scheduling are observed in this meeting. Table 3 captures companies’ views, and related specification can be further discussed during meeting offline.
		
[bookmark: _Ref17627184]Table 3
	T-doc
	Proposal(s)

	[1]
	Proposal 5: For non-codebook SRS transmission, support the offset of CSI-RS resource associated with the aperiodic SRS to be set to the minimum applicable K0.

	[3]
	Proposal 7: Adding a parameter to denote the offset between the CSI-RS resource associated with aperiodic SRS and the DCI triggering SRS, and the parameter can be set to a non-zero value.

	[4]
	Proposal 7: To adapt the minimum applicable value of the aperiodic SRS slot offset for an active UL BWP, implicit indication by defining the minimum applicable value the same as the minimum applicable K2 value when indicated is supported.

	[10]
	Proposal 2: Adaptation of the minimum applicable value of the aperiodic SRS triggering offset is supported.
Proposal 3: The minimum applicable value of the aperiodic SRS triggering offset is determined implicitly from the minimum applicable value of K2.
Proposal 4: Add aperiodic SRS triggering offset to the list in Proposal 1 (if Proposal 2 is agreed).

	[15]
	Observation 5: A-SRS triggering offset was an omission during cross-slot scheduling study item. The design objectives and principles concluded from the study item are sufficient to identify that the omission can be a problem for the cross-slot scheduling power saving feature, and give the direction for how to resolve it.
Observation 6: The specification work to extend minimum applicable value signaling to A-SRS triggering offset is straight-forward. If minimum applicable value signaling does not apply to A-SRS triggering offset, it should be considered a “bug” for the feature, despite some ways to work around the issue may exist. 3GPP should not knowingly introduce a “bug” to a feature especially when it is still early in the specification phase.


	[16]
	Proposal 6: Support applying dynamically adapted minimum scheduling for A-SRS.
Observation 2: Straightforward solution would be where the UE determines minimum scheduling offset for A-SRS resource set being indicated minimum applicable value + the configured slot offset. 

	[17]
	Proposal 9: K2_min is the minimum applicable A-SRS triggering offset. The triggered SRS is not transmitted if the corresponding slotOffset parameter is smaller than K2_min.

Alternatively,

“to adapt the minimum applicable value of aperiodic SRS triggering offset for an active UL BWP, implicit indication by defining the minimum applicable value to be the larger of the minimum applicable K2 value (K2_min) when indicated and the corresponding RRC parameter slotOffset.”


[bookmark: _Ref7811545]Specification for Cross-Slot Scheduling Adaptation
Specification for the application delay 
In RAN1 #98 meeting, the following conclusion is agreed for further specification:

	Companies are encouraged to check the following proposal for the application delay: 
For an active DL and an active UL BWP, when UE is indicated by L1-based signalling(s) in slot n to change the minimum applicable value(s) of K0 and/or K2, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable value(s) before slot  for K0, or slot  for K2, where 
· X = max(Y, Z)
· Y is the minimum applicable K0 value prior to the indicated change
· Z = [1]
· Z is the smallest feasible non-zero application delay that may depend on DL SCS 
· FFS: Z > 1 for 60kHz/120kHz SCS or multi-TRP
· FFS: Cross-carrier scheduling with different numerologies
· FFS: interruption time, if any





In Table 4, there summarizes companies’ views on the application delay. The following proposal can be further discussed:
[bookmark: _Ref17633678]
[bookmark: _Ref17813939]Proposal 3: For an active DL and/or an active UL BWP, after UE is indicated to change the minimum applicable values of K0 and/or K2 and before the change indication takes effect,
· UE can be scheduled data with restriction based on current active minimum applicable values of K0 and/or K2
· UE is not expected to be indicated the 1-bit indication different from the previously indicated value during the application delay 












[bookmark: _Ref17813872]Proposal 4: For an active DL and/or an active UL BWP, when UE is indicated in slot n to change the minimum applicable values of K0 and/or K2, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable values earlier than slot  for K0 and/or slot  for K2, where 
· X = max(Y, Z)
· Y is the minimum applicable K0 value prior to the indicated change
· Z, presenting the smallest feasible non-zero application delay, is (1, 1, [2], [2]) for DL SCS of (15, 30, 60, 120) KHz, respectively
· FFS: Upper bound on application delay

[bookmark: _Ref17633335]
Table 4
	T-doc
	Proposal(s)
	Z values;

Interruption?

	[1]
	Proposal 4: For the scenario without cross-BWP or cross-carrier scheduling, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable K0/K2 value before slot n+X for K0 or K2, with X=max(Y, Z), where Y is the minimum K0 or K2 prior to the DCI-indicated value change, respectively, and Z is listed in the following Table.
	
	Z

	0
	1

	1
	1

	2
	2

	3
	2


Proposal 7: For the scenario with BWP switching enabled, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable K0/K2 value before slot  for K0, or slot  for K2, where X is defined the same as the scenario without BWP switching, and / represent the subcarrier spacing of the target DL/UL BWP.

	(1,1,2,2);

N/A

	[2]
	Proposal 2: Send LS to RAN4 to shorten the interruption time by BWP switching if RF related parameters e.g., SCS, center frequency and bandwidth remain the same before and after BWP switching. 
Proposal 8:
For an active DL and an active UL BWP, when UE is indicated by L1-based signalling(s) in slot n for scheduling cell to change the minimum applicable value(s) of K0 and/or K2, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable value(s) before slot 𝑛’ for K0 on scheduled cell, or slot  𝑛’’ for K2 on scheduled cell, 

[image: ]
where,
· X = max(Y, Z)
· Y is the minimum applicable K0/K2 value prior to the indicated change
· Z = [2] for [SCS=120k] and [1] for other SCS for [DL and UL]
· W is the symbol index of PDCCH in the slot

	(1, 1, 1, 2) 
w/ modified formula;

N/A

	[3]
	Proposal 4: We prefer to configure the application delay different according to the relationship of latest minimum value and new minimum value.
- For a larger minimum value change to a smaller minimum value, the application delay is 0 slot.
-For a smaller minimum value change to a larger minimum value,the application delay is 2 slots.
Proposal 5: For a DCI which indicate a BWP switching and a new minimum value, the delay for minimum value and BWP switching should be max{application delay of minimum value, BWP switching delay}.

	(0, 0, 0, 0) for larger to smaller minimum
(2, 2, 2, 2) for smaller to larger minimum;

N/A

	[4]
	Proposal 4: For the smallest feasible non-zero application delay, i.e., Z value, the following numbers depending on DL SCS are suggested:
	 (SCS = )
	NR Slot length (ms)
	Z value (in unit of slot)

	0
	1
	1

	1
	0.5
	1

	2
	0.25
	2

	3
	0.125
	2


Proposal 5: There is no data interruption time for the adaptation to cross-slot scheduling.
	(1, 1, 2, 2);

No interruption

	[5]
	Proposal 6: The application delay takes into account at least following aspects
· Minimum application delay(Tmin)
· Maximum application delay (Tmax)
· Additional application delay (d0)

Proposal 7: When a UE is indicated by L1-based signalling(s) in slot n to change the minimum applicable value(s) of K0/K2, the UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable value(s) before slot n’ for K0/K2, where
[image: ]
	

	[6]
	Proposal 2: Z value could be configured as (1,1,2,4)slots for SCS(15KHz, 30KHz, 60KHz, 120KHz).
Proposal 5: minimum application value could be considered BWP switching latency. 
	(1, 1, 2, 4);

N/A

	[9]
	Proposal 1: For 60KHz PDCCH SCS, the smallest feasible non-zero application delay should be 2 slots.
Proposal 2: For 120KHz PDCCH SCS, the smallest feasible non-zero application delay should be 3 slots.
Proposal 3: It is necessary to introduce an interruption time for adaptation of the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2), and the duration of interruption time should less than the application delay.
	(1, 1, 2, 3);

With interruption

	[11]
	Proposal 1: The application delay of new minimum K0 is given as max(1, K0_min), where K0_min is the current minimum applicable value of K0.
Proposal 2: The application delay of new minimum K2 is given as max(1, K0_min), where K0_min is the current minimum applicable value of K0.
	(1, 1, 1, 1);

N/A

	[12]
	Proposal 5: No interruption time is required for switching period between cross-slot state and no cross slot state and vice-versa.
	N/A

No interruption

	[15]
	Observation 7: There is no need to introduce an explicit interruption time for minimum scheduling offset change.
Proposal 9: Discuss whether to use a scheduling DCI for minimum scheduling offset change indication. Discuss whether to support simultaneous indication of minimum scheduling offset change and indication of BWP switch.
Proposal 10: For the conclusion on the application delay for minimum scheduling offset change indication, replace the numerology conversion term with . For cross-carrier scheduling, only the numerology of the BWP on the scheduled carrier is considered.
	No
interruption

	[16]
	Proposal 8: Change of the minimum applicable value(s) does not introduce any interruption time. 
Proposal 9: Support conclusion with Z=1 at least for 15, 30 and 60 kHz SCS.

	(1, 1, 1, 2);

No interruption

	[17]
	Proposal 4: Assuming few symbols for change of power state, Z<=2 for 60KHz/120KHz SCS.

	(1,1,2,2)


Impact to BWP Switch Delay
Since the minimum applicable K0 and/or K2 values can be adjusted via BWP switch, BWP switch delay for the switch with difference only in DL/UL TDRA table and/or aperiodic CRS-RS triggering offset should be consistent with the decided application delay. In particular, the following proposal can be considered:

[bookmark: _Ref17633686]Proposal 5: An LS to RAN4 to request feedback on the feasibility and specification for: 
· Applying shorter BWP switch delay and/or interruption time for DCI-based BWP switch with difference only in baseband related parameters, e.g., DL/UL TDRA table, aperiodic CSI-RS triggering offset and/or SS monitoring periodicity for power saving purpose
· Extending BWP switch delay if the switch indication is received when UE assumes cross-slot scheduling
Table 5
	T-doc
	Proposal(s)
	Impact

	[1]
	Proposal 7: For the scenario with BWP switching enabled, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum applicable K0/K2 value before slot  for K0, or slot  for K2, where X is defined the same as the scenario without BWP switching, and / represent the subcarrier spacing of the target DL/UL BWP.

	Lower bound to BWP switch delay

	[2]
	Proposal 2: Send LS to RAN4 to shorten the interruption time by BWP switching if RF related parameters e.g., SCS, center frequency and bandwidth remain the same before and after BWP switching. 
	Lower value to BWP switch delay

	[3]
	Proposal 5: For a DCI which indicate a BWP switching and a new minimum value, the delay for minimum value and BWP switching should be max{application delay of minimum value, BWP switching delay}.

	Lower bound to BWP switch delay

	[6]
	Proposal 2: Z value could be configured as (1,1,2,4)slots for SCS(15KHz, 30KHz, 60KHz, 120KHz).
Proposal 5: minimum application value could be considered BWP switching latency. 

	Lower value to BWP switch delay

	[15]
	Proposal 6: It should be clarified that the Rel-15 BWP switch delay values are determined assuming same-slot scheduling is supported (i.e. minimum k0 = 0). When the cross-slot scheduling adaptation feature is supported, the overall BWP switch delay needs to be extended by the smallest between the minimum k0 and minimum k2 for the current active BWP.
Proposal 7: If it is agreed that cross-slot scheduling should have impact to the BWP switch delay, send LS to RAN4 to inform them of the impact, and suggest potential spec change.
Proposal 8: The minimum scheduling offset for the currently active BWP should be satisfied by both intra-BWP scheduling as well as cross-BWP scheduling.

	Larger BWP switch delay if switch indication is received when UE assume cross-slot scheduling




More Joint Consideration with BWP Switch

Proposal 6: For BWP switching, the minimum applicable value for k0 (k2) for the source (i.e. currently active) BWP should be applied for the k0 (k2) indicated in the cross-BWP scheduling DCI. For the case that the numerology of the source BWP and the numerology of target BWP are different, the minimum applicable value should be converted to the numerology of the target BWP and applied for the k0 (k2) indicated in the cross-BWP scheduling DCI.
· FFS: details on conversion



Other Considerations

Placeholder for further discussions



 Summary

Agreements:
Scheduling DCI format(s), 1-1 and/or 0-1, to indicate the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for active DL (UL) BWP during Active Time is supported
· FFS: Whether and how other scheduling DCI format(s) during Active Time can be used
· FFS whether to have joint or separate indication for DL & UL

Agreements:
To adapt the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for an active DL (UL) BWP for the carrier where PDSCH(PUSCH) is transmitted, the following is supported:
· One or two RRC configured values for restriction to the active TDRA table 
· RRC configuration is per BWP 
· If there are one or two RRC configured values for a BWP, 1-bit indication to indicate one value from two candidate values
· For the case of one RRC configured value, the 1-bit indication further indicates whether or not there is no restriction to the active TDRA table

Agreements:
For an activated BWP without the 1-bit indication received in DCI for adapting the minimum applicable value of K0(K2) for the BWP when there are one or two RRC configured values for the BWP, e.g., due to BWP switching triggered by BWP timer expiration, etc., the value applied for the BWP is determined by (to down-select one of them):
· Option 1: No restriction if one value is RRC configured; The lowest-indexed RRC configure value if two values are RRC configured
· Option 2: The configured value if one value is RRC configured; The lowest-indexed RRC configured value if two values are RRC configured; 
· Option 3: No restriction 
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FFS: Direct assignment of the minimum application value, indication of one value from one or 


multiple preconfigured or predetermined value(


s), and/or implicit indication.


 


·


 


FFS: How the indicated minimum applicable value is applied to the selection of a DL (UL) 


TDRA entry. Example directions include at least the following:


 


o


 


Excluding the invalid TDRA entries


 


o


 


Re


-


interpret the selected K0 (K2) val


ue


 


 


Agreements


:


 


When UE is indicated of the minimum applicable value of K0 (K2) for an active DL (UL) BWP, the 


application method to the selection of a DL (UL) TDRA entry is to be decided from:


 


·


 


An entry in the active DL (UL) TDRA table with K0 (K2) value s


maller than the indicated minimum 


is not expected by or not valid for the UE for the TDRA indication(s) 


 


 


Conclusion


:


 


Companies are encouraged to check the following proposal for the application delay: 


 


For an active DL and an active UL BWP, 


when UE is ind


icated by L1


-


based


 


signalling(s) 


in slot n 


to change 


the minimum applicable value(s) of K0 and/or K2, UE is not expected to apply the new indicated minimum 


applicable value(s) before slot 


 


for K0, or slot 


 


for K2


, where 


 


·


 


X = max(Y


, Z)


 


·


 


Y is the minimum applicable K0 value prior to the indicated change


 


·


 


Z = [1]


 


o


 


Z is the smallest feasible non


-


zero application delay that may depend on DL SCS 


 


o


 


FFS: Z > 1 for 60kHz/120kHz SCS or multi


-


TRP


 


·


 


FFS: Cross


-


carrier scheduling with different numer


ologies


 


·


 


FFS: interruption time, if any


 


 


In addition to the above remaining issues, it is 


also 


necessary to 


take into account at least the following:


 


·


 


Interaction with BWP switch


 


·


 


Handling of A


-


SRS slot offset


 


·


 


[More essential item(s) impacting specification c


ompleteness]


 


 


This contribution is to summarize companies’ views and the possible proposals for 


further discussions and 


decisions.
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