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=== Other sections omitted ===

10.4.1.3.1.1
Corrections to L1 Parameters (except CSI-RS)
Offline discussions of this session shall use the numbers 8xx.
RACH

R2-1807471
CR on RACH configuration; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

-
ZTE thinks that we still need this field to allow UEs to interpret the RAR correctly. We introduced it when we introduced the SI request. Nokia thinks it seems safer to keep the field and set it as intended. Better than introducing a new error now. 

=>
First change is not agreed

=>
Second change: Add to field description: "If absent, the UE applies the SCS as derived from the prach-ConfigurationIndex in RACH-ConfigGeneric (see 38.211, section XXX)."
Make the field OPTIONAL as suggested in the CR. 

=>
The change will be incorporated into the rapporteur CR
R2-1807502
Correction on value range of preambleReceivedTargetPower; NTT DOCOMO INC.; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Change the range to -202 to -60. 
=>
The change will be incorporated into the rapporteur CR
R2-1807969
Discusssion on ASN.1 for prioritized RACH; Huawei, HiSilicon; discussion; available; Rel-15; 

-
Ericsson and Nokia think that it would be dedicated UE specific signalling. Huawei thinks that the UP session has not agreed that yet. Apple thinks that it never applies to IDLE UEs and hence should not be in RACH-ConfigCommon.

=>
rename the current RACH-ConfigDedicated to RACH-ContentionFree (think about better name)

=>
Introduce a RACH-ConfigDedicated in the UL BWP Dedicated IE. 
=>
Put the two parameters powerRampingStepHp and backoffmultiplier in the new RACH-ConfigDedicated. Adopt parameter ranges as agreed in UP session for prioritized RACH. 

=>
The change will be incorporated into the rapporteur CR

=>
Proposal 3 not agreed. 

=>
Proposal 1 to be discussed in the UP session. 
R2-1807966
Corrections in 38331 for RA prioritization; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Noted (rapporteur will implement prioritized RACH as agreed above)
R2-1807698
Discussion on the RACH threshold for SUL selection; Vodafone Group Plc; discussion; available; 
[Moved from 10.4.1.3.1 to 10.4.1.3.1.1]

-
Ericsson thinks that the NW could configure the combination of one UL and one DL carrier in different bands without the "SUL functionality" in RRC. Only if the NW intends to configure UEs with two UL carriers for a single DL carrier, the RRC signalling for SUL (supplementaryUplinkConfig) is needed. ZTE tends to agree but believes that RAN4 does not support such combinations. Vodafone thinks that RAN4 intends to support this but may (falsely) assume that there is lack of support in RAN2. Vodafone would like to inform RAN4 if it wors as Ericsson suggested above. Nokia and DCM tend to agree with Ericsson but would like to check a bit more carefully. Huawei also agrees that the signalling supports it as Ericsson described but is not sure that RAN4 supports it. Nokia thinks that that is a RAN4 issue that we don't need to discuss here. ZTE thinks that there could be technical issues for RAN4 and RAN1. Vodafone only wants to understand here whether we have any signalling restrictions. 
=>
[Offline#800] Supporting UL and DL carriers in different bands: Check further the signalling. (Vodafone)

-
After offline discussions Vodafone reports that currently the condition for uplinkConfig may be misinterpreted as that the UL and DL carrier must belong to the same band. Vodafone thinks we could clarify in the condition that "The uplink carrier may be in the same or a different band than the DL carrier". Nokia thinks that we don't have to make such additions now since such combinations will anyway only be supported in Rel-16. Vodafone thinks that band combiantions should be release independent. Vodafone thinks that the signalling is currently. Ericsson sees no need to change the condition since it does not in any way restrict that they have to be from the same band. 

=>
RAN2 has the understanding that the current RRC signalling would support configuring a serving cell with one downlink and one uplink carrier on different bands using the fields frequencyInfoDL and the uplinkConfigCommon=>frequencyInfoUL in ServingCellConfigCommon. It is up to RAN4 whether they intend to define such band combinations or whether there are any non-signalling related problems. 
R2-1808322
RACH configuration and BWPs; ZTE Corporation; discussion; reserved; Rel-15; 38.331; 
[Late]
	Agreements
1a
The NW should configure SSB-based RA (and then RACH-ConfigCommon) only for UL BWPs if the linked DL BWPs allows the UE to acquire the SSB associated to the serving cell (as agreed already for beam management).

2
In PDCCH-ConfigCommon, besides CORESET#0, the other common CORESET may have a ControlResourceSetId different from 1 (i.e. it can be BWP-specific). => Requires a change to the field description in PDCCH-ConfigCommon 
3
RACH-ConfigDedicated (now called RACH-ContentionFree) should be linked to the first active BWP. => Should be clarified in the field description of the rach-ConfigDedicated in reconfigurationWithSync. 



R2-1808281
CR on 38.331 clarification of RACH threshold for SUL selection; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Not agreed
PDCCH - Control Resource Sets and Search Spaces

Related LS on SearchSpace from RAN1 (discussed in main room): R2-1807819: LS on PDCCH common search space configurations (R1-1805440; contact: NTT DOCOMO); RAN1; LS in; available; Rel-15; RAN2;
R2-1807466
Discussion on PDCCH common configuration; Huawei, HiSilicon; discussion; available; Rel-15; 

-

R2-1807608
Correction for CSS and CORESET configuration in reconfigurationWithSync; vivo; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

-

R2-1806895
PDCCH CSS for initial access and HO/SCG change; NTT DOCOMO, INC.; discussion; related to LSin R2-1807819 from RAN1; available; Rel-15; 
-


Discussion:

Duration field in SearchSpace

-
DCM explains that the SearchSpace has currently only a duration of one slot. Since the UE must acquire RAR in several subsequent slots, one would have to configure several subsequent SearchSpaces (in time domain) to cover all beams and the entire RAR Window. Alternatively, we can define a duration in the SearchSpace.
	Agreements
1
Introduce a new field for controlResourceSetZero (in PDCCH-ConfigCommon) as an INTEGER (0..15). The values are interpreted like the corresponding bits in MIB pdcch-ConfigSIB1. Add a condition that this field may only be configured in the initial BWP (BWP#0). Clarify that "The UE acquires CORESET#0 irrespective of the currently active BWP as described in 38.xxx, section x.x.x)
(other CORESETs are configured as defined currently). 

2
Introduce a new field for searchSpaceZero (in PDCCH-ConfigCommon) as an INTEGER (0..15). The values are interpreted like the corresponding bits in MIB pdcch-ConfigSIB1. Add a condition that this field may only be configured in the initial BWP (BWP#0). Clarify that "The UE acquires SearchSpaceZero irrespective of the currently active BWP as described in 38.xxx, section x.x.x)
3
For other search spaces: Add a "duration" to the SearchSpace. The "duration" defines the number of slots that a SearchSpace lasts in every occasion (at every period as given in the periodicityAndOffset). If the field is absent, the duration is 1 slot (as it was so far). The duration is in the range 2..periodicity-1 (periodicity as given in the monitoringSlotPeriodicityAndOffset).
3a
Add the missing periodicities as described in R2-1806895

4
Consider splitting the definition of the field pdcch-ConfigSIB1 in MIB into CORESET and SearchSpace if that is OK for RAN1




=>
Ask RAN1 whether tci-StatesPDCCH is ignored during the RA procedure (for BFR it seems already clear). Or should the tci-StatesPDCCH have been in the SearchSpace (e.g. if it is meant to be used for USS only and not for CSS)? Check whether CORESET#0 is supposed to be configurable dedicatedly with a TCI-state. Ask RAN1 whether those aspects are clear from the RAN1 spec (and if so, in which sections). Otherwise, ask RAN1 to guide RAN2 how to clarify this in the RRC spec. 
=>
Ask RAN1 whether it is allowed to configure UEs with CSI-RS based RA and send the RAR on CORESET#0 (associated with SSBs). 
=>
[Offline#801] A draft reply LS on PDCCH common search space configurations (in reply to R2-1807819) may be provided in R2-1808926 (DCM)

R2-1808926
draft reply LS on PDCCH common search space configurations

=>
[Offline#801] A draft reply LS on PDCCH common search space configurations (in reply to R2-1807819) may be provided in R2-1808928 (DCM)

R2-1808928
draft reply LS on PDCCH common search space configurations, to RAN1, contact: DCM
Draft to be discussed and finally approved in main session. => Done
R2-1806896
Corrections to PDCCH-ConfigCommon and SearchSpace; NTT DOCOMO, INC.; draftCR; pCR to implement proposals in R2-1806895; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
R2-1806955
Corrections on the CORSET configuration; OPPO; CR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 0083; F; 
R2-1807467
CR on PDCCH configuration; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
R2-1807468
CR on Search space; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

R2-1807724
Clarification on CORESET configuration; vivo; discussion; available; Rel-15; 
R2-1807725
Misalignment for common search space in PDCCH-configCommon and the MIB; vivo; discussion; available; Rel-15; 
R2-1807726
Correction on misalignment for CSS; vivo; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
R2-1806784
Clarifications to CORESET and CSS configuration in NR; Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell; discussion; reserved; Rel-15; 
[Late]

PxxCH - Other aspects
R2-1807994
Corrections to PxxCH configuration; Ericsson; NTT DOCOMO, INC.; draftCR; available; R2-1806200; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 

=>
The changes are agreed and will be implemented in the running CR. 
R2-1808102
Correction on rate matching; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
-
Ericsson thinks that these groups define the code points for triggering certain groups of rate match patterns by DCI. If so, it should be sufficient to define the groups on BWP level, i.e. where the PDCCH is configured. 
· =>
[CB] Can check offline and come back. (should the UE apply the union of the groups defined on cell and BWP level? Or must the NW ensure that a group1/group2 is only configured either on cell or BWP level?
R2-1808273
CR on definition of dci-Format0-0-AndFormat1-0; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Not agreed
R2-1808293
Corrections for UL cross carrier indication; Samsung Electronics; draftCR; pCR to implement LS from RAN1 of R2-1806668, R1-1805627; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 

-
Huawei thinks that the BWP ID is only needed for NZP-CSI-RS-Resources (not for SSB and maybe not for SRS). Samsung thinks that the BWPs could be contained in several BWPs. Huawei clarifies that the SSB is not configured in the BWP. Ericsson agrees with Huawei that the SSB is a property of the cell and not of the BWP. 
	Agreements
For both cases...

1
Add the servingCellId as OPTIONAL field. Need S, where absence means that the UE uses the reference signal from the same serving cell. 
2
Add the uplinkBandwidthPartId to the SRS (as a SEQUENCE inside the CHOICE).




-
QC suggests to correct some fields in PUSCH-Config: 

	Agreements
1
Make the fields codebookSubset and maxRank OPTIONAL with "Cond codebookBased". Condition defined as "The field is mandatory present if txConfig is set to codebook and absent otherwise."


-
Nokia proposes to add a field in PDCCH-Config to explicitly configure whether the UE shall follow the DCI bit for BWP-switching. Nokia clarifies that RAN1 suggested that this is was requested by RAN1. Intel thinks that this is not needed if one configures just one BWP. Ericsson supports that we add this to clarify the case where the NW configures e.g. initial BWP and one additional BWP but does not intend to use the dynamic switching. 
=>
Can discuss further. 

Slot Format Indicator:
R2-1808604
Limit the size of the UE-specific SFI table; MediaTek Inc.; CR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 0109; F; 
	Agreements
1
Clarify in the field description for slotFormatCombinations that "The total number of slotFormats in the slotFormatCombinations list does not exceed 512."

2
Change maxNrofSlotFormatCombinationsPerSet to 512




=>
Can come back if offline discussion with RAN1 reveals that there is a strong need for sticking to 4096.
R2-1808305
CR on 38.331 for configuration of slotFormatIndicator; Qualcomm Incorporated; CR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 0103; F; 

=>
Add an intermediate IE "pdcch-ServingCellConfig" in ServingCellConfig and move the SFI into that one. 

=>
With that change the changes proposed in the CR are agreed and will be implemented in the running CR. 
R2-1807566
Corrections to PDCCH Configurations; CATT; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Changes 2 and 3 are agreed. 
=>
Change the pdcch-DMRS-ScramblingID to INTEGER (0..65535)

=>
The changes will be implemented into the running CR. 
R2-1808277
Correction on PDCCH-DMR-ScramlingID configuration; Huawei, HiSilicon; discussion; available; Rel-15; 

R2-1808278
CR on 38.331 Correction on pdcch-DMRS-ScramblingID; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

ServingCellConfig

TA-Offset:
R2-1807470
CR on TA offset; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
Change the value of the field n-TimingAdvanceOffset from 25560 to 25600
=>
This change will be included in the running CR.

=>
Other changes of this CR are not agreed. 

Bandwidth Part Activation by RRC:

R2-1808587
CR on BWP configuration and procedure; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

-
Intel thinks that BWP switching without sync would cause timing ambiguity. ZTE thinks that we would have to define in which BWP the UE sends the RRCReconfigurationComplete. Nokia assumes it would send it in the new BWP but agrees that it is not clear from the spec. Sony wonders whether the DCI bit for switching could also appear. Ericsson thinks that the reconfiguration with sync avoids the timing ambiguity. 
=>
For SpCells, we will not support the first active in an RRCReconfiguration without sync. 
Initial BWP properties:

R2-1807469
CR on BWP bandwidth and location; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Covered by discussion on how to configure BWPs (DCM)
R2-1808238
BWP activation for SCell; ITRI; discussion; available; 

=>
In firstActiveUplinkBWP-Id and firstActiveDownlinkBWP-Id change ""FFS: default BWP" to " initial BWP".

=>
This change will be implemented in the running CR
FrequencyInfoDL/UL

R2-1807993
Corrections to FrequencyInfoDL and FrequencyInfoUL; Ericsson; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 
=>
The changes are agreed and will be implemented in the running CR. 
R2-1807964
Corrections in 38331 for the reference signals; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
 Clarify for ssb-PositionsInBurst that "The field is absent when absoluteFrequencySSB is absent and present otherwise." (add as ASN.1 condition)
=>
Change 1 and change 3 are agreed. 

=>
These changes are agreed and will be implemented in the running CR. 
R2-1807963
Discussion on the ASN.1 for the reference signals; Huawei, HiSilicon; discussion; available; Rel-15; 
TDD-UL-DL-Config

R2-1807996
Corrections to TDD-UL-DL configuration; Ericsson; NTT DOCOMO, INC.; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 
=>
Changes are agreed and will be implemented in the running CR.
R2-1808505
CR on slot number in TDD configuration and slot length; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
The change on TDD-UL-DL-Config is agreed and will be implemented in the running CR. 
RLM, RLF

R2-1807434
CR for the configuration of RadioLinkMonitoringConfig; ZTE Corporation; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
-
Ericsson thinks that a change of reference signal should not reset timers and counters. If the signal became worse than the previous it is actually better to trigger the failure quickly. If the signal is better than the previous, no failure will be declared anyway. 

=>
ZTE can come back next meeting if they see more need for alignment. 

=>
Not agreed
R2-1807610
Correction for RLM and BFD configuration; vivo; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
Put the second change (serving cell config) into the procedural text. 

=>
Changes will be implemented in the running CR
R2-1807961
Discussion on BFR-config for SCell-BFR; Huawei, HiSilicon; discussion; available; Rel-15; 
-
VIVO and CATT think that the UP session has discussed this but not decided where to transmit the RA Msg1 or Msg2. CATT would prefer sending the Msg1 and Msg2 in the SCell. CATT thinks that BFR on SCell would only work with CF. Huawei confirms that this was agreed in the UP session. CATT thinks that we asked RAN1 only about flavours where the Msg1 is sent on the SCell. 
-
Ericsson, DCM, Nokia, ZTE, OPPO and Intel think that we should not support BFR on SCells. QC and Huawei see some need of it.
=>
Working assumption from CP Breakout-Room (to be taken into account by UP room): BFR on SCells is not supported. 

R2-1807962
Corrections for 38331 for BFR on SCells; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
R2-1808076
CR on beam failure detection; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
R2-1808077
CR on candidateBeamThreshold; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
R2-1808176
CR on beam failure recovery timer; InterDigital, Inc.; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
Postponed. Up to UP session whether the timer is needed at all. 
· =>
[CB] beam failure recovery timer: Discuss CR if UP session agrees to have a timer. 
R2-1808414
Corrections in 38331 for BFR-config; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
Not agreed (RAN2 sticks to structure agreed last meeting)
R2-1808501
Consideration of repeated RLM-RS signaling when using CD-SSB; Samsung R&D Institute UK; discussion; available; 
=>
Noted
R2-1808502
DraftCR for RLM-RS signaling in multiple BWPs overlapping with the CD-SSB; Samsung R&D Institute UK; discussion; available; 
-
Nokia explains that absence cannot indicate an action since the purpose of an AddMod list is that it is only provided when fields are added or removed. Hence, absence of this field does not mean that the UE has no configured resources. 

-
DCM wonders whether we really need the signalling optimization. DCM thinks that we should then apply similar schemes to all channels that overlap. Nokia and Ericsson see also no need for this optimization since it is quite complex to describe and not save many bits. 
=>
Not agreed
R2-1808413
Remaining issues with BFR-config; Huawei, HiSilicon; discussion; available; Rel-15; 

R2-1807960
Corrections in 38331 for the RLM-Config; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Not agreed
R2-1807967
Correction in 38331 for BeamFailureRecoveryTimer; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

=>
Not agreed
R2-1808762
Corrections for RLM RS restriction; Samsung R&D Institute UK; discussion; This was former In-Principle agreed CR which was not reflected in the running CR. There was no AI to put this as draftCR i.e. no x.x.0 for stage 3 RRC item. So It was made as the discussion paper with running 38.331 CR update included.; withdrawn; R2-1806100;
=>
CR is agreed (was already agreed last meeting) and will be implemented in the running CR. 
SRS

R2-1807995
Corrections to SRS; Ericsson; draftCR; available; R2-1805697; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 

=>
Change is agreed and will be implemented in the running CR
R2-1807643
Corrections for aperidic SRS triggering; Samsung Electronics France SA; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
Not agreed (Covered by R2-1807995)
SPS / Configured Grant
R2-1807991
Corrections to configured grant configuration; Ericsson; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 
=>
Change to "RNTI value for configured scheduling, i.e., downlink SPS (see SPS-config) and uplink configured grant (see ConfiguredGrantConfig)."

=>
The first change will be added to the running CR. 

-
Huawei clarifies that the MAC spec uses the number of symbols in the calculation and we should hence not change it to slots in RRC. 
=>
Second change is not agreed
MIB
R2-1807997
Security threat in MIB; Ericsson; discussion; available; R2-1805699; 

-
DCM agrees with Ericsson that this bears a risk. Nokia thinks that the UE could even search in the range where the MIB indicates that there is no SSB with SIB1. DCM thinks that it offers possibilities to prevent UEs from accessing an operator's NW. Intel agrees that there is a problem. DCM thinks that in the last meeting we postponed the discussion in RAN2 since RAN1 was discussing it. But RAN1 did not find a solution to the problem. 
-
Huawei thinks that this would be a complex attack and the UE could possibly detect at least the case where two MIBs on different frequencies point to each other. The UE could then be smart and resolve the problem. DCM thinks that there is anyway a risk and the RAN1 specs should not describe such a solution. QC thinks that we should not have a security problem in our specs. Nokia thinks that in RAN1 UE vendors thought that they would not be stuck in an infinite loop. RAN1 considers adding some wording not restricting UEs to stay on the indicated frequencies. Nokia thinks that in the worst case this will cause a delay until the UE finds the PLMN assuming that the UE would anyway search other frequencies if it does not find any SSB on the frequency that was indicated by the MIB. The ping pong case could be a problem but also here the UE could detect the ping pong. DCM thinks that it must be ensured and clear from the spec that the UE aborts the process following what the MIB indicates. Nokia thinks that we need make it clear that we have means to address and resolve such a potential security risk. 
=>
Wait for RAN1 and discuss later whether we want to involve SA3 or discuss solutions in RAN2.  

R2-1807998
Draft LS on potential security threat in NR MIB; Ericsson; LS out; Related to discussion in document "Security threat in MIB"; available; SA3; RAN1; 

R2-1808195
CR on the definition of MIB content; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
[Moved from 10.4.1.6.1 to 10.4.1.3.1.1]

=>
Not agreed (current running CR describes the functionality and points to the RAN1 spec for the details)

RRM

R2-1807433
CR for the configuration of csi-rs-ResourceList-Mobility; ZTE Corporation; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
Change the second sentence to: "CSI-RS resources with and without associatedSSB may be configured in accordance with  the rules in 38.214, section 5.1.6.1.3)
=>
With this change the CR is agreed and will be included in the running CR. 

Other
R2-1808272
CR on 36.331 on clarification of SUO case1; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
CR is for 36.331: Error in TDoc reservation

=>
Add a condition "FDD-PCellOnly" with the definition "This field optionally present, need ON, if the LTE PCell is operating in FDD and if there is no additional SCell with configured uplink. Otherwise, the field is absent." 

=>
Can discuss offline whether the RAN1 specification captures further restrictions (e.g. which patterns may be configured when an additional TDD SCell (DL) is configured for LTE)

· =>
[Offline#802] An updated CR on on clarification of SUO case1 may be provided in R2-1808927 (Huawei)

R2-1808761
Corrections to L1 parameters; Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
draftCR
Rel-15
38.331
15.1.0
F
NR_newRAT-Core
[Late]

=>
Add "Need R" for cqi-Table. 

· =>
[CB] Corrections to L1 parameters: Since the CR was submitted late, it should be discussed by end of the meeting week. 
R2-1806781
Clarifications to BWP configuration and usage; Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell; discussion; reserved; Rel-15; 

[Late]
Withdrawn

R2-1806782
Clarifications to SCS configuration in NR; Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell; discussion; withdrawn; Rel-15; 
R2-1806783
Definition of ssb-PositionsInBurst in RRC; Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell; discussion; withdrawn; Rel-15; 
R2-1808499
Corrections for RLM RS restriction; Samsung R&D Institute UK; discussion; This was former In-Principle agreed CR which was not reflected in the running CR. There was no AI to put this as draftCR i.e. no x.x.0 for stage 3 RRC item. So It was made as the discussion paper with running 38.331 CR update included.; withdrawn; R2-1806100; 
10.4.1.3.1.2
Corrections to L1 parameters for CSI-RS
R2-1807992
Corrections to CSI-RS; Ericsson; NTT DOCOMO, INC.; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; 

=>
Change "Resoruces" to "Resources" 

=>
Change first condition to "The field is mandatory present if the NZP-CSI-RS-Resources in the associated resourceSet have the resourceType aperiodic".

=>
CR is agreed and will be implemented in the running CR
R2-1807989
Discussion on the addition of serving cell and bwp-Id to references to NZP-CSI-RS-Resource; Huawei, HiSilicon; discussion; available; Rel-15; 
Proposals 1, 2, 3: 
=>
As discussed based on R2-1808293, the UL BWP ID is only needed for SRS. NZP-CSI-RS-Resources are already associated with exactly one BWP and hence we don't need to signal it explicitly. And the SSB ID does not belong to a BWP. 
Proposal 4: Discuss whether a cell ID is needed in PUCCH-PathlossReferenceRS, PUSCH-PathlossReferenceRS, and SRS-ResourceSet.
-
Nokia and Ericsson see no real need to use a pathloss reference from another cell. 

=>
Noted

R2-1807990
Addition of serving cell ID and BWP Id in references to NZP-CSI-RS-Resource; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 
=>
Change in CSI-AperiodicTriggerStateList to: "Each codepoint of the DCI field "CSI request" is associated with one trigger state."

=>
Other changes not agreed
=== Other sections omitted ===
Comebacks from  break-out session

R2-1808102
Correction on rate matching; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

Notes from breakout session: 

=> Can check offline and come back. (should the UE apply the union of the groups defined on cell and BWP level? Or must the NW ensure that a group1/group2 is only configured either on cell- or BWP level?

R2-1808176
CR on beam failure recovery timer; InterDigital, Inc.; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

Notes from breakout session: 

=> Postponed. Up to UP session whether the timer is needed at all. 

=> Discuss CR if UP session agrees to have a timer.  

In the meantime it was agreed to have a timer
R2-1808927
CR on 36.331 on clarification of SUO case1; Huawei, HiSilicon; draftCR; available; Rel-15; 38.331; 15.1.0; F; 

CR is for 36.331: Error in TDoc reservation

Notes from breakout session: 

=> Add a condition "FDD-PCellOnly" with the definition "This field optionally present, need ON, if the LTE PCell is operating in FDD and if there is no additional SCell with configured uplink. Otherwise, the field is absent." 

=> Can discuss offline whether the RAN1 specification captures further restrictions (e.g. which patterns may be configured when an additional TDD SCell (DL) is configured for LTE)

R2-1808761
Corrections to L1 parameters; Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
draftCR
Rel-15
38.331
15.1.0
F
NR_newRAT-Core
[Late]

Notes from breakout session: 

=> Add "Need R" for cqi-Table. 

=> Corrections to L1 parameters: Since the CR was submitted late, it should be discussed by end of the meeting week. 
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