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Introduction

This is the kick-off document for offline #28:
[bookmark: _Hlk17833104]R2-1909398	Open items related to delta configuration with ServingCellConfigCommon	Intel Corporation	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Huawei wonder if the inconsistencies really create any ambiguity. This the spec works today.
=>	At least for issues 1-3 in the paper no spec changes are required to clarify the delta configuration with ServingCellConfigCommon. (Issue 4 is discussed in the context of a separate CR)
=>	Proposal 3 in the paper (additional Need R cases) to be discussed offline whether change is needed and if so whether it should be included in rapporteur CR or a separate CR. (Offline discussion 28, Intel)
Question 1: Please see a draft CR in the drafts folder.  The reason for change from the cover page is copied here: 
The source cell may have configured the fields frequencyBandList,                   
absoluteFrequencyPointA, frequencyShift7p5khz, rsrp-ThresholdSSB-SUL, or msg1-SubcarrierSpacing.  After a HO, the fields may not be included by the target cell in ServingCellConfigCommon provided over dedicated signalling.  Since delta configuration applies for HO for the ServingCellConfigCommon fields, the UE will not delete these fields in the target cell after a HO.  However, these fields are not applicable for the target cell and must be released by the UE.
As per agreement in R2-106, Need R, should be used for “absent” to indicate that UE releases the previous configuration.
There fields are only related to common parameters and not UE dedicated configuration.
Please provide feedback on whether these changes are needed or not with reasoning.
	Company
	Needed: Yes/No
	Comments

	DOCOMO
	Yes
	FDD-OrSUL should be Need R, if absent, which means the case of HO from FDD to TDD.
FDD-TDD-OrSUL-Optional should also be Need R. However, it is already stated in the field description, “The field is mandatory present, Need R, if this …”.
L139 should be Need S, in accordance with the field description as excerpted below.

If absent, the UE applies the SCS as derived from the prach-ConfigurationIndex in RACH-ConfigGeneric (see tables Table 6.3.3.1-1 and Table 6.3.3.2-2, TS 38.211 [16]).

SUL should be Need R, as suggested.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	We think it’s clear that these fields do need to be released by the UE when it moves to a cell where they are not applicable, and we agreed in RAN2#106 to apply need codes to the absent/optional cases in the conditions.

Agree with DOCOMO that L139 should be Need S.

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	FDD-TDD-OrSUL
Need R already exists, just relocate it to the end of the statement. 

FDD-OrSUL
Need R can be added as well to be consistent with the spec guidline when field is absent.

L139
Agree with DOCOMO that L139 should be Need S




Question 2: If there is agreement that these changes are needed, then does it require dedicated CR or can it be included in the rapporteur CR?
	Company
	Dedicated CR or Rapporteur CR?

	DOCOMO
	Rapporteur CR, though it is not a strong opinion. Dedicated CR is also o.k, if the majority prefers.

	MediaTek
	Dedicated CR offers better traceability and there is a distinct technical reason for the change.  But we could accept either alternative.

	Qualcomm
	Prefer dedicated CR for traceability reason.



Summary and proposals:
All companies that provided feedback agreed that Need codes for absence has to be captured with a dedicated CR.
Proposal:  Agree a CR to capture the Need codes for absence in the configCommon conditions.

