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1. Introduction
In this document, rapporteur resolution to the remaining open issues and ASN.1 RILs are provided.
2. Remaining open issues other than ASN.1 review RILs
Following open issues were listed in the email thread “[POST124][UAV][38.331/36.331] Open Issue list”
	For TS 38.331:

1. Whether additionalPmax-r18 is needed in NR-NS-PmaxValueAerial-r18. Note that a question has been asked to RAN4 and RAN2 is waiting for the reply.

1. To address the following Editor’s Notes from NR UE capability CR (R2-2313640)

    nr-NS-PmaxListAerial-r18                  ENUMERATED {supported}                               OPTIONAL, -- Editor’s Note: Understanding is that a UE that doesn’t support any frequency band that requires an aerial specific NS value doesn’t need to implement the procedure for aerial specific NS value. Whether indication is needed is still FFS. This is only shown as placeholder.

    sl-A2X-Service-r18                        ENUMERATED {brid, daa, bridAndDAA}                                        OPTIONAL  -- Editor’s Note: Granularity of this capability, e.g. per UE/band/FS is still FFS. Depending on the conclusion, this may need to be moved.


Similar to above, we have the following for TS 36.331

1. Whether additionalPmax-r18 is needed in NS-PmaxValueAerial-r18. 

1. To address the following Editor’s Notes from LTE UE capability CR which are similar to NR items above (from R2-2313639)

    multiNS-PmaxAerial-r18                          ENUMERATED {supported}                OPTIONAL, -- Editor’s Note: Understanding is that a UE that doesn’t support any frequency band that requires an aerial specific NS value doesn’t need to implement the procedure for aerial specific NS value. Whether indication is needed is still FFS. This is only shown as placeholder. Conclusion from NR discussion will be applied here also.

    -- Editor’s Note: The following is captured as placeholder as per-band capability. Depending on the conclusion on granularity e.g. per UE, per band, per BoBC, this may need to be updated/moved.
    sl-A2X-Service-r18             ENUMERATED {brid, daa, bridAndDAA}  OPTIONAL 




2.1. Proposed resolutions:
Proposal 1. [bookmark: _Toc159145667][bookmark: _Toc159145720][bookmark: _Toc159145736][bookmark: _Toc159145781][bookmark: _Toc159145843][bookmark: _Toc159181276][bookmark: _Toc159181298]As a general principle, apply the resolution for open issues and ASN.1 RILs from NR UAV to LTE eUAV when applicable.
Proposal 2. [bookmark: _Toc159145668][bookmark: _Toc159145721][bookmark: _Toc159145737][bookmark: _Toc159145782][bookmark: _Toc159145844][bookmark: _Toc159181277][bookmark: _Toc159181299]For multiNS-PmaxAerial-r18 and sl-A2X-Service-r18, [assuming proposed resolutions for NR are agreed] remove the Editor’s notes from LTE RRC. Also capture descriptions in TS 36.306 CR.


3. Proposed resolutions for the ASN.1 RILs. 
RILs up to LTE review file version 023 are covered below.

3.1. RILs with proposed resolution PropAgree

	ID
	Class
	Description
	Proposed Change
	Comments
	Proposed Resolution
	Rapp NOTE

	N001
	0
	formatting of if and else seems bit weird. Couldn’t we separate UE actions from conditions as normally is done
	3> if the UE is aerial UE:
4>  apply the first listed additionalSpectrumEmission which it supports among the values included in NS-PmaxListAerial within freqBandInfoAerial or multiBandInfoListAerial;
3> else:
4>  apply the first listed additionalSpectrumEmission which it supports among the values included in NS-PmaxList within freqBandInfo or multiBandInfoList-v10j0;”
	[QC as rapp] ok, will capture in the CR. Also applicable in 5.2.2.12.
	PropAgree
	Captured in 
Rapp CR

	B002
	1
	In ASN.1 the need code for the fields a2x-CommRxPool-r18 and a2x-commTxPool-r18 is "Need OP" but in the concerned field descriptions there is no description of UE behaviour if those fields are absent. To our understanding no such description is needed since the UE behaviour has been already specified in the description of sl-A2X-Service in IE SL-CommResourcePool, see highlighted part in yellow. Therefore, the need codes for the fields a2x-CommRxPool-r18 and a2x-commTxPool-r18 should be changed to "Need OR"
sl-A2X-Service
Presence of this field indicates the resource pool is dedicated for A2X service, i.e., not to be used for other than A2X service. Value brid indicates the resource pool is for BRID, value daa indicates the resource pool is for DAA, and value bridaAndDAA indicates the resource pool is for both BRID and DAA. If this field is absent in all the configured resource pools, the UE may choose non-dedicated resource pool for A2X service.

 
	Change need codes for the fields a2x-CommRxPool-r18 and a2x-commTxPool-r18 to "Need OR".
	[QC as rapp] agree to change need codes for the fields a2x-CommRxPool-r18 and a2x-commTxPool-r18 to "Need OR". Further, see Q632.
	PropAgree
	Captured in 
Rapp CR

	Q632
	1
	Currently it is Need OP and described in field about the presence/absence cases. In NR, RIL J074 raised a question whether sl-A2X-Service-r18 is really optional in A2X resource pools. Rapporteur understanding is this should be mandatory in the A2X resource pools (optional Need OR in other cases)
	As discussed in NR RIL J074, the field sl-A2X-Service-r18 should be mandatory to be included in A2X resource pools (i.e. a2x-CommRxPool-r18 and a2x-commTxPool-r18). Add -- Cond A2X for sl-A2X-Service-r18 "This field is mandatory present in a2x-CommRxPool-r18 and a2x-commTxPool-r18. Otherwise it is Optional, Need OP."
	[QC as rapp] whatever NR J074 concludes, we can follow that here. It is added here as a reminder.
[QC as rapp] wording captured in CR for Cond A2X: “The field is mandatory present when included in sl-A2X-ConfigCommon. Otherwise the field is optionally present, Need OP.”
	PropAgree
	Captured in 
Rapp CR



Proposal 3. [bookmark: _Toc159145669][bookmark: _Toc159145722][bookmark: _Toc159145738][bookmark: _Toc159145783][bookmark: _Toc159145845][bookmark: _Toc159181278][bookmark: _Toc159181300]For LTE N001, B002, Q632: Agree to the proposed resolutions as captured in the rapporteur’s misc. corrections CR. 
3.2. RILs to be discussed
	ID
	Class
	Description
	Proposed Change
	Comments
	Proposed resolution
	Rapp NOTE

	B001
	2
	There is no reason is introduce the three R18 Aerial-related parameters in the late NCE branch. Instead, they should be introduced in SIB2 in the existing R18 EAG.
	Undo all changes in the late NCE branch (remove SystemInformationBlockType2-v13c0-IEs etc.) and introduce the three Aerial-related parameters in SIB2 in the existing R18 EAG as shown below.
	[QC as rapp] my thinking was this is more like natural extension of the SystemInformationBlockType2-v8h0-IEs which defines the multiBandInfoList, extended to SystemInformationBlockType2-v10m0-IEs which defines multiBandInfoList-v10l0 and so on. I don’t have strong view. Welcome further views.
	Tending to PropReject; to be discussed
	



Proposal 4. [bookmark: _Toc159145670][bookmark: _Toc159145723][bookmark: _Toc159145739][bookmark: _Toc159145784][bookmark: _Toc159145846][bookmark: _Toc159181279][bookmark: _Toc159181301]For LTE B001: [To discuss] Change status to PropReject. No change is needed. 



3.3. Summary
As resolution for LTE eUAV open issues and ASN.1 RILS, following is proposed:
Proposal 1.	As a general principle, apply the resolution for open issues and ASN.1 RILs from NR UAV to LTE eUAV when applicable.
Proposal 2.	For multiNS-PmaxAerial-r18 and sl-A2X-Service-r18, [assuming proposed resolutions for NR are agreed] remove the Editor’s notes from LTE RRC. Also capture descriptions in TS 36.306 CR.
Proposal 3.	For LTE N001, B002, Q632: Agree to the proposed resolutions as captured in the rapporteur’s misc. corrections CR.
Proposal 4.	For LTE B001: [To discuss] Change status to PropReject. No change is needed.


