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1 Introduction

	CB: # 30_PositionCorrections

- Check the details

(HW - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-215833


It is propose to check directly if there is any objection or comment on the proposal

The moderator will provide an update 5th Friday afternoon UTC, pending to responses, please if possible provide a first feedback before. Otherwise the official deadline for comment is 9th Tuesday 12 UTC.
2 For the Chairman’s Notes 
R3-215385 / R3-215386 CRs are noted
The BL CR rapports NRPPa/F1 correct (factorized) the LCS to GCS Translation IE including correction on legacy where is needed.

R3-215387 tabular part is merged to NRPPa Rapporteur

R3-215387 rev in R3-216124 ASN.1 Correction only (Huawei)

[Confirm online the change is BC, if NBC is acceptable for agreement?]
R3-215914 rev in R3-216125 agreed
R3-215915 rev in R3-216126 agreed
CR R3-215645 merged to the NRPPA rapporteur
3 Discussion [if needed]
3.1 LCS to GCS Translation alignment
The correction is to align the LCS to GCS Translation IE, on ASN.1 as sequence, not a list as currently define, and introduce the new IE in procedure text (already in ASN.1). That correction will impact the  rel-17 BL CRs
Q3-1-1. Should the CRs, on LCS to GCS Translation alignment R3-215385 and R3-215386 [1, 2], be agreed? 

If not, please clarify why.

If yes, and some minor revisions are needed please provided its in the table, if not minor please provide a draft correction in tracking change in the dedicated folder.
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	For R3-215386, the IE tabular should be 9.3.1.x.
It can be fixed however during the spec implementation by MCC

	Huawei
	Yes
Ericsson is correct, we can provide revision also … 

	Nokia
	No, this is non-essential (tabular alignment with asn.1). There have been several such CRs discussed online at this meeting for various specs, which have all been considered non-essential – so we should handle such changes consistently. These changes could be added to either the rapporteur CRs or the Rel-17 NR_pos enh BL CRs.

Regarding the changes themselves, the “>” can be removed in front of the sub-IEs.

	Qualcomm
	Our comment on reviewing was similar to Nokia’s, this is quasi-editorial, and definitely not essential. During rel-16 several of these were seen in many TPs, some other corrected by the editors, some not. A thorough clean-up of this type of issue would probably keep RAN3 busy for the equivalent of a meeting.

But we would be ok for the rapporteurs to try to fix these as part of rel-17 rapporteur work.

	Huawei
	To Nokia and Qualcomm,
We prefer not wait end of re-17 with rapporteur CR, for these changes because rel-17 BL CR are working on this now IE, including statement as list of the IE, repeating the error  with list where it is clearly a sequence. See “9.2.x5
Zenith Angle of Arrival” in “draft R3-21xxxx UL-AoA NRPPa TP.docx”. in CB CB # 1901_Pos_Acc_Imp.  By proceeding now in rel-16, we avoid a snowball error effect that will create discussion at end of the release which will definitively not related to Editorial … 

	CATT
	Share the view with Nokia.

	Moderator update:
· The moderator recall today discussion on rel-18, by not providing the change in rel-16 we propagate the error in rel-18 BL CRs.

· The rapporteur CR, is category D Editorial and should be provided at last meeting of the release, then it is unclear how the correction will be provided because most probably the Pos CRs and the cat D will be implemented in same time… 

· It should be easier and clean to correct this now.


	Moderator’s conclusion:

R3-215385 / R3-215386 CRs are noted
The BL CR rapports NRPPa/F1 correct (factorized) the LCS to GCS Translation IE including correction on legacy where is needed.




3.2 ASN.1 correction and alignment in tabular
The CR propose to correct the name of some Ies in ASN.1 and correct the list format by make it clear the conditional presence of the list and the length of the list.

Q3-2-1. Should the CRs, on ASN.1 correction and alignement in tabular R3-215387 [3], be agreed? 

If not, please clarify why.

If yes, and some minor revisions are needed please provided its in the table, if not minor please provide a draft correction in tracking change in the dedicated folder.
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	Thank you for the throughout inspection. 

We remark that some Quantities and Items Ies need to be in bold. We dropped a new revision in the folder with this format change.

	Huawei
	Yes, agreeable
We will provide update as proposed by Ericsson, thanks!

	Nokia
	This is also non-essential (tabular alignment with asn.1). We also note that similar issues (e.g. not showing the “Item” level in the tabular) exist in other specs (e.g. S1AP, LPPa) for many years without any concerns. In fact, some of these NRPPa issues were likely copy/pasted from LPPa.

Some specs are mostly consistent on how lists are shown in the tabular, and some specs are not… NRPPa is one of the specs (along with LPPa, S1AP) that is not consistent.
Some changes could be added to the Rel-17 rapporteur CR, but most of the cleanup comes 15 months too late.

	Qualcomm
	Similar comment to the first one. It was clear in rel-17 that TPs were all over the place in this respect, and specs in general are not all aligned.

Again, fine with trying to fix some/all as part of rel-17 rapporteur work.

	Huawei
	To Qualcomm and Nokia,

Please check the ASN.1 correction … they are definitely not cat D, and could not stay like that in rel-16:

<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<< Unchanged Text Omitted >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
OTDOA-Information-Type ::= SEQUENCE (SIZE(1..maxnoOTDOAtypes)) OF ProtocolIE-Single-Container { { OTDOA-Information-Type-ItemIEs} }
OTDOA-Information-Type-ItemIEs
NRPPA-PROTOCOL-IES ::= {


{ ID id-OTDOA-Information-Type-Item

CRITICALITY reject
TYPE OTDOA-Information-Type-Item
PRESENCE mandatory},


…
}

OTDOA-Information-Type-Item ::= SEQUENCE {


oTDOA-Information-Item

OTDOA-Information-Item,


iE-Extensions




ProtocolExtensionContainer { { OTDOA-Information-Type-ItemExtIEs} } OPTIONAL,


…
}

OTDOA-Information-Type-ItemExtIEs NRPPA-PROTOCOL-EXTENSION ::= {


…
}

<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<< Unchanged Text Omitted >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
NR-PRS-Beam-InformationItem ::= SEQUENCE {


pRSresourceSetID 
PRS-Resource-Set-ID,


pRSAngle 

SEQUENCE (SIZE(1..maxPRS-ResourcesPerSet)) OF PRSAngleItem,

iE-Extensions
ProtocolExtensionContainer { { NR-PRS-Beam-InformationItem-ExtIEs} } OPTIONAL,

…
}
NR-PRS-Beam-InformationItem-ExtIEs NRPPA-PROTOCOL-EXTENSION ::= { 

 …
}
<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<< Changes End >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
For tabular it seems you have strong view, early correction should be better, particularly we live with such major inconstancies sometime…

	CATT
	The changes are fine, however, maybe it’s a bit late for Rel-16 as the ASN.1 changes are non-BC. We understand this could be fixed by Rapporteur in Rel-17.

	Moderator update:

· The company are invited to check the ASN correction, if NBC is confirmed , if yes if it is acceptable

· The tabular will move to Rapporteur CR


Q3-2-2. Should the CRs, on ASN.1 correction R3-215387 [3], ASN part only is BC? If not does NBC change is agreable? 

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Well change looks BC, if not NBC change is acceptable

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	Moderator’s conclusion:

R3-215387 tabular part is moved to NRPPa Rapporteur

R3-215387 rev in R3-216124 ASN.1 Correction only (Huawei)

[Confirm online the change is BC, if NBC is acceptable for agreement?]


3.3 PRS-only TP
RAN2 introduced the the PRS-only TP signaling from LMF to UE, the pending signaling is missing in NRPPa/F1. The CRs have been revised to allow all type of TRP report as specified in TS 38.305
Q3-3-1. Should the CRs, on Correction on PRS-only TP revised in R3-215914 and R3-215915 [6, 7], be agreed? 

If not, please clarify why.

If yes, and some minor revisions are needed please provided its in the table, if not minor please provide a draft correction in tracking change in the dedicated folder.
Description…
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson 
	We support, but we cannot find the tdocs numbers in the FTP website?

	Huawei
	Thanks for spotting this
Tdocs are available in R3-215914/ R3-215915
agreeable

	Nokia
	OK

	Qualcomm
	We support and would be happy to co-sign since we mentioned the need to generalize offline. 
For fun: should this be a separate IE in tabular ?

	ZTE
	Agree

	Huawei
	To Qualcomm, a single IE can cover all, any strong justification to have 2 Ies?

	CATT
	Agree

	
	

	Moderator update:

· Unless there is more comment CRs are agreeable.

	Moderator’ conclusion:

· CR are revised to add co-sing
· R3-215914 rev in R3-216125 agreed
· R3-215915 rev in R3-216126 agreed


3.4 SRS configuration
The max value of some list in the SRS configuration are not correct. 

Please note that the similar change is proposed in the NRPPa rapporteur correction in R3-215421
Q3-4-1. Should the CRs, on Correction on SRS configuration in  R3-215645 [8], be agreed? 

If not, please clarify why.

If yes, and some minor revisions are needed please provided its in the table, if not minor please provide a draft correction in tracking change in the dedicated folder.
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	This is already part of NRPPa rapporteur correction in [9]. We suggest taking it there.

	Huawei
	Slight preference to see it as correction, we can accept majority or rapporteur view.

	Nokia
	Please include in rapporteur CR.

	Qualcomm
	Does look more like rapporteur CR, but no strong opinion.

	ZTE
	Fine for us to put it into the rapporteur CR.

	CATT
	Taking it in rapporteur CR.

	
	

	Moderator’s update:

· The CR should be included in rapporteur CR, unless there is more comment

	Moderator’s conclusion

CR R3-215645 move to the NRPPA rapporteur
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