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Discussion
Should time-domain allocation values be discussed separately for different RNTIs?
The discussions at RAN1#92 was primarily focused around the time-domain allocation needed for scheduling of system information using SI-RNTI. In principle, the same set of values can be used as default for other purposes, e.g. paging (using P-RNTI) and user data (using C-RNTI). Finding a set of values suitable for all these different purposes can be complicated; SI-RNTI need to handle the three multiplexing patterns discussed in the introduction while user data using C-RNTI may have other needs. Paging (P-RNTI) seems to have similar needs as system information e.g. in terms of supporting beam sweeping. A relevant question is whether the default values can differ between RNTIs or not. Treating the different RNTIs separately can simplify the overall discussion.

Outcome of offline session:
Need more flexibility for SIB1  focus on SIB1 mechanism, other purposes may use different tables
Check that RAN2 has implemented the RAN1 agreement on the possibility to signal default tables in SIB1
Adopt the tables below as a starting point for the SIB1 time domain resource allocations to be supported. 
· Additional entries in the tables may be needed. 
· The exact structure of the tables may depend on future decisions.
· Some entries in the tables can be merged by using the known DM-RS position and/or CORESET duration/location signaled in PBCH
FFS: Need for “gaps” in time domain allocation, K0 offset, or rate matching information to handle collisions with other SSBs.
Observation: if the UE can differentiate between RMSI and OSI (e.g. by separate RNTIs) the RMSI configured table could be used for OSI
Observation: Different tables for unicast and broadcast transmission can be beneficial. RRC impact, can the UE differentiate by tables single in a dedicated manner and in RMSI (e.g. by different names)? Ask RAN2.

Table 5.1.2.1-x: Resource allocation for PDSCH scheduled using CORESET #0 and multiplexing pattern 1
	I
	PDSCH mapping type
	K0
	S
	L

	0
	Type A
	0
	2
	12

	1
	Type A
	0
	2
	10

	2
	Type A
	0
	2
	9

	3
	Type A
	0
	2
	8

	4
	Type B
	0
	5
	7

	5
	Type B
	0
	4
	4

	6
	Type B
	0
	9
	4

	7
	Type A
	0
	3
	11

	8
	Type A
	0
	3
	9

	9
	Type A
	0
	3
	8

	10
	Type A
	0
	3
	7

	11
	Type B
	0
	3
	4

	12
	Type B
	0
	10
	4

	13
	Type B
	0
	5
	2

	14
	Type B
	0
	9
	2

	15
	Type B
	0
	12
	2

	16
	Type B
	0
	6
	4



Table 5.1.2.1-x: Resource allocation for PDSCH scheduled using CORESET #0 and multiplexing pattern 2
	i
	PDSCH mapping type
	K0
	S
	L

	0
	Type B
	0
	2
	2

	1
	Type B
	0
	4
	2

	2
	Type B
	0
	6
	2

	3
	Type B
	0
	8
	2

	4
	Type B
	0
	10
	2

	5
	Type B
	1
	2
	2

	6
	Type B
	1
	4
	2



Table 5.1.2.1-x: Resource allocation for PDSCH scheduled using CORESET #0 and multiplexing pattern 3
	i
	PDSCH mapping type
	K0
	S
	L

	0
	Type B
	0
	4
	2

	1
	Type B
	0
	6
	2

	2
	Type B
	0
	8
	2

	3
	Type B
	0
	10
	2






