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[bookmark: _Toc198546600]10.4.1.3.1.1	Corrections to L1 Parameters
Including output of email discussion [103bis#14][NR] Channel Bandwidth Signalling (Qualcomm)
Including output of email discussion [103bis#42][NR/L1] PUCCH resource release (Huawei)
Late incoming LSs related to this agenda item: 
R2-1818926	Reply to further reply LS on ssb-PositionsInBurst mismatch in SIB1 and ServingcellConfigCommon (R1-1814066; contact: Ericsson)	RAN1
=>	Note
R2-1818927	LS on CORESET 0 (R1-1814068; contact: NTT DOCOMO)	RAN1
-	Nokia and Ericsson thinks that the first option is possible for EN-DC where the UE gets the common and dedicated branch in the same RRC message. It is not possible for NR SA since then the UE would get the TCI IDs in the SIB1 before knowing their definition. Intel would prefer to go only for the option 2 to avoid implementing two options. Vivo, QC and Huawei think that option 2 is preferable. Vivo thinks that option 2 would work for both EN-DC and NR SA. Intel thinks that for option 2 the UE applies the configured TCI States only after receiving MAC CE and until then the SSBs. Nokia and Ericsson point out that option 2 would be an NBC for EN-DC. DCM points out that RAN1 indicates that their CRs are developed based on option 1. Ericsson cannot accept option 2 for EN-DC since it would be a NBC at this late point in time. Samsung supports option 1. Nokia shares Ericsson’s view. Ericsson explains that it was already possible according to the current specification to configure TCI-states for commonControlResourceSet with the existing signalling (option 1). If we would go for option 2, we would do a NBC change since one cannot use commonControlResourceSet anymore to select one of the TCI states... one would have to use the MAC CE for that. 
=>	Discuss further offline how to proceed (Offline 900, DCM)
R2-1818973	Reply LS on MIMO layer configuration, from RAN1,
=>	Noted
Rapporteur’s CRs:
R2-1817741	Cleanup of references to L1 specifications	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0694	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Impact analysis to be added
=>	Agreed in R2-1818840
Serving Cell configuration
Correction on SSB power:
Related to incoming LS from RAN1 (R2-1815955)
R2-1816651	Corrections on SSB power	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0552	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Coversheet to be revised to state the consequences if not approved are "Field description not aligned to RAN1 specifications" and clarify the reason that there is no interop impact (i.e. that it is just alignment to RAN1 spec)
=>	Second change to be removed
=>	Agreed in R2-1818841

R2-1817709	ss-PBCH-power-offset defintion correction based on RAN1 LS	Intel Corporation	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0690	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core

Cell-level rate matching parameters in ServingCellConfig
R2-1816851	Discussion on cell level rate matching parameters	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Intel think that all SA UEs should be able to understand the rate matching parameters but whether they actually support the rate matching operation depends on the capability.
-	Ericsson think they can be configured in MSG4 and it is up to the network to decide whether to use them if they know the capabilities. 
-	Vivo think UE support of the feature should be decided in RAN1.
-	Qualcomm have concerns for P2 as the RAN1 agreement is that support is a capability for both EN-DC and SA and it was in the end decided in RAN. 
-	Ericsson think the scheduling is complicated if the UE doesn’t support the feature or before the network knows the capabilities.
-	Vodafone support the proposal 
-	LG would be OK to support the P2.

Agreements
1: 	No change to the existing IOT bit for this feature
2	cell-level rate-matching parameters to be added to ServingCellConfig
3	UEs indicating the support via the existing IOT bit will support the reception of the parameters in ServingCellConfig

=>	Offline discussion to consider whether to also have a downlink indication in SIB that the network is using the feature and that UEs not supporting the feature shall not access the cell (Offline discussion 23, ZTE)

R2-1816852	Introduction of cell level rate matching parameters in ServingCellConfig	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0234	2	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1815845
=>	Coversheet to be updated to remove ref to 38.306 CR, and to describe that it is also related to EN-DC
=>	Add TS to the spec number
=>	Agreed in R2-1818842

R2-1816853	Correction to rate matching parameters	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-15	38.306	15.3.0	0053	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816854	LS on L1 parameters	ZTE Corporation	LS out	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core	To:RAN1

Timing Advance Offset:
R2-1816647	Corrections on n-TimingAdvanceOffset	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0548	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Ericsson think this was discussed last meeting and no change was needed.
=>	Not agreed	

ssb-PositionsInBurst to rate match around:
RAN2 waits for feedback from RAN1. 
R2-1817265	CR on ssb-PositionsInBurst mismatch issue	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0426	2	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1815999
=>	Comeback when response received from RAN1
=> RAN1 LS Received during RAN2-104 in R2-1818926
=>	Not agreed (after presentation of late RAN1 LS)
Channel Bandwidth
R2-1817374	Summary of email discussion [103bis#14][NR] Channel Bandwidth Signalling (Cell Accessibility)	Qualcomm Incorporated	report	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Huawei thinks the UE doesn’t need to consider the BW of the Initial BWP but only the BW indicated in MIB.
-	Qualcomm think that the initial BWP BW is needed for msg4 reception and so it doesn’t work if the UE doesn't support the BW. Huawei think it is only after message 4. 
-	Nokia think the UE would not be able to use the Initial BWP after message 4 and so it makes no sense for the UE to access the cell. 
P4
-	LG think we could rely on T300 to expire if the UE cannot access the cell. Hence prefer to leave this to UE implementation
-	

Agreements
1	The UE shall not consider the parameters of subcarrier spacing and channel bandwidth as signalled in scs-SpecificCarrierList in SIB1 for determining if the cell is accessible.
2:	The UE considers the cell is accessible only when the UE supports the bandwidth of the initial BWP (locationAndBandwidth in SIB1).
3:	If UE does not support the cell configuration according to SIB1 the UE considers the cell as barred, and UE considers the IFRI bit in the MIB.

R2-1817132	Correction for support of initial downlink BWP	Ericsson	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1817462	Cell barring when UE doesn’t support initial BWP bandwidth	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1814433
R2-1817482	Cell barring for not supporting bandwidth of the initial UL BWP	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1817133	Correction for support of initial downlink BWP	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0601	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Discuss offline how specific to be when defining the cases for which the cell needs to be barred
=>	Revised in R2-1818843 to reflect the decisions above (Offline discussion 24)

R2-1818843	Correction for support of initial downlink BWP	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0601	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1817463	Correction to cell barring when UE doesn’t support initial BWP bandwidth	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0331	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1814434
R2-1817483	CR on cell barring for not supporting bandwidth of the initial UL BWP	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0651	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
PDCCH
CORESET#0:
R2-1816850	CORESET#0 configuration when SIB1 is not broadcast	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0503	2	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1816049
=>	To be revised to make changes in a more appropriate location (current changes are in a location only applicable for idle and inactive)
=>	Revised in R2-1818846 (Offline discussion 27)

R2-1818846	CORESET#0 configuration when SIB1 is not broadcast	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0503	3	F	NR_newRAT-Core

R2-1816855	Correction to ControlResourceSetZero	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0580	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Instead modify the first sentence of the field description to say "Parameters of the common CORESET#0 which can be used in any common or UE-specific search spaces "
=>	Agreed in R2-1818847

CommonControlResourceSet:
How/whether it is possible to configure TCI states for commonControlResourceSet. (Related to RAN2’s LS to RAN1 (R2-1816023) which RAN1 has not yet replied to)
R2-1816657	Correction for TCI state in CommonControlResourceSet	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0558	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
Come back after response from RAN1 is received


Search Space
Related incoming LSs from RAN1:
LS on PDCCH monitoring periodicities for DCI format 2_0 (R2-1815812, R1-1811968; contact: Intel)	RAN1
LS on field description for SearchSpace	(R2-1816213, R1-1811969, contact NTT DOCOMO)	RAN1
R2-1816653	Corrections on SearchSpace configuration	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0554	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Change " should be ignored " to "shall be ignored"
=>	Impact analysis and consequences if not approved to be updated
=>	RAN1 tdoc numbers on coversheet to be corrected
=>	Agreed in R2-1818848

R2-1817710	Correction on the usage of the allowed monitoring periodicities and symbols for DCI 2_0	Intel Corporation	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0691	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Not agreed

R2-1817393	Search space configuration for DCI format 2_0 monitoring	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0646	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Specify that the UE ignores the duration for DCI format 2_0.
=>	Revised in R2-1818850

R2-1818850	Search space configuration for DCI format 2_0 monitoring	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0646	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core

SRS power control by DCI:
R2-1817488	CR on starting bit of Format 2-3	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0656	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Add " first bit / left most" (align with other cases)
=>	Agreed in R2-1818849

Cross Carrier scheduling:
RAN2 sent an LS to RAN1 and awaits their feedback.
Comeback after response received from RAN1
R2-1816258	Search space configuration for cross carrier scheduling	OPPO	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0504	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816650	Corrections on CrossCarrierScheduling	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0551	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core

PUCCH
PUCCH Resource Release
R2-1817480	Summary of 103bis#42NR L1 PUCCH resource release	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core	Late
P1a
-	Qualcomm think the resources should be released by the RRC configuration should not be released.
-	DOCOMO agree with Qualcomm.
-	Intel think the current spec if clear although it is not efficient. Would be ok to leave the spec as it is.
-	Nokia think it is not broken but just inefficient and this this change would not be backward compatible. Ericsson think the CR doesn't actually fix the inefficiency.
=>	Noted

R2-1817481	CR on PUCCH resource release	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0650	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Late
=>	Not agreed

PUCCH resources configurable in a BWP:
R2-1817569	Correction on the size of PUCCH resource ID	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0670	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Intel points out that this CR is NBC. Ericsson agrees that it is NBC when only looking at the RRC spec. It might be clear though from RAN1 spec that it must be possible to configure more in total. Ericsson would generally support the CR. Ericsson thinks that the impact analysis should be updated (NW impelemnts but UE does not).
=>	Clarify impact analysis: “If the NW is implemented according to the CR but the UE is not, the UE may not comprehend and hence reject an RRC configuration using more than 56 PUCCH resources.” 
=>	With this change the CR is agreed in R2-1818940

Other PUCCH
R2-1816326	CR on PUCCH-ConfigCommon	vivo	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0518	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Intel thinks that the NW must always configure PUCCH-Config. Ericsson thinks that the CR clarifies that it is mandatory only for non-initial BWPs. Vivo agrees. 
=>	Revert to the previously IPA version (since the PUCCH-ConfigCommon has no use in ServingCellConfigCommon if the NW also provides a PUCCH-Config)
=>	Revised in R2-1818941
R2-1816902	 CR to 38.331 on PUCCH-MaxCodeRate in PUCCH-Config	Qualcomm Incorporated	draftCR	Rel-15	36.331	15.3.0	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Huawei thinks the CR is reasonable but would like to change the name of the condition tag to PUCCHformat234. Ericsson thinks that we don’t need a condition. It is normal NW task to set values that are needed. Huawei agrees that no CR is needed (current field description is clear). 
=>	RAN2 confirms that the NW configures this field for formats 2, 3 and 4 since there is no default value. No need to capture NW behaviour in the spec. 
PDSCH/PUSCH
rbg-Size
R2-1816571	CR to 38.331 on rbg-Size in PDSCH-Config, PUSCH-Config and ConfiguredGrantConfig	Qualcomm Incorporated	draftCR	Rel-15	36.331	15.3.0	F	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Sony and Samsung agree with QC. ZTE also agrees. Ericsson also thinks it is correct even though the formulations are a bit unusual due to having different behaviours upon absence depending on the type.
=>	Update impact analysis: If the UE implements the change but the NW does not, UE and NW may have different understanding on the configured rbg-Size which may lead to reception problems. If the NW implements the change but the UE does not, UE and NW may have different understanding on the configured rbg-Size which may lead to reception problems.
=>	With this change the CR is agreed in R2-1818942

QCL-Info
Related to RAN1’s LS on description of QCL” (R1-1811937/R2-1816212)
R2-1817715	Update of the usage of QCL type-C	Intel Corporation	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0692	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	CR is agreed
R2-1816672	CR to 38.331 on TCI-State	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0561	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1817825	Correction to QCL restrictions	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0702	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816652	Corrections on QCL-info	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0553	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core

Configuration of MIMO Layers:
RAN2 is waiting for a reply LS from RAN1. 
R2-1816539	Per serving cell MIMO layer configuration	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0543	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Ericsson thinks that the NW should send this to all UEs, i.e., it should not have to figure out whether the UE capabilities are “ambiguous” and send this field only if they are. MediaTek, Intel and Nokia agree that the NW should send this field to all UEs and that all UEs should act accordingly. Ericsson thinks that this is of course NBC but Ericsson is fine with it if OK for UE vendors. If not, we could consider adding a UE capability. 
-	Intel, DCM, MediaTek, Nokia and Ericsson think it should be per serving cell (not per BWP). QC thinks we should wait for the RAN1 input. 
=>	Change to “Indicates the maximum MIMO layer to be used for PDSCH and CSI-RS reporting in all BWPs of this serving cell.” 
=>	The rank configuration parameter is introduced on serving cell level
=>	Add a per-UE capability bit by which the UE indicates whether it supports the new DL configuration field. UEs reporting one or more ambiguous band combiantions shall set this bit to true (support the new DL rank parameter). Generally, this capability is mandatory with capability signalling (bit considered as IOT bit). 
=>	Add Need code (Need M)
=>	Revised in R2-1818943
=>	Discuss further offline once LSs from RAN1 and RAN4 are received (Offline 901)

Other PDSCH/PUSCH
R2-1816646	Correction for rate matching	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0547	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
-	QC thinks that CORESET based pattern is also allowed on cell level. Huawei thinks that at least in IDLE the CORESETs are not even defined. VIVO thinks that one could even there use the CORESET#0. Ericsson could imagine that it could be useful to configure also CORESET based rate matching on cell level since a UE could rate match around a CORESET used by UEs operating on that other BWP. ZTE agrees that it could be useful but agrees with Huawei that the L1 specs do not support this. Hence ZTE supports the Huawei CR. 
-	Nokia thinks that the impact analysis is not correct for the case where the NW is not implemented based on this CR. 
=>	Clarify in impact analysis that: “If the UE implements the CR but the NW does not, the NW might configure CORESET based rate matching on cell level which the UE does not support. Hence, the UE may reject the configuration.”
=>	Revised in R2-1818944
=>	Can check offline whether the intention of RAN1 was really not to allow rate matching around CORESETs on cell level. (Offline 902)
R2-1817486	CR on pdsch-TimeDomainAllocationList and pusch-TimeDomainAllocationList	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0654	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Update impact analysis and reason for change to clarify that both can result in a mismatch of the assumed time domain allocations. 
=>	Revised in R2-1818945 (Offline 903)
R2-1816500	Correction on PDSCH and  PUCCH description	vivo	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0535	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Covered by rapporteur CR and by earlier IPA CRs. 
=>	Not agreed 
R2-1817489	CR on dmrs-AdditionalPosition	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0657	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Correct field description in rapporteur CR (since the CR does not have any functional change anyway)
=>	CR itself is not agreed.
R2-1818487	CR on description of k0	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0781	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Late
=>	CR is agreed

Whether to allow reconfiguring locationAndBandwidth of initialBWP:
R2-1816671	Bandwidth of initial BWP in Option2 operation	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
-	QC thinks that this would be a big change since it changes the relation between ServingCellConfigCommon and ServingCellConfigCommonSIB. QC thinks this is not necessary since one can use Option 1 if one wants UEs to use BWPs with different widths. Ericsson agree with QC that in both, option 1 and option 2 the width of the initial BWP cannot be changed, i.e., is always as configured as in SIB1. And in option 1 one may then configure additional BWPs with UE specifically configured BW. 
=>	The NW cannot override/change the width of the initial BWP by dedicated signalling (it remains always as configured in MIB (option 1) or SIB1 (option 2). 
=>	Noted

Option 1 details:
R2-1817833	Clarification for the implementation of UE feature list item 6-1 (BWP op1)	Intel Corporation, NTT DoCoMo Inc	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0414	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1814967
-	Ericsson thinks that the formulation of the field description looks good. But the wording on the cover page (“UE shall consider the initial BWP configuration as not valid for the duration of the connected mode”) is misleading since the UE is meant to maintain and use the initial BWP configuration (at least for CORESET#0). 
=>	Update cover page to align with the field description
=>	Align the terminology “dedicated BWP” with what is used in 306 for “6-2” or alternatively with the terminology used in the RRC configuration (“additional bandwidth parts”).
=>	Also clarify for the initialUplinkBWP
=>	Revised in R2-1818946 (Offline 904)
-	ZTE would like to clarify that the NW can reconfigure the UE from option 2 to option 1 by releasing the dedicated parameters in initialDownlinkBWP/ initialUplinkBWP and adding an additional (dedicated) BWP. QC is not sure whether this is possible and supported. 

BWP ID handling:
Was discussed but not resolved at RAN2-103bis.
R2-1817333	Corrections on BWP ID	Spreadtrum Communications	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0640	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
-	Intel thinks that RAN1 made a big NBC change on this which this CR proposes to follow. Nokia agrees with Intel that last time we had the other option in which the NW simply ensures continuity. Ericsson agrees that that would be BC and it would not require any CR here. Huawei prefers to follow RAN1’s NBC change. RAN1 has done many other NBC changes. Ericsson thinks that we should avoid NBC changes if they are not necessary to fix any problem. Samsung agrees with Intel, Nokia and Ericsson. 
=>	Discuss offline whether to stick to the current RRC specification and rely on the NW to handle the configuration appropriately. This avoids an unnecessary NBC change. (Offline 906, Spreadtrum)
R2-1817484	CR on BWP ID	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0652	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1818335	Clarification for BWP ID Handling	LG Electronics Inc.	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0753	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core

RRC-Based BWP switching for SCell:
Discussed at RAN2-103bis based on R2-1813661 and not agreed.
R2-1817485	CR on first Active BWPs for Scell	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0653	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core

Other BWP-related:
R2-1816654	Correction on InitialDownlink and Uplink BWP	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0555	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816669	CR for ServingCellConfigCommon in 38.331	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0232	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1813939
CSI-RS
AperiodicTriggeringOffset
Related to incoming LS from RAN1 (R2-1816211/R1-1811936, contact Ericsson)
R2-1817824	Correction to aperiodicTriggeringOffset	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0701	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	The CR is agreed.
R2-1817835	Correction of aperiodic-CSI triggering offset value	Intel Corporation	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0703	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core

Other CSI-RS related corrections/clarifications:
R2-1816429	CR on powerControlOffset	vivo	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0522	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816670	CR for the optional configuration of subbandSize	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0560	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816499	Field description of nrofReportedRS	vivo	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0534	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816976	Clarification on the Description for resourceType in CSI-ResourceConfig	Samsung Electronics	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0461	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1815310
Power Class, Pmax and Power Control
Configured output power requirements:
Discussed last meeting but postponed due to lack of information from RAN4.
R2-1818446	Inter-band EN-DC Configured Output Power requirements	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0395	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1814908	Late
R2-1818004	CR on support of inter-band EN-DC UL power control	Huawei, Hisilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0722	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core

Power Control and P-max:
Related to RAN4’s confirmation of our power control changes (R2-1816230).
R2-1816466	Discussion on Power Class and Pmax for FR1 and FR2	OPPO	discussion
RRC Buffer Size restriction
R2-1816511	RRC buffer size restriction	MediaTek Inc.	discussion	Rel-15	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1816512	Introduce RRC buffer size in NR	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-15	38.306	15.3.0	0050	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Should be discussed offline (possibly after seeing the RAN1 LS) whether agreeable on Friday. (Offline 905)
SRS
R2-1816649	Remaining issues on SRS-config	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0550	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
RACH
R2-1816573	CR to 38.331 on RACH-ConfigGeneric	Qualcomm Incorporated	draftCR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1817487	CR on the SSB based RACH configuration	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0655	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1817030	Correction on the need code in RACH-ConfigCommon	Samsung	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0592	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
RLM & BFR
R2-1816934	Corrections on number of RadioLinkMonitoringRS condifuration	OPPO	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0587	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
R2-1818486	CR on RadioLinkMonitoringConfig	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0780	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Late
Other
R2-1818533	CR to 38.331 on RNI-Value	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0784	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Late 

Late
R2-1816648	Corrections on PDCCH-ConfigCommon	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0549	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Late

Withdrawn
R2-1816540	Per BWP MIMO layer configuration	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0544	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Withdrawn
R2-1817375	Cell accessibility	Qualcomm Incorporated	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0642	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core	Withdrawn



Comebacks from L1 parameter breakout session
[bookmark: _GoBack]Offline 900: Reply LS to RAN1 on TCI state for CORESET 0 and commonControlResourceSet
R2-18xxxxx	Reply LS on TCI States for CORESET 0 and commonControlResrouceSet; to RAN1; Contact: DCM
R2-18xxxxx	CR on TCI State for CORESET 0; 38.321, DCM

Offline 901: Configuration of MIMO layers. 
R2-1818943	Per serving cell MIMO layer configuration	MediaTek Inc.	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0543	1

Offline 902: Rate matching around CORESETs
R2-1818944	Correction for rate matching	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0547	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core

Offline 903: Time domain allocation lists:
R2-1818945	CR on pdsch-TimeDomainAllocationList and pusch-TimeDomainAllocationList	Huawei, HiSilicon	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0654	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core

Offline 904: UE feature list item 6-1
R2-1818946	Clarification for the implementation of UE feature list item 6-1 (BWP op1)	Intel Corporation, NTT DoCoMo Inc	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0414	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1814967

Offline 905: RRC Buffer Size (Listed in main session notes)

Offline 906: Mapping of BWP ID to DCI code points
R2-1819048	Corrections on BWP ID	Spreadtrum Communications	CR	Rel-15	38.331	15.3.0	0640	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
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