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1. Introduction
In this document, we will provide a summary on the discussion related to the revision of the Rel-17 NR-NTN-WID and whether to add new technical specifications.

The discussion will use as input

· RP-211784 NR-NTN-solutions WID revision, Thales

· It provides reference for 3 new technical specifications/report added as per RAN#92-e agreement and provide corrections to one title and the email address of a rapporteur  

· RP-212468 Considerations on upcoming submissions to ITU, Ericsson/Qualcomm
· Proposal 1: Create new separate TS specifying UE radio transmission and reception for satellite access (Including satellite bands)
· Proposal 2: Create new separate TS specifying Radio resource management requirements for satellite access
2. Discussion 
1.1 Initial Round
Question: Should separate RAN4 Technical Specifications be created in order to specify satellite capable UE and RRM requirements for satellite access as per RP-212468 ?
	Company
	Views

	Thales
	It is agreeable to create the two new TS specifying UE radio transmission and reception for satellite access (Including satellite bands) and Radio resource management requirements for satellite access
However` 
· These TS should only apply to non-handheld terminals and refer to selected requirements of respectively TS 38.101-1 and TS 38.133 as needed.

· The TS 38.101-1 and TS 38.133 should be enriched with NTN bands since the characteristics of handheld NTN UE are very similar/same to the handheld TN UE and therefore, we do not see the need to create separate TSs for NTN handheld UE.

	Samsung
	We support to create separate TS for NTN RF and RRM. We have slightly different view from Thales. We think such separate TS can be for both handheld and non-handheld based on the following considerations:  
· All the NTN UE RF requirements are better to be captured into one individual spec (including VSAT specific for FR2 and handheld), which has benefit to easily maintain the NTN specs if new features added in the following release. 
· It is challenging to accommodate the UE RF requirements for NTN in the existing UE spec especially considering the future NTN operating bands may be beyond current definition of frequency range, e.g, potential NTN bands may not fall into either FR1 or FR2. 
· Also from ITU submission perspective, it is better to have separate TS for candidate technology for terrestrial and satellite components in terms of ITU definition as we did in 4G time for unlicensed operations (LAA was removed to separate TS before ITU submission)

	CMCC
	We support to create new TS(s) for NTN UE side. However, to create one TS covering all NTN UE related requirements (similar with IAB) or creating several TSs should be further discussed. We prefer to leave the detail discussion in WG.

	FGI
	Share the same view with Thales. For handheld terminals, e.g., smartphones, minimum spec impact for TS 38.101-1 and TS 38.133 is expected.

	Intel
	We believe this is RAN4 WG discussion.

We recognize the need in creating separate specs for NTN UE-s to facilitate submissions to outside of 3GPP. However, creating dedicated specs for RAN4 requirements needs further discussion in RAN4. For most of the RRM requirements, existing ones also apply to NTN UE-s. So, creating a dedicated RRM spec for NTN seems to be a lot of additional workload. And we also believe for RF UE spec it is more or less the similar case.


Question: If the response to the previous question is positive, what should be the titles of the new technical specifications ?

	Company
	Views

	Thales
	We suggest that the two additional technical specifications be entitled

· TS “User Equipment (UE ) radio transmission and reception (for non-handheld devices served by satellite access)”
· TS “Requirements for support of radio resource management (for non-handheld devices served by satellite access)”

	Samsung
	We are open to discuss the title of separate TS for RF and RRM. For RF spec, the title should be generic enough for both handheld and non-handheld devices For RRM spec, no need to indicate devices type in the title since potentially RRM requirements could be specified for both BS and UE. 

	FGI
	Agree on RP-212468's proposals. "UE radio transmission and reception for satellite access" and "Radio resource management requirements for satellite access" are decent titles.

	Intel
	We believe this is RAN4 WG discussion.


The moderator assumes that the suggested revisions in RP-211784 are not controversial and should be agreeable as is. However if there are some comments, companies can express their views here below.

	Company
	Views

	Thales
	Revisions in RP-211784 are agreeable

	Samsung
	Agreed

	CMCC
	Agree to the revision.

	FGI
	Agree


1.2 Intermediate Round
1.3 Final Round

3. Conclusion
Based on the email discussion, the following are proposed:

TBD
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