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Introduction
This document summarizes remaining issues proposed in company contributions of AI 9.2.4
Issues for Discussions
Pathloss Offset
Mod: For the case of two indicated TCI states, we have two Alternative solutions and we need to down-select one from them:

Proposal 1.1a:
When there are two indicated joint/UL TCI states for the asymmetric DL sTRP/UL mTRP scenarios, down-select one from the following:
· Alt1: It is expected that only one of indicated joint/UL TCI states can be configured with PL offset
· Alt2: Both indicated joint/UL TC I states can be configured with PL offset.


Proposal 1.1b:
For indicating PL offset for PDCCH-order PRACH, when two joint/UL TCI states are indicated in Rel-18 unified TCI, down-select one from the following:
· Alt1:
· the bit field index 0 of this field indicates that the PL offset is NOT included in the PRACH transmission power calculation 
· the bit field index 1 of this field indicates that the PL offset contained in the indicated joint/UL TCI states associated with the UL TRP included in the PRACH transmission power calculation.
· FFS: how to determine which one of the two indicated TCI states is the one associated with the UL TRP.

· Alt2:
· the bit field index 0 of this field indicates that the PL offset contained in the first indicated joint/UL TCI state is included in the PRACH transmission power calculation 
· the bit field index 1 of this field indicates that the PL offset contained in the second indicated joint/UL TCI state is included in the PRACH transmission power calculation.


Table 1-2: Company input for Issues 1.x
	Company 
	Comments

	Mod00
	Please share your preference

	
	

	
	

	
	


Two Separate CLPC adjustment states for SRS



Mod: For issue 2.1, I have three different version of proposal: selecting Alt1, selecting Alt2 or concluding no consensus.

Version 1: Proposal 2.1
About the extended value range 1~X of starting bit of blocks in DCI format 2_3 in Rel-19, support Alt1:
· Alt1: X = 45 (to be captured in RAN2 spec)
· This feature is a separate UE capability and is appliable to any Rel-19 UE who supports this UE capability, regardless this UE supports two separate SRS CLPC adjustment states or not.
· Note: X=45 can be used for operations in FR1 in shared spectrum or FR2-2 and X = 43 otherwise 


Version 2: Proposal 2.1
About the extended value range 1~X of starting bit of blocks in DCI format 2_3 in Rel-19, support Alt2:
· Alt2: X = 44 (to be captured in RAN2 spec)
· This feature is only applicable to UE who is configured with two separate SRS CLPC adjustment states.
· Note: X=44 can be used for operations in FR1 in shared spectrum for FR2-2 and X = 42 otherwise

Version3: Conclusion 2.1
There is no consensus to support extended value range 1~X of starting bit of blocks in DCI format 2_3 in Rel-19.


Table 2-2: Company input for Issues 2.x
	Company 
	Comments

	Mod00
	Please share which version you can support or live with
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