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This document is intended to address the following remaining issues by email discussion.
Agreements:
· Continue the discussion in this meeting based on the TP#2 in the Appendix, to clarify the configuration of DMRS sequences for msgA PUSCH.
To check TPs till 4/30


Text proposal of clarification on the DMRS sequences
12 out of 13 companies supported the TP#2 in [1]. One company thought it is not necessary but seems they also had no problem with the TP. One company had an editorial comment on the ‘preamble(s)’. 
[Moderator] The proposal is updated from TP#2 in [1] with the editorial comment captured.
In addition, three companies thought how to determine the  value by the mapping between preambles and PUSCH occasion and associated DMRS resource need be further clarified. 
[Moderator] This part can be revisited later once we see some concrete proposals. 

Information for the cover page
Reasons for change
To capture the clarification on the configuration of DMRS sequences.
Summary of changes
Implement the above updates
Specs/Sections impacted
TS 38.211, Section 6.4.1.1.1.1.

Text proposal
Proposal 1: 
· Adopt the following TP to clarify the configuration of DMRS sequences for MsgA PUSCH in TS 38.211.

----------------------------- Start of TP for TS 38.211 ----------------------------
6.4.1.1.1.1	Sequence generation when transform precoding is disabled
<Unchanged Text Omitted>
The quantity  is indicated by 
-	indicated by the DM-RS initialization field, if present, either in the DCI associated with the PUSCH transmission if DCI format 0_1 or 0_2, in [4, TS 38.212] is used; 
-	indicated by the higher layer parameter dmrs-SeqInitialization, if present, for a Type 1 PUSCH transmission with a configured grant; 
-	or determined by the mapping between preamble(s) and a PUSCH occasion and the associated DMRS resource for a PUSCH transmission of Type-2 random access process in [5, TS 38.213]; 
-	otherwise .
<Unchanged Text Omitted>
----------------------------- End of TP -----------------------------------------------



Any comments?
	Company
	Comment

	Intel
	We are fine with the proposal 1 and the TP. 

	CATT
	We agree with the proposal 1 and related TP based on FL’s suggestion.

	Spreadtrum
	In general, we are fine with the proposal 1 and the TP, a minor editorial change: 
or determined by the mapping between preamble(s) and a PUSCH occasion and the associated DMRS resource for a PUSCH transmission of Type-2 random access process in [5, TS 38.213]; 
-	otherwise .


	Apple　
	We are ok with the Proposal 1.

	Nokia
	We are ok with proposal 1 and the associated TP. The editorial change proposed by Spreadtrum would also be OK with us.

	Qualcomm
	The editorial change suggested by Spreadtrum looks good to us.

	LG Electronics
	We are fine with the Proposal.
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Appendix
TP#2 in [1]
----------------------------- Start of TP #2 for TS 38.211 ----------------------------
6.4.1.1.1.1	Sequence generation when transform precoding is disabled
<Unchanged Text Omitted>

The quantity  is indicated by 
-	indicated by the DM-RS initialization field, if present, either in the DCI associated with the PUSCH transmission if DCI format 0_1 or 0_2, in [4, TS 38.212] is used; 
-	indicated by the higher layer parameter dmrs-SeqInitialization, if present, for a Type 1 PUSCH transmission with a configured grant; 
-	or determined by the mapping between preambles and PUSCH occasion and associated DMRS resource for a PUSCH transmission of Type-2 random access process in [5, TS 38.213]; 
-	otherwise .

<Unchanged Text Omitted>

----------------------------- End of TP #2 -----------------------------------------------
Companies’ views collected in the first phase discussion
	Company
	Comment

	Samsung
	Even though it seems not wrong, such TP is also not necessary to have, since the original text is enough. 

	Huawei, HiSi
	Agree as the current spec is actually unclear and very difficult to be based on for figuring out the exact value for scrambling.

	Ericsson
	Agree. 

	CATT
	For proposed TP on DMRS scrambling for PUSCH, how to determine  value by the mapping between preambles and PUSCH occasion and associated DMRS resource need be further clarified.

	NTT DOCOMO
	Fine to have the TP.

	vivo
	We agree with the intention of the TP. We also share the similar view as CATT that how to determine  value when nrofDMRS-Sequences is configured as 2 needs to further clarify.

	LG Electronics
	We think TP#2 is needed to clarify the configuration of DMRS sequence for msgA PUSCH.

	Spreadtrum
	We are fine with the TP, it is needed to clarify it.

	Nokia
	Agree to proposal 2

	Intel
	Agree with the TP. A minor editorial change could be “between preamble(s) and PUSCH occasion and associated DMRS resource”.
We also share similar view as other companies that we need to clarify how to determine the  value by the mapping between preambles and PUSCH occasion and associated DMRS resource either in 211 or 213 spec. 

	Qualcomm
	Proposal 2 looks fine to us.

	Apple
	We agree with Proposal 2.




