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1 Introduction
This document is to collect company’s view on the email discussion [106-e-NR-7.1CRs-12]: 
[106-e-NR-7.1CRs-12] For all remaining issues not covered under [106-e-NR-7.1CRs-01] ~ [106-e-NR-7.1CRs-11], determine whether to reject or continue discussions in future meetings by August 20 - Youngbum (Samsung)

	Moderator’s note: From the discussion in [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs], the collected issues in this email thread [106-e-NR-7.1CRs-12] are basically considered not essential/critical. Nonetheless, there are still some views to clarify/conclude some point. Therefore, please provide your additional views taking into account the raised comments during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs] but not reiterate your previous comments. Note that this email thread is to determine whether to reject or continue discussions in future meetings. The first check point is set to August 17th 23:59 UTC. Moderator will suggest the potential conclusion based on your input provided by the first check point.



2 Issue#4: R1-2106535, Draft CR on the number of layers to determine TBS, ZTE

Table 1: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 2: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



3 Issue#7: R1-2106726, Discussion on Configuration of First Active BWP, ZTE

Table 3: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 4: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



4 Issue#9: R1-2106927, Discussion on overlapping between positive SR and PUSCH without UL-SCH, CATT

Table 5: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 6: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



5 Issue#14: R1-2107299, TP for editor’s CR, NEC

Table 7: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 8: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



6 Issue#16: R1-2107312, Draft CR on Rel-16 Type-1 HARQ-ACK codebook construction, Qualcomm

Table 9: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 10: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



7 Issue#18: R1-2107389, Draft CR on PDCCH DMRS scrambling sequence, CMCC, ZTE

Table 11: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 12: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



8 Issue#19: R1-2107504, On two DCIs in the same slot for BWP switch, MediaTek Inc.

Table 13: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	MTK



Table 14: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	MTK
	[bookmark: _GoBack]To our understanding, spec does not have any description on whether UE expects to receive two DCIs (Ex. DCI 1_1 and DCI 0_1) in the same slot both indicating BWP switch for the same cell (an example show below). We think some discussion is needed to clarify whether this kind of scenario is allowed. A RAN1 conclusion would be enough.
[image: cid:image003.jpg@01D78F6E.1F226000]



9 Issue#20: R1-2107507, R1-2107836, Clarification on PUSCH with UCI only and DMRS multiplexing, MediaTek, DOCOMO

Table 15: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	MTK



Table 16: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	MTK
	We think current spec tends to reflect interpretation1 as Chair’s initial assessment but it is not very clear in spec. Furthermore, some companies seem to have different understanding on the interpretation. We suggest RAN1 to have some discussions to align companies’ understandings. 



10 Issue#21: R1-2107525, Correction to cell-specific PUCCH resource configuration with pucch-ResourceCommon, Nokia/NSB

Table 17: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 18: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



11 Issue#24: R1-2107708, R1-2107709, Draft CR on PT-RS threshold report, Apple

Table 19: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 20: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



12 Issue#25: R1-2107973, Discussion on CSI-RS multiplexing with PDSCH scheduled by PDCCH with CRC scrambled by P-RNTI and SI-RNTI, vivo

Table 21: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 22: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



13 Issue#26: R1-2107974, Draft CR on PUCCH power control for Rel-15, vivo

Table 23: Please indicate your company name in either row below
	“Reject”
	

	“Continue discussions in future meetings”
	



Table 24: Please add your additional comment, if any, supporting your above position (refrain from reiterating your previous comment during [106-e-Prep-NR-7.1CRs])
	Company 
	Comment (if any)

	
	



14 Conclusions
[To be updated]
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