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1. [bookmark: _Ref5850594]Introduction
This contribution summarizes the discussions and proposals in AI 7.2.12 for Rel-16 NR TEI related discussion and other discussions not covered by AI 7.2.1-7.2.11 except for UL Tx switching.

Based on the discussions summarized in Section 2, the moderator suggests no email discussion on the proposal in [2] and the proponent can inform the proposed CR to specification editor unless any concern is raised in the preparation phase discussion.
Companies are encouraged to check above FL proposal and to provide feedback if any in below.
	Company
	Comment

	Samsung
	Agree with FL proposal. Let editor to do simple fix removing brackets in the alignment CR. 

	Ericsson
	Agree with the FL proposal.

	CATT
	It is actually unclear to us on whether there will be an alignment CR for Rel-16 maintenance, since per Chairman’s guidance for this meeting, CRs will be company CRs. If there is no alignment CR for Rel-16, we would suggest trying to make an agreement on the submitted CR (R1-2106929) in email discussion.

	Moderator (NTT DOCOMO)
	Thanks for the feedbacks!
Regarding CATT’s comment, I checked RAN1 chair’s summary and recommendations in AI7.1 for CRs, and there are recommendations like “If companies can agree that the proposed corrections are beneficial, Issue#xx can be handled together with other editorials for possible recommendation to the editors.”. Therefore, the moderator proposed to follow the same way for the proposed CR here. Let’s avoid to have a dedicated email discussion on the CR for just removing brackets, and let’s check if there is any company who cannot accept to remove brackets (the moderator believes there will be no objection) in this preparation phase email discussion, same as handling for such editorial CRs in AI7.1.

	CATT
	Thanks the Moderator for the explanation! We are fine with the FL proposal with the explanation.

	Nokia
	Agree with the FL proposal

	Moderator (NTT DOCOMO)
	Thank you very much again for all the feedbacks!
Since there had been no objection to FL proposal and no objection to the CR in R1-2106929, following is the proposed conclusion on this preparation phase email discussion.

Proposed conclusion:
no email discussion on the proposal in R1-2106929, and the proponent can inform the proposed CR to specification editor

Please provide your feedback if any.



Note that discussions and proposals in AI 7.2.12 related to UL Tx switching ([1] and [4]) are separately handled by other moderator [3].


2. Discussion on other issues


Draft CR on Rel-16 CSI-RS resources for mobility [2]
Following draft CR on Rel-16 CSI-RS resources for mobility is provided in [2].
	[2]
		Reason for change:
	It was agreed in RAN1 #103e meeting (R1-2009448) that higher layer parameter increasedNumberofCSIRSPerMO-r16 was added based on a LS from RAN4 for supporting 192 CSI-RS resources per MO. So the UE assumptions on the CSI-RS resources with the configuration of the higher layer parameters CSI-RS-Resource-Mobility in section 5.1.6.1.3 of TS38.214 should be clarified accordingly. 

	
	

	Summary of change:
	In section 5.1.6.1.3 of TS38.214, remove the bracket in the part of UE assumptions on the CSI-RS resources with the configuration of higher layer parameters CSI-RS-Resource-Mobility.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	The UE behaviour on measurement based on CSI-RS-Resource-Mobility is ambiguous.



[bookmark: _Toc11352113][bookmark: _Toc20318003][bookmark: _Toc27299901][bookmark: _Toc29673168][bookmark: _Toc29673309][bookmark: _Toc29674302][bookmark: _Toc36645532][bookmark: _Toc45810577][bookmark: _Toc52457787]5.1.6.1.3	CSI-RS for mobility
===================== Unchanged parts =====================
A UE configured with the higher layer parameters CSI-RS-Resource-Mobility may expect to be configured
-	with no more than 96 CSI-RS resources per higher layer parameter MeasObjectNR for UEs not supporting [increasedNumberofCSIRSPerMO-r16] when all CSI-RS resources configured by the same higher layer parameter MeasObjectNR have been configured with associatedSSB, or, 
-	with no more than 192 CSI-RS resources per higher layer parameter MeasObjectNR for UEs supporting [increasedNumberofCSIRSPerMO-r16] when all CSI-RS resources configured by the same higher layer parameter MeasObjectNR have been configured with associatedSSB, or,
===================== Unchanged parts =====================




Since the proposal is just removing brackets regarding capability parameter name, the moderator thinks this proposal can be handled directly by the specification editor for TS38.214 as part of the alignment CR. The moderator suggests no email discussion on the proposal in [2] and the proponent can inform the proposed CR to specification editor unless any concern is raised in the preparation phase discussion.
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