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1. Introduction
The moderator summary of the maintenance-related issues raised in the submitted contributions for Rel.17 NR_FeMIMO maintenance is given below. 
An initial assessment on each of the issues is given (but can be revised based on the outcome of the discussion during the preparation week). The assessment will be used as a basis to select a number of issues (per chairman instruction) for further discussion in the upcoming weeks.
· High priority (H): this includes high-priority item (essential, pending issues, broken spec components) and proposed editorial changes that either enhance the clarity of the specs or correct mistakes
· Non-essential (N): this includes all other purposes such as spec optimization and low priority issues  
· Editorial (E): this includes editorial issues that will be handled as editorial CRs
Companies are invited to provide inputs before Monday 15:30 Xiamen time.
2. Maintenance issues
The issue is summarized in the following table:
Table 1 Summary
	#
	Issue (summary of CR proposal)
	Companies
	FL assessment

	1 
	For inter-cell mTRP, according to 38.331, the second BFD-RS set q01 (i.e., failureDetectionSet2) and the second NBI-RS set q11 (i.e., candidateBeamRS-List2) can be associated with an additionalPCI. However, according to 38.213, the SSB associated with the additionalPCI can be configured in either the first NBI-RS set q10 or the second NBI-RS set q11. R1-2310268 proposes to correct 38.213 so that SSB associated with the additionalPCI can only be configured in the second NBI-RS set q11 in inter-cell mTRP case.

FL note: 38.213 specification is not aligned with 38.331 specification. Suggest to discuss it in this meeting.
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	EH



TS 38.213
6	Link recovery procedures
< Unchanged parts are omitted >
If a UE
-	is not provided coresetPoolIndex or is provided coresetPoolIndex with a value of 0 for first CORESETs on an active DL BWP of a serving cell,
-	is provided coresetPoolIndex with a value of 1 for second CORESETs on the active DL BWP of the serving cells, and
-	is provided SSB-MTCAdditionalPCI
SS/PBCH block indexes associated with a physical cell identity other than the one provided by physCellId in ServingCellConfigCommon can be provided in either  or  set and the corresponding  set is associated with the physical cell identity.

< Unchanged parts are omitted >

Please provide your view on the issue listed above in the following table.
	
	Company inputs

	Google
	In our view, we should send an LS to change 38.331. I do not aware RAN1 has agreed the additional PCI can only be associated with q11 and q01.

	Lenovo
	Agree to align the description in TS38.331 and TS38.213, and share a similar view Google to send LS to change TS38.331.

	Huawei, Hisilicon
	@google, Lenovo, in principle either changing RAN1 spec or changing RAN2 spec is workable. But please note that changing RAN2 spec will have a much bigger spec impact. 

The reason is that if we let RAN2 to fix the issue, RAN2 has to introduce a new parameter to indicate that whether the additional PCI is associated with the first or second BFD-RS set. Then, there will be the following case: some R17 UE (e.g., UE adopting the previous R17 spec without the new parameter) does not support the new parameter and some R17 UE (e.g., UE adopting the latest R17 spec with the new parameter) support the new parameter. Then, gNB does not dare to configure the new parameter to a UE as it does not know whether the UE support the new parameter or not. To fixed this problem, we have to introduce a UE feature for UE to report whether it supports the new parameter or not. In other words, if we let RAN2 to fix the issue, we need to introduce a new RRC parameter and a new UE feature. While, if we fix the issue in RAN1, there will be no above problem since the above change only impact the configuration behavior of gNB and will not cause the compatibility issue.

We understand that there is no agreement that additional PCI is only associated with the second BFD-RS set. But, indeed, it is the simplest way to solve the problem. In addition, associating the additional PCI to the second BFD-RS set is enough. We fail to see the necessity to allow associating the additional PCI to either of the two BFD-RS sets.

	Mod
	As shown in the inputs above, companies agree to align the descriptions in 331 and 213. Furthermore, at least two companies propose to send an LS to RAN2 and request the change of 331. Based on the discussion, the following two alternatives can be further discussed.
· Alt.1: an LS will be drafted to reflect views from RAN1 (request revision of 331 to align with 213)
· Google, Lenovo, LG
· Alt.2: revise 213 to align with current 331(as proposed in R1-2310268) 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Huawei, Hisilicon, ZTE, Nokia/NSB, CATT

	ZTE
	We suggest to go with Alt.2, and change RAN1 spec to align with 331 as in alignment CR. For now, having any other update for 38.331 is not preferred.

	Nokia/NSB
	Alt.2 makes more sense. 

	LG
	We have similar understanding with Google. Support Alt 1.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




3. Observation
From the inputs shared by participating companies during the preparation phase, the following observation can be made:
· The following issue can be handled as E (a part of editorial CR): ...
· The following issues can be designated as H (requiring discussion and additional agreements/conclusions): ...
· The following issues can be designated as N (non-essential) but can be discussed again in future meetings: ...
· The following issues can be designated as N (non-essential) and have been discussed in previous meeting(s): ...
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