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1 Scope of the offline email discussion
This document contains the summary of the offline email discussion “[AT109bis-e][401][eMTC] Correction on reception type combination for eMTC”, as indicated below:
· [AT109bis-e][401][eMTC] Correction on reception type combination for eMTC (ZTE)

Scope: Check if there is support and update based on the comments if the CRs are agreeable

Intended outcome: Report from the discussion and, if agreeable, in-principle agreed CR(s). The report can be provided in R2-2003916.


Deadline: Monday, Apr. 27th 10:00 UTC 
2 Offline email discussion
[1] R2-2003189
Correction on reception type combination for eMTC
ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Sequans Communications
CR
Rel-13  
36.302    
13.7.0
   1204   -F

The intention of the CRs is to correct the misalignment between the Downlink "Reception Type" combinations for eMTC UE in TS 36.302 and RAN1 description about reception on Type0-MPDCCH common search space and MPDCCH UE-specific search space. 
Q1: Companies are invited to provide comments to the table below.
	Company
	Do you agree with the intent and changes in the R13 CR?
	Detailed comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	The change does not match the problem description on the cover page, and removes more than just the combination stated as not possible. 
The cover page states it’s possible for UE to receive both C and (I or F) simultaneously or receive both D and (J or E or B) simultaneously. However the change removes the possibility to have C + I, and D+(J or E or B). Therefore the CR is not acceptable. 

Also, the problem does not seem a severe one to correct, particularly not with a Rel-13 CR. 

	Sequans
	Yes
	The coversheet states that current spec allows  C and (I or F) or receive D and (J or E or B), but that according to 36.213 this is not possible and therefore needs to be fixed. Actually C or D cannot be received simultaneously or with any USS, which is what this CR states.
In addition, since this spec is in contradiction with 36.213 (which is more procedural and we assume has been implemented correctly in UEs) we see no harm in fixing 36.302 which is more descriptive in nature, even for Rel-13. Of course, as this CR is applied to more advanced releases it will be more helpful in avoiding confusion. Furthermore, keeping this mistake in only some of the releases may also be confusing, given the wrong idea that something has actually changed in this regard.


Conclusion: TBD

Proposal: TBD

[2] R2-2003190
Correction on reception type combination for eMTC
ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Sequans Communications
CR
 Rel-14
    36.302    14.5.0
    1205
    -
A

[3] R2-2003222
Correction on reception type combination for eMTC
ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Sequans Communications
CR  
Rel-15
     36.302
  15.2.0     
1206    
-
A

For the issue itself, these R14 and R15 CRs may be shadow ones. Even some other new reception types have been introduced for UE in RRC_IDLE in R14 and R15 respectively, as the changes in CR are for UE in RRC_CINNECTED, the changes are still same as that in R13 CR.
Q2: Companies are invited to provide comments to the table below.
	Company
	Do you agree with the changes in R14 and R15 CRs?
	Detailed comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	

	Sequans
	Yes
	See answer to Q1


Conclusion: TBD

Proposal: TBD

[4] R2-2003228
Correction on reception type combination for eMTC
ZTE Corporation, Sanechips, Sequans Communications
CR   
Rel-16   
36.302   
16.0.0   
1207   
-
A



As other new reception type has been introduced for UE in RRC_CINNECTED in R16, the changes in this R16 CR is different from those in R13~R15 CRs. But the reason for change is same. 

Q3: Companies are invited to provide comments to the table below.
	Company
	Do you agree with the changes in R16 CR?
	Detailed comments

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	

	Sequans
	Yes
	See answer to Q1


Conclusion: TBD

Proposal: TBD

3 Summary 

[TBD]
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