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1 Introduction
This document contains a list of TDocs covered in the following offline discussion:

· [AT110e][010][NR15] Measurements and System Information (Huawei)


Scope: Treat R2-2004363 R2-2005419, R2-2005420, R2-2005421, R2-2005422, R2-2005392, (proponents are responsible to explain and drive)


Part 1: Decision whether to make corrections or not, identify agreeable corrections. Deadline: June 4, 0700 UTC. 


Part 2: For agreeable parts, continuation to agree CRs. Deadline: June 10, 0700 UTC

Companies are invited to share their views on each TDoc submitted.

2 Discussion
R2-2004363 LS on UE reporting criteria (contact: Nokia)
Q1: Do you think any RAN2 action is needed for this LS? If YES, please clarify.

	Company
	Any action needed? (YES/NO)
	Comments

	Huawei
	NO
	Before receiving the RAN4 reply LS, RAN2 has defined the MN-SN coordination on measId, with Stage 3 and Stage 2 CRs agreed.

	ZTE
	NO
	Agree with Huawei.

	vivo
	No
	Agree with Huawei.

	Qualcomm
	No
	Agree with Huawei. RAN4 just confirms that inter-node coordination is necessary, and signalling has been introduced.

	CATT
	NO
	Agree with Huawei

	Samsung
	No
	

	Ericsson
	NO
	Same view as Huawei

	MediaTek
	No
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


R2-2005419, R2-2005420 36331 CR on inter-RAT SFTD measurements
Q2: Do you agree with the changes in R2-2005419/R2-2005420?
	Company
	YES/NO
	Comments

	Huawei
	YES
	Motivation for the change:

1) The current text is inconsistent with RAN4 spec;

2) Although relying on explicit deletion by the NW is also feasible, autonomous removing the measId is a more robust solution from UE’s perspective.

Compared with the version (R2-2003734/R2-2003735) submitted to the previous meeting, the clarification was made in a note and only applies when the network does not configure the UE to remove the measId, therefore NBC problems were avoided.

	ZTE
	No
	We understand the intention, however, if not all UEs support autonomous removal of measId, then from network perspective, network anyway has to explicitly release the measId during SN addition. Therefore, autonomous release mechanism is redundant.
In addition, we don’t think the 331 spec is inconsistent with RAN4 spec, regarding UE’s implementation, UE can stop SFTD measurement when PSCell is configured. But the RAN4 sentence does not imply the measId must be removed. Of course, a smart network implementation will trigger measId release in this case. 

	vivo
	Yes
	Autonomous removing of the measId can avoid explicit release signaling

	Qualcomm
	No
	We discussed this issue in last RAN2 meeting. The conclusion is that we can rely on NW explicitly release because introducing autonomous release may be NBC for some UE vendors. 
Although the CR is updated (autonomous release when NW doesn’t explicitly release), we are not sure why NBC is avoided. And we agree with ZTE that as long as one UE doesn’t support autonomous release, NW has to explicitly release during SN addition.  



	CATT
	No
	We don’t think the changes are needed as the following RAN4 sentence does not imply that we must use a UE based solution. More addition, PSCell addition is decided by PCell, the Network should release the related measId of inter-RAT SFTD measurement if they follow the additional requirement from RAN4.

If we really wants to capture something to avoid any confusion from RAN2 perspective, it’s sufficient to add a note to refer to RAN4 requirement when NR PSCell addition is triggered.
TS 36.133 cl. 8.1.2.4.25

…

In case an NR PSCell is added, the UE shall terminate the inter-RAT SFTD measurement.
…

	Samsung
	No
	It was previously discussed and not agreed. In our view, CR is merely allowing UE to autonomously remove but network is still responsible to configure the UE to remove the measId associated to a reportConfig with an event involving reportSFTD-Meas set to neighborCells.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	This is just a way of ensuring that the UE does not spend more time in ‘performing the SFTD measurements’ when the network can delay the removal of the SFTD related measIDs. Of course, a clever UE need not perform SFTD measurements once it has already reported these measurements to the network as it knows that the network has to release the respective measID, but strictly following the procedural text would end up in the UE performing these measurements unnecessarily.   

	MediaTek
	No strong view
	We agree that the explicit release is still needed. The CR however does not really force UE to do autonomous release, thus it is acceptable to us.

	Nokia
	Yes
	We share the same view that current text in 36.331 is inconsistent with RAN4 spec. As there are concerns from company for NBC, to avoid confusion, we think a note is ok to indicate intended behaviour.

	
	
	


R2-2005421, R2-2005422 38331 CR on inter-RAT SFTD measurements
Q2: Do you agree with the changes in R2-2005421/R2-2005422?
	Company
	YES/NO
	Comments

	Huawei
	YES
	In the 109bis-e meeting, the 1st and 3rd change were agreed
R2-2003701
Correction to inter-RAT SFTD measurements
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
Rel-15
38.331
15.9.0
1578
-
F
NR_newRAT-Core

R2-2003702
Correction to inter-RAT SFTD measurements
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
Rel-16
38.331
16.0.0
1579
-
A
NR_newRAT-Core

· [010] 1st and 3rd changes are agreed

· [010] revised

However, we failed to provide a revised version due to some mistake.

R2-2005421/R2-2005422 keeps the 1st and 3rd changes of R2-2003701/R2-2003702 and the 2nd change was removed.

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	vivo
	Yes
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	MediaTek
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	
	
	


R2-2005392 Corrections to SIB1 Processing
Q2: Do you agree with the changes in R2-2005392?
	Company
	YES/NO
	Comments

	Huawei
	YES
	The changes look reasonable to us.

	ZTE
	Yes
	We also think the proposed changes are reasonable.

	vivo
	Yes 
	

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	We also agree that the proposes changes are reasonable. We would like to mention that the companion Rel-16 CR (R2-2005393) is not a pure shadow CR wherein the MT-IAB use cases is moved up in the REL-16 version and this will also be treated like the BW not supported and/or the TAC missing scenarios.

	Nokia
	Yes
	Yes there is a point as UE forwarding the information to upper layers would mean it's camping, when it is in fact barring the cell.

	MediaTek
	Yes
	We also think the change is correct but we still need a formal R15 CR on this.

	
	
	


3 Conclusion
To be added.
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