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Introduction
This document is to kick off the following email discussion:
[bookmark: _Hlk116306801][AT119bis-e][203][71 GHz] Corrections to 71 GHz (ZTE)
      Scope: Discuss the documents marked for this discussion under AI 6.20.x and provide agreeable versions of CRs (if any) for endorsement.
[bookmark: _Hlk116306781]	Intended outcome: Report in in R2-2210812.
	Deadline: Deadline 2 (report) / Deadline 3 (CRs)
Contact information
Respondents to the email discussion are kindly asked to fill in the following table. 
	Company
	Contact details

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Discussion
CP changes
In [1], a number of changes were proposed with the following reasons: 
1. Some features introduced in shared spectrum in FR1 (such as CAPC, LSB of ssb-SubcarrierOffset and intraCellGuardBandsDL-List, intraCellGuardBandsUL-List etc) are not applicable to FR2-2 and hence a clarification is needed for these.
2. In the field description of channelAccessMode, when channel access mode is configured as dynamic, the referenced clauses in the RAN1 specs are incorrect. 
3. According to RAN1’s LS (R1-2208231), channelAccessMode2 is expected to be configured in the region where LBT is mandated this is not captured currently. 
4. To make specs clearer, for co_DurationList, the maximum value for other SCS should also be clarified.
5. CO-DurationPerCell should be CO-DurationsPerCell.

Apart from the change related to the RAN1 LS (i.e., 3. Above), do companies think other changes are okay? 
	Q1: Do companies agree with changes 1), 2), 4) and 5) in [1] ? 

	Company
	Agree/Disagree/Comments
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



In [3], it was pointed out that the FR2-2 related preference indication configurations should be released upon RRC resume, but this is not done in the RRC today. The following configurations are proposed to be released upon RRC Resume: 
· maxBW-PreferenceConfigFR2-2
· maxMIMO-LayerPreferenceConfigFR2-2
· minSchedulingOffsetPreferenceConfigExt
We can check if companies agree with this change. 

	Q2: Do companies agree that maxBW-PreferenceConfigFR2-2, maxMIMO-LayerPreferenceConfigFR2-2, minSchedulingOffsetPreferenceConfigExt should be released upon RRC Resume as proposed in [3]? 

	Company
	Agree/Disagree/Comment
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Finally, during the online discussion we discussed the RAN1 LS in R1-2208231 and the following was agreed: 
Use text saying “The network configures this field if channel access procedures are required for the serving cell band within this region.” to description of channelAccessMode-2. Can clarify whether this is only used in common signalling (e.g. ServingCellConfigCommon(SIB))
Offline discussion [203] to handle the CR details


	Q3: Do companies have any final comments to the wording of the text agreed above? 

	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



One related issue is whether we should capture this only for SIB or for all IEs. i.e. should the change be captured for ServingCellConfig, ServingCellConfigCommon and ServingCellConfigSIB? Since the UE configuration can be resulting from any of these IEs it seems logical to clarify this in all places. Companies can comment whether this is agreeable or not. 

	Q4: Do companies agree that the text according to Q3 should be captured for the field description of channelAccessMode2 in ServingCellConfig, ServingCellConfigCommon and ServingCellConfigSIB ?

	Company
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



UP changes
In [2], it was pointed out that for shared spectrum channel access in FR2-2, a new table including channel access type is introduced, which is different with operation in shared spectrum channel access in FR1. In addition, channel access mode is optionally configured. Only when it is configured, ChannelAccess-Cpext field in successRAR is present. The current description for this in the MAC spec is not correct and needs to be updated hence. 
We can check if companies agree with this reasoning and the proposed change. 

	Q5: Do companies agree with the correction to the description of the ChannelAccess-CPext field as proposed in [2]? 

	Company
	Agree/Disagree/Comment
	Comments
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Conclusions
TBD
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