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Introduction
Briefly introduce background, the scope of this email discussion (e.g. list of treated agenda items) and provide some guidelines for email discussion if necessary.
This email discussion cover following agenda items:
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10.23 Enhanced IIoT and URLLC support	[NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh]
10.23.1 General	[NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh-Core]
10.23.2 RRM core requirements	[NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh-Core]
10.23.2.1 Propagation delay compensation enhancements	[NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh-Core]
10.23.2.2 Reference point for Te requirements	[NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh-Core]
10.23.2.3 Others	[NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh-Core]

3 Main topics have been identified for discussion:
· Propagation Delay Compensation Enhancements
· timing reference point for UE UL timing
· UE features for enhanced IIoT and URLLC
Additionally, a number of companies have contributed with simulation results. They will be collected separately.
List of candidate target of email discussion for 1st round and 2nd round 
· 1st round: all 3 topics are open for discussion
· 2nd round: TBA

Earlier agreed documents
RAN4#101-bis
· R4-2202783, WF on NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh_RRM
RAN4#101:
· R4-2120335, WF on NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh_RRM
RAN4#100bis:
· R4-2115371, WF on NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh_RRM
RAN4#99: 
· R4-2108368, WF on RRM for NR IIoT and URLLC, 

[bookmark: _Hlk95906123]Topic #1: Propagation Delay Compensation Enhancements
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2203655
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	1. RAN1 evaluate the PDC RTT error budget with PRS measurement accuracy under fading channel condition. 
1. At least include the AWGN channel and the fading channel condition defined in 10.1.25.2-2 in TS 38.133 v17.3.0 for PDC RTT with PRS.
Rel-17 ePos 1 sample PRS measurement accuracy is based on the BW condition “PRS BW (RBs)	≥ 48”.
1. Reuse the PRS measurement accuracy requirement based on 4 samples defined in 10.1.25 in TS 38.133 v17.3.0 for Rel-17 PDC RTT with PRS.
1. The PRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT is 
where

The TRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT is 
where 
 is the number of TRS measurement samples for PDC RTT.
 is the periodicity of the TRS specific for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement.
The TRS resource number has minor effect on the TUE-RX error.
The TRS measurement sample number has minor effect on the TUE-RX  error.
The TRS TUE-RX error changes significantly between AWGN and TDL-A.
Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy for TRS with both AWGN and TDL-A channels.
RAN4 should define test cases for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy requirement with TRS/PRS and SRS.
[Moderator: Simulation results will be collected separately]

	R4-2204306
	OPPO
	Observation 1: The goal for low latency positioning enhancement in Rel-17 is to keep the existing Rel-16 accuracy requirements.
Proposal 1: For PRS-based UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement, accuracy requirements from Rel-16 spec could be reused as baseline for RTT-based PDC.
Proposal 2: Not discuss the number of PRS samples, if only accuracy requirements will be specified. 
Proposal 3: 60kHz and FR2 should be excluded for gNB Rx-Tx time difference accuracy requirements.


	R4-2204472
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Observation 1: Simulation results for UE Rx-Tx time difference using TRS are shown in Table 1. The results do not include any margin to account for UE Rx/Tx group delay calibration error.
Observation 2: The physical reference points for RTT measurements are at the antenna or antenna connector, while the reference point for ReferenceTimeInfo is an unspecified point at the network. ReferenceTimeInfo may not account for “RF propagation delay” at the gNB. If the two reference points are different and the delay between them is not compensated, PDC accuracy may be degraded.
[Moderator: Simulation results will be collected separately]

	R4-2204647
	vivo
	Proposal 1: Accuracy requirements for RTT-based PDC with PRS are based on measurements with one sample.
Proposal 2: Accuracy requirements for RTT-based PDC with TRS are based on measurements with one sample.
Proposal 3: No measurement period requirements are specified for RTT-based PDC.
Proposal 4: AWGN channel is assumed for defining accuracy requirements for PDC measurement. Additional LOS channel may be considered.
Proposal 5: Test cases are discussed after completion of accuracy requirements.
Observation 1: 60kHz and 120kHz SCS for FR2 are not excluded explicitly for PDC use cases.

	R4-2204648
	vivo
	Observation 1: Measurement accuracy with 4 samples and 1 sample are almost the same under AWGN channel.
Observation 2: Measurement accuracy can be improved with 4 samples compared to 1 sample measurement under TDL-A fading channel.

[Moderator: Simulation results will be collected separately]

	R4-2205389
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1: Measurement requirements for UE Rx-Tx are defined based on single-shot measurement. 
Proposal 2: Measurement requirements for UE Rx-Tx are defined based on AWGN. 
Proposal 3: Measurement requirements for TRS based UE Rx-Tx are defined based on 2-slot TRS configuration for FR1 at least. 
[bookmark: _Hlk95914359]Proposal 4: Inform RAN2 about the RAN4 agreements on report mapping for UE and gNB Rx-Tx.

	R4-2205390
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	CR on requirements for UE Rx-Tx measurement for PDC

	R4-2205418
	Ericsson
	Observation 1: The 15 and 30 kHz SCS from RAN1 LS were for evaluation using control-to-control and smart grid set of requirements. The final LS states no SCS limitations.
Proposal 1: Requirements for PDC shall be stated for all SCS. 
Observation 2: The control-to-control and smart grid set of evaluation requirements can be fulfilled with rel-16 TS 38.133 section 10.1.25 Ue Rx-Tx Time Difference Measurements requirements.
Proposal 2: Reuse rel-16 TS 38.133 section 10.1.25 Ue Rx-Tx Time Difference Measurements requirements, for UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy based on PRS. 
Proposal 3: In order to facilitate reuse of rel-16 TS 38.133 section 10.1.25 Ue Rx-Tx Time Difference Measurements requirements, for UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy based on PRS we can base PDC requirements on 4 samples. 
Observation 3: Observation 3: Our simulation results are reported in R4-2205419, Simulation results for Propagation Delay Compensation [5].

[Moderator: Simulation results will be collected separately]

	R4-2205419
	Ericsson
	[Moderator: Simulation results will be collected separately]

	R4-2205815
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	draftCR on requirements for UE Rx-Tx measurement for propagation delay compensation



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.

Based on the submitted papers from the companies and the WF agreed in last meeting following 4 sub-topics have been identified for propagation delay compensation enhancements for discussion:
1 UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS.
· Issue 1-1: PRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT
· Issue 1-2: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS requirements for FR2
· Issue 1-3: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS requirements for 60KHz 
· Issue 1-4: Shall RAN4 define requirements based on Rel-16 or Rel-17, or for Rel-16 and Rel-17 PRS
· Issue 1-5: Are simulations needed for defining accuracy requirements
· Issue 1-6: Number of samples assumed for deriving the accuracy requirements
2 UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS.
· Issue 1-7: TRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT
· Issue 1-8: Channel conditions for which RAN4 will develop requirements
· Issue 1-9: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS requirements for FR2
· Issue 1-10: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS requirements for 60KHz
· Issue 1-11: TRS resource number used for developing UE requirements
· Issue 1-12: Number of samples assumed for deriving the accuracy requirements
3 Inform RAN2 about the RAN4 agreements on report mapping for UE and gNB Rx-Tx.
· Issue 1-13: LS to RAN2 group for Rel-17 enhanced IIOT/URLLC
4 RAN4 to start test case work for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy requirement with TRS/PRS and SRS.
· Issue 1-14: Test case work for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy requirement with TRS/PRS and SRS

Some issues identified for each sub-topic needs to be resolved in this meeting to progress the further work in RAN4 related to performance and simulations.
Sub-topic 1-1
Sub-topic description: UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 1-1: PRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT
· Proposals
· Option 1: (Nokia Proposal 3)
· 
where

· Option 2: Other
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-2: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS requirements for FR2
(decision needed because of possible simulations)
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-3: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS requirements for 60KHz 
(decision needed because of possible simulations)
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-4: Shall RAN4 define requirements based on Rel-16 or Rel-17, or for Rel-16 and Rel-17 PRS
(decision needed because of possible simulations)
· Proposals
· Option 1: Rel-16 only
· Option 2: Rel-17 only
· Option 3: Rel-16 and Rel-17
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-5: Are simulations needed for defining accuracy requirements
(decision needed because of possible simulations)
· Proposals
· Option 1: No, RAN4 reuse PDC RTT accuracy from R16 defined in TR 38.133-10.1.25.2 for Rel-17 PDC RTT-based method
· Option 2: Yes
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-6: Number of samples assumed for deriving the accuracy requirements
(open but will be decided based on simulation results)
· Proposals
· Option 1: 1 sample
· Option 2: 4 samples
· Option 3: other
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed


Sub-topic 1-2
Sub-topic description: UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 1-7: TRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT
· Proposals
· Option 1: No measurement period requirements are specified for RTT-based PDC
· Option 2: Nokia proposal 4	Comment by Nokia: One minor adjustment here - our proposal is only the measurement period equation for TRS, the exact number of TRS sample to be measured will depend on the final agreement. 
If the final agreement of TRS sample number is 1, then our proposal of the TRS measurement period will be the periodicity of the TRS specific for PDC RTT.

· The TRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT is 
where 
 is the number of TRS measurement samples for PDC RTT.
 is the periodicity of the TRS specific for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement.
· Option 3: Huawei proposal in CR
· The UE shall be able to measure UE Rx-Tx time difference on PCell after receving [TBD, command from network that triggers the UE Rx-Tx measurement] within TUERx-Tx_PDC, where
· TUERx-Tx_PDC = TBD
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-8: Channel conditions for which RAN4 will develop requirements
· Proposals
· Option 1: AWGN only
· Option 2: AWGN and fading (TDL-A)
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-9: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS requirements for FR2
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-10: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS requirements for 60KHz
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-11: TRS resource number used for developing UE requirements
· Proposals
· Option 1: 4 (2-slot TRS configuration)
· Option 2: 2 (2-slot TRS configuration)
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Issue 1-12: Number of samples assumed for deriving the accuracy requirements
(open but will be decided based on simulation results)
· Proposals
· Option 1: 1 sample
· Option 2: 4 samples
· Option 3: other
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Sub-topic 1-3
[bookmark: _Hlk96002098]Sub-topic description: Inform RAN2 about the RAN4 agreements on report mapping for UE and gNB Rx-Tx
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 1-13: LS to RAN2 group for Rel-17 enhanced IIOT/URLLC
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Sub-topic 1-4
[bookmark: _Hlk96002040][bookmark: _Hlk96007799]Sub-topic description: RAN4 to start test case work for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy requirement with TRS/PRS and SRS
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 1-14: Test case work for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy requirement with TRS/PRS and SRS
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· RAN4 should discuss an initial list of test cases.

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
Sub-topic 1-1: Sub-topic description: UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS
Issue 1-1: PRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	


 
Issue 1-2: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS requirements for FR2
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	


 
Issue 1-3: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS requirements for 60KHz 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-4: Shall RAN4 define requirements based on Rel-16 or Rel-17, or for Rel-16 and Rel-17 PRS
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-5: Are simulations needed for defining accuracy requirements
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-6: Number of samples assumed for deriving the accuracy requirements
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	




Sub-topic 1-2: Sub-topic description: UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS
Issue 1-7: TRS measurement period requirement for PDC RTT
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-8: Channel conditions for which RAN4 will develop requirements
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-9: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for TRS requirements for FR2
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-10: Define UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement requirement for PRS requirements for 60KHz
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-11: TRS resource number used for developing UE requirements
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



Issue 1-12: Number of samples
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	




Sub-topic 1-3: Sub-topic description: Inform RAN2 about the RAN4 agreements on report mapping for UE and gNB Rx-Tx
Issue 1-13: LS to RAN2 group for Rel-17 enhanced IIOT/URLLC
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	




Sub-topic 1-4: Sub-topic description: RAN4 should define test cases for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy requirement with TRS/PRS and SRS
Issue 1-14: Test case work for PDC RTT UE Rx-Tx time difference measurement accuracy requirement with TRS/PRS and SRS
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	



CRs/TPs comments collection
For close-to-finalize WIs and maintenance work, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For ongoing WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2205390, Huawei, HiSilicon

	Title: CR on requirements for UE Rx-Tx measurement for PDC

	
	Company A

	
	

	R4-2205815,
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Title: draftCR on requirements for UE Rx-Tx measurement for propagation delay compensation

	
	Company A

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic #1
	Tentative agreements:
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:




CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update
Note: The tdoc decisions shall be provided in Section 3 and this table is optional in case moderators would like to provide additional information. 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2205390, Huawei, HiSilicon

	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”

	R4-2205815,
Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)


[bookmark: _Hlk95906140]Topic #2: Timing reference point for UE UL timing
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2203656
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Proposal 1: TP for Rel-15/16/17 38.133 7.1.2
“The downlink timing is defined as the time when the first detected path in time of the corresponding downlink frame from the reference cell is received at the UE antenna”
Proposal 2: If Option #1 is not agreeable, then Option # 3 can be compromised.

	R4-2204423
	Intel
	draftCR to clarify timing reference point for UE UL timing test cases

	R4-2204649
	vivo
	Proposal 1: The downlink timing is defined as the time when the first detected path (in time) of the corresponding downlink frame is received from the reference cell at the UE antenna.

	R4-2205391
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Proposal 1a: Do not mention ‘detected’ nor ‘detectable’ in the definition of the “reference point” for Te requirements in clause 7.1.2 of 38.133. 
Proposal 1b: Add a note in the requirements that the requirements may not apply in all conditions but shall apply under conditions used in the test cases. 
Proposal 2: Update the definition of the “reference point” in clause 7.1.2 of 38.133 from Rel-15:
“The downlink timing is defined as the time when the first detected path (in time) of the corresponding downlink frame is received from the reference cell arrives at the UE antenna.”
Proposal 3: Send LS to inform RAN1 about the updated definition of the “reference point”.

	R4-2206021
	Ericsson
	•	Observation 1: The term first “detected path” (in time) in the definition of the reference point for timing error control requirement in section 7.1.2 in TS 38.133 would mean that the reference point is inside the UE i.e. at the UE baseband. 
•	Observation 2: The purpose of the reference point is for interpretation, derivation, verification or testing of the core requirements. But the reference point inside the UE (i.e. at baseband) means that the reference point cannot be determined/estimated by the test system
•	Observation 3: It is agreed to include “UE antenna” will in the reference point definition. But UE antenna does not ‘detect’ rather receive signal,
•	Observation 4: Testing of Te is done under AWGN which has one path. Therefore, the path arriving at the UE antenna and detectected by the UE is the same. That’s why the problem has not been observed or will not be observed in the test.
•	Observation 5: In principle use of first “detected” path in the reference point definition creates ambiguity and in principle such definition (with detected path) also leaves core requirements “untestable”.
•	Proposal #1: The term “detected” is not included in the reference point definition.
•	Proposal #2: Clarify reference point definition according to Option # 2 [2]:
o	The downlink timing is defined as the time when the first path (in time) of the corresponding downlink frame from the reference cell arrives at the UE antenna.
•	Proposal #3: If Option #2 is not agreeable then clarify reference point definition according to Option # 3 [2]:

	R4-2206022
	Ericsson, Intel, Huawei, HiSilicon, Qualcomm
	Correction to reference point defintion for UE timing in TS 38.133



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
TP Option 1:
The downlink timing is defined as the time when the first detected path (in time) of the corresponding downlink frame is received from the reference cell at the UE antenna 
TP Option 2:
The downlink timing is defined as the time when the first path (in time) of the corresponding downlink frame from the reference cell arrives at the UE antenna
TP Option 3:
The downlink timing is defined as the time when the first detected path (in time) of the corresponding downlink frame used by the UE to determine downlink timing is received from the reference cell at the UE antenna
WF:
Next meeting is last meeting to reach agreement. All 3 options are open for discussion.

Sub-topic 2-1
Sub-topic description: TP for downlink timing definition
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 2-1: Preference for TP for downlink timing definition
· Proposals
· Option 1: Prefer TP option 1
· Option 2: Prefer TP option 2
· Option 3: Prefer TP option 3
· Option 4: can compromise to TP option 3.
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
Issue 2-1: Preference for TP for downlink timing definition
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Issue 2-1: Preference for TP for downlink timing definition


	Intel
	We support option 2.
We are also willing to look at the possibility to go with option 3. One note is that no impact on RAN5 conformance test cases is expected.




CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2204423, Intel
	Title: draftCR to clarify timing reference point for UE UL timing test cases

	
	Company A

	
	

	R4-2206022, Ericsson, Intel, Huawei, HiSilicon, Qualcomm
	Title: Correction to reference point defintion for UE timing in TS 38.133

	
	Company A

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#1
	Tentative agreements:
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:




CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2204423, Intel
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”

	R4-2206022, Ericsson, Intel, Huawei, HiSilicon, Qualcomm
	



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator can provide summary of 2nd round here. Note that recommended decisions on tdocs should be provided in the section titled ”Recommendations for Tdocs”.


[bookmark: _Hlk95906155]Topic #3: UE features for enhanced IIoT and URLLC
Main technical topic overview. The structure can be done based on sub-agenda basis. 
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2206015
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Proposal: RAN4 does not introduce additional UE feature group for Rel-17 enhanced IIOT/URLLC.

	R4-2204472
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Proposal 1: The UE capability for RTT-based PDC should be defined per feature set.



Open issues summary
Before e-Meeting, moderators shall summarize list of open issues, candidate options and possible WF (if applicable) based on companies’ contributions.
Sub-topic 3-1
Sub-topic description:
Open issues and candidate options before e-meeting:
Issue 3-1: Is there a need for RAN4 input to the feature group for Rel-17 enhanced IIOT/URLLC
· Proposals
· Option 1: Yes
· Option 2: No
· Recommended WF
· More discussion needed

Recommendations for Tdocs
1st round 
New tdocs
	Title
	Source
	Comments

	WF on …
	YYY
	

	LS on …
	ZZZ
	To: RAN_X; Cc: RAN_Y

	
	
	



Existing tdocs
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-22xxxxx
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics incl. existing and new tdocs.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) For new LS documents, please include information on To/Cc WGs in the comments column
4) Do not include hyper-links in the documents

2nd round 

	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Recommendation  
	Comments

	R4-22xxxxx
	CR on …
	XXX
	Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
	

	R4-22xxxxx
	WF on …
	YYY
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	R4-22xxxxx
	LS on …
	ZZZ
	Agreeable, Revised, Noted
	

	
	
	
	
	



Notes:
1) Please include the summary of recommendations for all tdocs across all sub-topics.
2) For the Recommendation column please include one of the following: 
a. CRs/TPs: Agreeable, Revised, Merged, Postponed, Not Pursued
b. Other documents: Agreeable, Revised, Noted
3) Do not include hyper-links in the documents
Annex 
Contact information
	Company
	Name
	Email address

	Intel
	Meng
	Meng.zhang@intel.com



Note:
1) Please add your contact information in above table once you make comments on this email thread. 
2) If multiple delegates from the same company make comments on single email thread, please add you name as suffix after company name when make comments i.e. Company A (XX, XX)
