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1. Overall Description:

During RAN2#130 meeting, RAN2 discussed CB-msg3-EDT and achieved the following agreements regarding HARQ feedback for MSG4:
	Agreements regarding HARQ feedback for MSG4 (i.e., CB-msg3 response):
· The HARQ feedback resource information can be included in the CB-Msg4 together with contention resolution ID which identity the specific UE. RAN2 could revisit this proposal if RAN1 has some concern.

· Whether to send the HARQ feedback for CB-Msg4 can be controlled by NW. UE does not send HARQ NACK.

· For NB-IoT, the SubCarrierSpacing of the HARQ feedback for CB-Msg4 is same as the CB-Msg3.

· Reuse the existing format of HARQ ACK allocation signalling in the DCI. There is 2-bit HARQ ACK resource for eMTC and 4-bit HARQ ACK resource for NB-IoT. Reuse the meaning of DCI field in R1 SPEC. 
· Introduce a new CB-Msg3 Response (CBR) MAC sub-header in CB-Msg4. It has 1bit E for sub-header/payload indication, 2 bits T for sub-header type, 1bit T2 for HARQ ACK resource present, 1 bit T3 for TAC present, 1 bit T4 for C-RNTI present and 2bit R for reservation


Besides, RAN2 also made the following agreements regarding TAC in MSG4:
	Agreements regarding TAC in MSG4 (i.e., CB-msg3 response):
· The TAC is optionally used in the CB-Msg3 response. 

· RAN2 assumes that NTA=0 for initial CB-msg3 transmission. 
· RAN2 assumes the length of the TAC field is 6 bits (we can revisit this if there is major R1 impact on TA calculation)


RAN2 would like to check following: 

1) whether there is any concern from RAN1 on the agreements regarding HARQ feedback for MSG4



2)  whether there is any concern from RAN1 and RAN4 on the agreements regarding TAC in MSG4

2. Actions:

To RAN1 and RAN4:
ACTION: RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 and RAN4 to provide feedback if any and take the above information into account in the specification work if necessary.
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

RAN2#131
25th August – 29th August 2025

Bangalore, India

RAN2#131bis
13th October – 17th

 October 2025

Prague, Czech
�This should be IoT_NTN_Ph3-Core


�ok


�Maybe we should also ask them to update the SPEC if needed and if no concern. Suggest to add





"


If no concern, please check potential SPEC impact due to this agreements and update as necessary. 


"


�Agree with MediaTek. For the ACTIONS, RAN2 should ask RAN1/4 to check if any necessary RAN1/4 specifications updates.





�Please check the action part:








�Sam as above


�should be 17th as it corresponds to seventeenth, isn’t it?


�ok





