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1 Introduction

CB: # 69_DDDS

- 2nd change is agreeable?

- 1st change needed?

- Rel-15 CR

(QC)

2 Summary of offline disc R3-205581For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-20xxxa, R3-20xxxc merged

R3-20xxxc rev [in xxxg] – agreed

R3-20xxxd rev [in xxxh] – agreed

R3-20xxxe rev [in xxxi] – agreed

R3-20xxxf rev [in xxxj] – endorsed

Propose to capture the following:

Agreement text…
Agreement text…

WA: carefully crafted text…

Issue 1: no consensus

Issue 2: issue is acknowledged; need to further check the impact on xxx. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…
3 Discussion
Document R3-204723 proposes two changes in TS 38.425. The following presents and requests feedback on each of these changes in turn:
3.1 Triggering of DSSS
The first change introduces the following text

The Downlink Data Delivery Status procedure may be initiated autonomously by the corresponding node, or in response to a request contained in the DL USER DATA message as described in clause 5.4.1.1.

[correction above based on online discussion]

The motivation of this change is that this is not clear to a reader. In LTE, the equivalent procedure was always autonomous, but after we introduced the possibility of polling, a new reader may well infer that autonomous triggering is either not supported or potentially problematic for inter-operability. This is not a theoretical possibility as it has happened, and will probably happen again!

Of course, RAN3 experts know this, but it could be argued that it not specified unambiguously.

Please provide your view below:
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Handling of missing IEs
The second proposal is to add as note as follows:

If neither of the above Sequence Number IEs are present, the node hosting the NR PDCP entity assumes that no data has been delivered to the UE for RLC AM or transmitted for RLC UM, and takes the value of the desired buffer size as the total  amount of data that it can send towards the corresponding node until a DL DATA DELIVERY STATUS frame is received that contains one of these IEs.

The reason for this change is that there are use cases (e.g. tunnel start-up) when the hosting node sends user plane PDCP PDUs towards the corresponding node prior to any data being received (or sent) to the UE. In this scenario it is possible for the corresponding node to send a DDDS frame to indicate how much data it can receive. However, it is also clear that the corresponding node cannot indicate either the “Highest successfully delivered NR PDCP Sequence Number" for RLC AM, or the "Highest transmitted NR PDCP Sequence Number" for RLC UM until user plane activity starts in Uu. In this case the current text is clearly not applicable, i.e., the hosting node has no way to calculate how much data it should send down.
The note above is intended to fill this gap (whether this should be a note or not can be discussed if needed in a second round).

Please provide your view on this proposal below:

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 Second round
To be done as needed…:
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
5 References

