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1 Introduction

This document is for the following email discussion on the remaining MAC open issues:

· [Post109bis-e][938][PowSav] MAC open issues (Huawei)

Address stage-3 remaining open issues. Capture identified NEW, if any, stage-3 corrections/issues from other companies.  Issues that have already been discussed and not pursued should not be brought up again.  

      Intended outcome: CR for 38.321 addressing open issues (including editorials received offline)

      Deadline: Wednesday May 20th 23.59 PST
2 Discussion
2.1 RAN1 LS
In the RAN2#109-e, one LS has been sent to RAN1 to inform RAN2 understanding on MAC-PHY interactions for DCP [1]. In the RAN1#100bis-e, the following RAN1 reply LS has been approved to inform the following RAN1 understanding [2]:

	L1 procedure of DCI format 2_6 detection

· Successful decoding of DCI format 2_6

· L1 sends a positive indication to MAC when the value of wakeup indication bit is “1” 

· L1 sends a negative indication to MAC when the value of wakeup indication bit is “0”

· Miss-detection - all CRC checks fails on DCI format 2_6 

· L1 does not send any indication to MAC

· All invalid monitoring occasions – following legacy behavior to wake up

· L1 sends a positive indication to MAC

Text proposal of CR to TS38.213 of the above physical layer procedure were also agreed.  




Whether the endorsed MAC CR needs to be updated according to the RAN1 LS needs to be discussed.
Discussion point 1. Is there any impact on the endorsed MAC CR due to the reply LS from RAN1?
	Company name
	Yes/No 
	Comments

	
	Yes
	We think the MAC CR wording can be updated to better match the latest RAN1 spec as follows:
3>
if DCP indication associated with the current DRX Cycle received from lower layer was a positive indicationindicated to start drx-onDurationTimer, as specified in TS 38.213 [6]; or



	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2.2 Other remaining issues
In the last RAN2#109bis-e meeting [3], it seems all MAC open issues in the submitted documents have been discussed / addressed. The only remaining issue is the collision between DCP and RAR window. One LS has been sent to RAN1 to confirm RAN2 understanding that RAR addressed all RNTIs is prioritized over DCP by the UE and ask where to capture the behaviour [4]. An Editor’s Note has been captured in the endorsed MAC CR [5]. Our understanding is that we need to wait for RAN1 reply before further discuss this issue.
Companies are invited to raise new MAC remaining issues (including editorials) based on the endorsed MAC CR [5], if any.
Discussion point 2. Companies are invited to raise new MAC remaining issues (including editorials) based on the endorsed MAC CR [5], if any.
	Company name
	Open issues
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


3 Summary 

TBD
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