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1	Overall description
RAN2 has discussed the AIoT MAC PDU format design, and RAN2 has made the following agreements:	Comment by QC (Umesh): See suggestion to edit in next comment.
Agreements on MAC PDU format 
1 The MAC PDU should be byte-aligned, assuming the allocated TBS value is in the unit of byte.  The actual TBS value depends on RAN1.   FFS for R2D trigger message	Comment by CATT (Jianxiang): The 1st and 3rd bullet on TB size is irrelative with this LS to CT1 which may make CT1 confused. Shall we remove them?	Comment by QC (Umesh): It depends on whether we keep CC RAN1. If we don’t CC RAN1, we can also remove agreement #4 and 5. In fact in that case the only relevant part to CT1 and SA2 is the yellow highlighted part, so perhaps the whole box of agreement can be removed since the sentence below the box is clear. Or the header sentence can be edited to say “…. and RAN2 has made the agreement to assume that the upper layer data SDU is byte-aligned.” then remove box.

But if we keep CC RAN1, all these agreements seem relevant.
2 RAN2 assumes that the upper layer data SDU is byte-aligned, and an LS can be sent to CT1.
3 The D2R MAC PDU size will correspond to the TBS size indicated in the R2D message 
4 The MAC padding is supported at least for D2R from RAN2 perspective.   The device includes padding bits if there is no more data and there is still space available in the TBS.  
5 In case where MAC PDU includes both MAC SDU and padding, for D2R a field to indicate how many SDU bits are present is required.  FFS how this is provided (i.e. SDU length field or padding length field).  The size of length field is FFS.

RAN2 would like to inform CT1 about RAN2’s assumption that the upper layer data SDU contained in the AIoT MAC PDU is byte-aligned.	Comment by OPPO - Yumin: Maybe we can clarify that this is “for both R2D message and D2R message”.
2	Actions
To CT1:
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks CT1 to take into account RAN2’s assumption that upper layer data SDU is byte-aligned and provide feedback if there is any concern.	Comment by QC (Umesh): This part is redundant and can be removed.
3	Dates of next TSG RAN WG2 meetings
TSG RAN2 Meeting #130		19 - 23 May 2025				Malta, EU
TSG RAN2 Meeting #131		25 - 29 Aug 2025				Bangalore, India
