[bookmark: _Hlk131539195]3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #132	R2-250xxxx
Dallas, Texas, USA, November 17 - 21, 2025

Agenda item:	8.11.1
Source:	Samsung
Title:	Rel-19 SBFD MAC open issues for maintenance
Document for:	Discussion and Decision
Introduction
This offline discussion aims to identify and summarize any additional Rel-19 SBFD MAC open issues, as part of the following email discussion.
· [Post131bis][212][SBFD] CR for TS 38.321 (Samsung)
Intended outcome: Update the CR and identify any additional other open issues
Deadline:  Long

As the result of this discussion, the Rapporteur will provide a summary outlining:
- issues (if any) requiring further discussions with tdoc contributions in RAN2#132, and
- non-controversial/editorial issues (if any) that will be addressed by Rapp CR in RAN2#132, as well as the draft CR for review before submission deadline. 
In this email discussion, we will collect the additional MAC open issues in Phase 1, followed by the discussions on the identified issues in Phase 2.
Input deadlines:
- Phase 1: Open Issue Identification, by Oct. 28, 10:00 UTC;
- Phase 2: Discussions on Identified Issues, by Oct. 31, 10:00 UTC.
Please provide your contact information in the table below when responding.
	Company
	Name
	Email

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Tao Cai
	tao.cai@huawei.com

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Phase 1: Open Issue Identification
Please share any additional MAC open issues, by explaining what the issue is, and sharing the suggested Way-Forward/TP, including editorial improvements.
	Company
	Identified issues
	Suggested TP
	Rapp comment

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	As described in our contribution R2-2507003, when the conditions for RO type switching and for the Msg1 repetition number fallback are met at the same time (which would be quite possible considering the granularity of the configured threshold values), the further higher Msg1 repetition number would be chosen after the same or the next higher Msg1 repetition number is selected due to RO type switching. It is not the intended behavior as the RO type switching should have solved the transmission failure problem and it was never intended that we use both RO type switching and Msg1 repetition fallback at the same time for this scenario where the same Msg1 repetition number would never be used. 
It must be also noted that the resource selection would then be executed twice unnecessarily if not correction on this issue: 
5> select the set of Random Access resources associated with the same feature or feature combination, and with the same Msg1 repetition number if available, or with the next higher Msg1 repetition number otherwise (if the Random Access Preamble is transmitted with repetitions), for this Random Access procedure;
6>	select the set of Random Access resources associated with the next higher Msg1 repetition number with the same feature or feature combination for this Random Access procedure;

	We are open to figure out the suitable change based on the below intention: 

3>	if the Random Access Preamble is transmitted with repetitions, and the RO type has not been changed
from 1st-RO to 2nd-RO or vice versa, and neither contention-free Random Access Resources nor Random Access resources for SI request have been provided for this Random Access procedure:

	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



Rapp summary: 

Phase 2: Discussions on Issues Identified in Phase 1
TBD after Phase 1 discussion.
Conclusions
To summarize:
Issues for further discussion with tdoc contributions in RAN2#132:
-
Issues that will be handled by Rapporteur CR in RAN2#132:
-

