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[bookmark: _Ref506539118]Introduction
RAN1 received a reply LS from RAN2, which includes the following content [1]:
	Overall Description: In Release 17, the maximum configurable CG-SDT periodicity is 640 ms. In RAN2#122, it was agreed that RAN2 intends to enable configuration of the CG periodicities to higher values from Rel-18. RAN2 made this agreement under the assumption that this extension would have no or low impact on RAN1 specifications. The intention is to extend the maximum CG-SDT periodicity up to a few minutes/hours (FFS the exact value).
ACTION: RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 to take the above into account and provide any necessary feedback or concerns on RAN1 impact, if any.


In this LS, RAN2 intends to introduce longer CG periodicities with the minimum impact on RAN1 specifications. In the contribution, we will discuss longer CG-SDT periodicity impact on RAN1 specification and provide our view on reply LS on longer CG-SDT periodicities.
Discussion on response to RAN2 LS	
In Rel-17 MO-SDT, the mapping table between PUSCH configuration period and SSB to PUSCH resource association period is defined as shown in Table below [2]. In this table, association period of up to 640ms CG period is defined. 
[image: ]
Regarding LS from RAN2, if the maximum value of CG periodicity is extended to a few minutes/hours, which means some new values of CG periodicity will be introduced, then we think two issues need to be considered. The first issue is whether the current table can be updated, i.e. whether to introduce new association periods for the current CG period. For this issue, firstly we think the impact on specification is large if updated. Secondly, since CG-SDT is used for low mobility UE or static UE, there is only a set of SSBs to be used. Besides, in the current table, although some association period values are defined, actually they may never be used, such as 128 association period for 5ms CG period. Hence in our understanding, the current association period values are sufficient and there is no necessary to extend association periods for the current CG periods. The second issue is how to define the association period for these new introduced CG periods. For this issue, we think either introducing a new table or fixing association period as 1 seems feasible, which has a smaller impact on RAN1 specification.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on the analysis above, we think introducing new longer CG periodicities has a smaller impact on RAN1 specification. Hence, longer CG periodicities may be introduced for CG-SDT from the perspective of RAN1.
Proposal 1: From RAN1 perspective, longer CG periodicities may be introduced for CG-SDT.
[bookmark: _Ref52481833]Conclusions
In this contribution, we presented our view on reply LS on longer CG period. Further, we summarize the proposal as follows:
Proposal 1: From RAN1 perspective, longer CG periodicities may be introduced for CG-SDT.
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Table 19.1-1: Mapping between PUSCH configuration period and SS/PBCH block to configured

PUSCH resource association period
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