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1	Introduction
This contribution keeps track of all the FFSs which were removed from 38.300 before RAN#78. It is an update of R2-1802501 and relies of track changes to identify the progress.
2	Open Issues
The list of Stage 2 open issues with corresponding subclauses is given below.
Inactive State
1. FFS if data transmission is possible (§7.2)
2. FFS if PLMN selection is supported (§7.2) → agreed by SA2
3. FFS whether initial access from RRC_INACTIVE also relies on the default numerology (§7.3) → solved with the agreement on relying on the initial BWP.
4. The relation between the I-RNTI and the network identifier used to locate the UE context is FFS (§8.1) → solved with the agreement to page with I-RNTI and locate UE context based on I-RNTI.
5. [bookmark: _GoBack]How to use the gNB ID in the context of mobility in RRC_INACTIVE and the corresponding identification of the UE Context (I-RNTI) has to be discussed (§8.1)
6. Cell reselection in general (§9.2.2.2) → solved with the agreement on “A UE in RRC_INACTIVE performs cell reselection. The principles of the procedure are as for the RRC_IDLE state”
7. alternatives selected for RNA configuration (§9.2.2.3) → solved with the latest additions to 9.2.2.3
Access Control
8. Whether the unified access barring mechanism is actually applicable for all RRC states in NR (RRC_IDLE, RRC_CONNECTED and RRC_INACTIVE) (§7.4) → agreed by SA1/CT1
9. FFS what NAS does for RRC_INACTIVE and FFS for RRC_IDLE whether the information is directly provided by NAS, derived from the access category.... (§7.4) → solved for RRC_IDLE with the agreement “In RRC_IDLE, the UE NAS informs RRC of the access category and the Connection Request includes some information to enable the gNB to decide whether to reject the request”
Transport of NAS Messages
10. Transport of NAS messages (§7.6), in particular if separate NAS messages are used for PDU session establishment (Annex A)
Identities
11. Network Identities: How to use the gNB ID in the context of mobility in RRC_INACTIVE and the corresponding identification of the UE Context (I-RNTI) has to be discussed. This also contains discussions on possible size limitations of the I-RNTI (§8.2)
12. Network Identities: It is FFS and subject to SA2 whether TAIs in the NG-RAN have the same format (or share same ID space) as TAIs in E-UTRAN (§8.2)
13. Network Identities: The format of the S-NSSAI is FFS subject to SA2 (§8.2)
Idle
14. Initial Access: FFS whether initial access from RRC_IDLE relies on the default numerology (§9.2.1.1) → solved with the agreement on relying on the initial BWP.
15. Idle: FFS for which services the service specific frequency prioritisation is applied and how it applies for the case of network slices (§9.2.1.2).
Mobility
16. Exact message names FFS (§9.2.3.1)
17. FFS whether QoS flow can be remapped at handover and, if supported, whether the handover is lossless in this case (§9.2.3.1) → agreed to be supported.
18. FFS whether there may be cases for which intra-cell mobility needs to be handled by RRC (9.2.3.1)
19. FFS whether the AS configuration includes the QoS flow to DRB mapping that was not configured to the UE via RRC signalling (§9.2.3.1) → solved with the agreement “AS configuration includes the QoS flow to DRB mapping configured to the UE via reflective QoS to support lossless handover (mapping configured by RRC signalling already agreed to be provided in AS config).”
20. FFS whether there is a need to provide the system information from source equivalent to LTE’s MIB, SIB-1 and SIB-2 (§9.2.3.1) → solved with the agreement “AS configuration can include the minimum system information from source”
21. FFS if there could be exceptions where the Handover Command is entirely generated by the target gNB - e.g. any enhancements similar to MBB enhancement in LTE, if supported (§9.2.3.2.1)
22. FFS for which cell(s) beam measurement information can be included e.g. only candidate target cell (§9.2.3.2.1) → solved with the agreed CandidateCellInfoList
23. U-Plane handling for handover (§9.2.3.2.2)
Measurements
24. Possible difference between serving and non-serving could be the value of “N” i.e. N best beams - FFS (§9.2.4) → solved with the agreement that “Cell quality from beam measurements is derived in the same way for the serving cell(s) and for the non-serving cell(s).”
25. FFS whether cell and beam measurements need to be consistent (§9.2.4) → solved with the agreed reportQuantityRsIndexes
Miscellaneous
26. Random Access: FFS whether the gNB can be provided with more information (compared to LTE) from the UE on the Msg.3 to provide. (§9.2.6) → seems no longer relevant.
27. Downlink rate control (§10.5.1) → mechanisms agreed by SA2.
28. QoS: Notification Control (which when included indicates that notification is requested when the QoS of some flows can no longer be met) is pending clarifications from SA2 (§12) → clarifications agreed in SA2 (the gNB can release the flow).
29. UE Capabilities: RAN2 aim not to duplicate band combinations to indicate the combination of DL bands and UL bands and RAN2 aim to introduce per UE baseband capabilities separated from the band combinations (e.g. FD-MIMO capabilities, number of CSI processes, etc.) and minimise per band combination signalling (§14) → already taken into account in the Stage 3 design.
30. Self-Configuration and Self-Optimisation (§15)


