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1. Introduction
This document is to summarize the email discussion [101bis#46][NR] Delay budget report and MAC CE adaptation for NR.

[bookmark: OLE_LINK206][bookmark: OLE_LINK205]The goal of the email discussion was to review the CRs based on the LTE approach to check whether they can work in NR. In particular to consider how they work with the 5GC QoS framework.

2. Discussion and proposal
Only two companies commented.
Samsung raised a potential issue on the CR for TS 38.331 (it was in R2-1805713).  In short, when the UE compares the current delay budget to check if it’s different from the one indicated in the last transmission, it is possible that delayBudget could become different not because the “UE preference” change but because the reference value (i.e. current DRX cycle) changes. Then they suggested an alternative UE behavior. It is noted that this alternative UE behavior would be different from the LTE baseline behavior that we are supposed to “copy” over from LTE to NR, and therefore it requires a separate discussion, also considering that no other companies commented on this point. 
Sharp commented on R2-1805712 (CR for TS 38.300) that UPF doesn’t have interworking functionality between an MTSI client and a non MTSI client, and therefore it is not a replacement function of MGW. For UE’s communication peer entity, as written in TS 36.300, MGW will be correct. This comment has been accepted and captured in the TP for the stage 2 CR.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK207][bookmark: OLE_LINK208][bookmark: OLE_LINK209]Given the above it is proposed:
Proposal 1: to agree on the TPs contained in the documents R2-1808186, R2-1808184, R2-1808177, R2-1808183, so that they can be captured in the specifications. 
Proposals 2: for the issue raise by Samsung, it is proposed to have further offline discussion in Busan in RAN2#102 to see if companies can achieve consensus on accepting (or not accepting) the proposed modification.
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