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1. Introduction
=> Offline discussion 801 (Mediatek, R2-1911641): Scope of email discussion for PDCP details on RUDI HO.

The email discussion for PDCP details on RUDI HO after RAN2#107 meeting is intended to progress the PDCP details on RUDI HO, identify the impacts to PDCP, and prepare TP for 36.323. So the scope of the email discussion should be determined by the offline discussion 801.
1. Discussion
The scope of email discussion for PDCP details on both UE and network side for RUDI HO including:
1. Security handling
2. ROHC handling
3. Reordering operation
4. Impact of UL protocol switch, e.g. PDCP SDUs retransmission
5. Single PDCP modelling
a. One or two ROHC/ciphering functions
b. PDCP procedures upon reception of RUDI HO CMD and release of source cell
6. Impact on network side and identify potential aspects need to be informed to RAN3
7. Support of UDC and impact
8. Draft of TP for 36.323
Question: is the scope of the email discussion for PDCP details on RUDI HO is acceptable? Any suggestions/comments on the scope?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Suggestions/Comments

	Nokia
	Looks OK
	SN handling is comprised within ‘reordering operation’, I assume? Then one more question/confirmation: the intention is to address equally end to end PDCP, on both NW’s and UE side and not to focus solely on UE’s ‘single PDCP modelling’ only?

	Ericsson
	Looks OK
	Agree with Nokia that for all items we also need to consider the behaviour on both the UE and network side.
Point #5 can be handled with lower priority. Point #7 might be difficult to agree on before the Points #1-#6 have been resolved. 

	LG
	Looks OK.
	I want to add the one more scope. In order to support UM DRB, there is an impact on PDCP specification. Even if the support of the UM DRB for RUDI, we can analyze the impacts to support the UM DRB using this email discussion.
However, if the companies do not want to discuss the impact for supporting the UM DRB using this email discussion, we can discuss it later.

	Qualcomm
	Looks ok
	We assume the scope covers both DL, UL from both NW and UE side.

	Huawei
	Looks ok
	Agree with QC that DL/UL from both UE and NW need to be covered in this email to have a whole picture.
If we have consensus regarding to point#1-#6, we can try to address point#7.

	Intel
	Looks ok
	It would be good to have TP (i.e. point 7) as outcome of the email discussion to show changes, anyway we need to see the changes in order to understand the impact of each options for points discussed in the email discussion. For support of UM, can be discussed separately based on paper. 

	
	
	



Proposal: 
[107#xx][LTE/feMOB] Discussion on PDCP details for RUDI HO (MediaTek)
	Discuss PDCP details on both UE and network side for RUDI HO:
1. Security handling
2. ROHC handling
3. Reordering operation
4. Impact of UL protocol switch, e.g. PDCP SDUs retransmission
5. Single PDCP modelling
a. One or two ROHC/ciphering functions
b. PDCP procedures upon reception of RUDI HO CMD and release of source cell
6. Impact on network side and identify potential aspects need to be informed to RAN3
7. Support of UDC and impact
8. Draft of TP for 36.323
Intended outcome: Report to next meeting (including TP to 36.323)
	Deadline:  Thursday 2019-10-03

