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1	Introduction
The document summarizes open issues which should be resolved for finalization of Industrial IoT WI. It is also proposed how to proceed with further work during and until the RAN2#109 meeting.
2	Remaining issues summary
	
	Issues
	Comment
	How to proceed

	Accurate reference timing
	Propagation delay compensation
	Resolving an FFS on the proposed way forward
	Discuss next meeting

	
	Accurate reference timing request
	Pending SA2 reply LS
	Discuss next meeting

	TSC scheduling enhancements
	Whether to support 2/7 symbols periodicities
	RAN1 support cross-slot boundary scheduling in uplink. Are there any issues with support of 2/7 symbols periodicities for CG?
	Discussed as part of offline 53

	
	Confirmation MAC CE design
	Use local or global CG index. Do we need serving cell, BWP indices or bitmaps. Do we use CG index or bitmap?
	Discussed as part of offline 53

	
	Restrictive mapping of LCHs to CGs
	Encoding details, e.g. how to allow for mapping to all/none CGs
	Discussed as part of offline 53

	
	Periodicities of non-integer divisor of 10240 ms
	Current CG occasion derivation formulas do not work for periodicities which are non-divisors of 10240 ms. How to handle this?
	Discussed as part of offline 53

	
	HARQ process ID formula for SPS
	Resolve FFS
	Discussed as part of offline 53

	Ethernet Header Compression
	Processing order of EHC and ROHC when both are configured
	Do we need specific order for EHC and ROHC? Could it be left up to implementation? Both transmitting side and receiving side should be considered.
	E-mail discussion

	
	Whether to reset EHC protocol at PDCP re-establishment
	Do we need to reset the EHC protocol at PDCP re-establishment in order to initialize EHC context?
	E-mail discussion

	
	EHC feedback mechanism
	How many feedback packets?
Whether unidirectional bearer needs to be supported.
Which method should be used for transporting EHC feedback (PDCP Control PDU or PDCP Data PDU)? 
	E-mail discussion

	
	EHC packet format
	Formats of EHC full header packet, EHC compressed header packet, and EHC feedback packet should be decided.
	E-mail discussion

	
	Padding removal
	Confirmation of padding removal tentative agreements considering SA1 LS reply.
	Discuss next meeting

	Intra-UE prioritization
	Details of autonomous transmission of de-prioritized MAC PDUs
	· Same/Different HARQ process?
· New Transmission or Re-transmission ?
· How to reuse NR-U mechanisms if needed
	Discussed as part of offline 40 and 41

	
	Grant Selection for PUSCH v.s. PUSCH intra-UE prioritization
	RAN2 has agreed to only generate one MAC PDU for conflicting grants – how this prioritized grant should be chosen? Do we consider L1 grant priority or is it transparent to MAC prioritization?
	Discussed as part of offline 52

	
	Conditions for SR delivery in cases of conflict with PUSCH
	RAN2 has agreed that SR is allowed to be delivered if its LCH priority is “high” comparing to the conflicting UL-SCH priority. How the UL-SCH priority should be determined? (e.g. should we consider MAC CE priority as well?)
	Discussed as part of offline 52

	
	Rel-15 MAC CE usage
	Resolving an FFS on whether Rel-15 MAC CE can be used for duplication on/off for Rel-16 configurations
	Discuss next meeting


	General
	Running CRs
	Updates of existing running CRs:
· 38.300
· 38.331
· 38.323
· 38.321
Provide CR for 36.323 (EHC only)
	E-mail discussion

	
	UE feature list
	Based on e-mail discussion CR to 38.306 and potentially 36.306 should be prepared
	E-mail discussion
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3	Way forward until next meeting
It is proposed to proceed as follows:
1. Running CRs e-mail discussions (two weeks) with update from this meeting:
· Stage-2
· RRC
· PDCP (both NR and LTE)
· MAC
2. While doing the updates, the CR rapporteurs (with the help of other companies) are requested to mark any unclarities as editor’s notes.
3. For the next meeting, companies should focus on aspects marked as editor’s notes in the running CRs and on the issues outlined in section 2 of this document.
Furthermore, it is proposed to have two additional e-mail discussions (deadline 2 weeks before submission deadline):
1. Remaining issues of Ethernet Header Compression focusing on the following aspects:
· Processing order of EHC and ROHC when both are configured
· Whether to reset EHC protocol at PDCP re-establishment
· [bookmark: _GoBack]EHC feedback mechanism details
· EHC packet formats
2. UE feature list for IIoT
Proposal 1: RAN2 is respectfully requested to endorse and follow the proposed work plan.
