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1	Introduction
This paper discusses Editor’s notes and FFSes in the running RRC CR submitted in [1]. There will be summary documents for each agenda item in this meeting. As RRC running CR rapporteur, we anticipate that some issues in the RRC running CR are minor so that there might be only a couple of or none of submitted contributions. Thus, in this paper, we collect those minor issues with candidate proposals. The aim is not to replace summary documents (if the summary documents include the proposals in this paper) but rather a collection of minor open issues that need to be resolved for RRC spec. 
In Section 2 we discuss some of those open issues from rapporteur’s point of view, and in Section 6 we list further open issues where we expect that those are treated in the respective summary discussions. 
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
In NR Rel-15, the configured grant type 1 can be only configured for either UL or SUL. In Rel-16, multiple configured grant configurations are supported per BWP. It is not clear whether there are any technical concerns to support in both UL and SUL, and this is indicated as an open issue in the email discussion. We propose to agree either follow the legacy or allow on both UL and SUL: 
[bookmark: _Toc32495105][bookmark: _Toc32508439]RAN2 to discuss and agree on one of the following alternatives 
a. [bookmark: _Toc32495106][bookmark: _Toc32508440]As in Legacy, the configured grant type 1 can only be configured for either UL or SUL (but not both at the same time).
b. [bookmark: _Toc32495107][bookmark: _Toc32508441]When multiple configured grant configurations per BWP is supported, the configured grant type 1 can be configured for both UL and SUL.

The terminology “priority” has been used both in RAN1 and RAN2 agreements/specs, but they refer to different things. It is good to align the terminology so that there is no confusion. During the email discussion, the term “phy priority index” (which is also used in the PHY spec) is proposed for priority defined in RAN1 and PHY spec. This seems to be agreeable to most. Thus, we propose that 
[bookmark: _Toc32495108][bookmark: _Hlk30596756][bookmark: _Toc32508442]RAN2 to discuss and confirm
c. [bookmark: _Toc32495109][bookmark: _Toc32508443]Align the terminology and use name “phy-PriorityIndex” in TS 38.300, TS 38.321, TS 38.331 to indicate the priority of the grant/SR-source agreed by RAN1

It is agreed in RAN2 that autonomous re-transmission is configurable. During the running CR discussion, it was mentioned by one company that autonomousReTx can also be configurable per configured grant configuration. From rapportuerur point of view, we are not sure if majority companies have strong views and propose to discuss here if no papers are submitted: 
[bookmark: _Toc32495110][bookmark: _Toc32508444]RAN2 to discuss and agree on one of the following alternatives
d. [bookmark: _Toc32495111][bookmark: _Toc32508445]autonomousReTx is only configurable per MAC entity 
e. [bookmark: _Toc32495112][bookmark: _Toc32508446]autonomousReTx is only configurable per configured grant configuration

In Rel-15, the value of the field pdcp-Duplication is always true when configured for SRB. There is a concern from one company and would like to further discuss whether this legacy can be applied for Rel-16 PDCP duplication with more than two RLC entities. Thus, we propose that 
[bookmark: _Toc32495113][bookmark: _Toc32508447]RAN2 to discuss and agree on one of the following alternatives
f. [bookmark: _Toc32495114][bookmark: _Toc32508448]As in legacy, the initial PDCP duplication state of the associated RLC entity is always activated for SRB
g. [bookmark: _Toc32495115][bookmark: _Toc32508449]the initial PDCP duplication state of the associated RLC entity can be configured for SRB

Furthermore, in Section 6 we list further open issues as identified in the running RRC CR. We propose to treat those in the respective summary email discussions. 
[bookmark: _Toc32508450]Discuss RRC Editor’s Notes (Section 6) in summary discussions per topic.

4	Conclusion
In this paper, we propose:
Proposal 1	RAN2 to discuss and agree on one of the following alternatives
a.	As in Legacy, the configured grant type 1 can only be configured for either UL or SUL (but not both at the same time).
b.	When multiple configured grant configurations per BWP is supported, the configured grant type 1 can be configured for both UL and SUL.
Proposal 2	RAN2 to discuss and confirm
a.	Align the terminology and use name “phy-PriorityIndex” in TS 38.300, TS 38.321, TS 38.331 to indicate the priority of the grant/SR-source agreed by RAN1
Proposal 3	RAN2 to discuss and agree on one of the following alternatives
a.	autonomousReTx is only configurable per MAC entity
b.	autonomousReTx is only configurable per configured grant configuration
Proposal 4	RAN2 to discuss and agree on one of the following alternatives
a.	As in legacy, the initial PDCP duplication state of the associated RLC entity is always activated for SRB
b.	the initial PDCP duplication state of the associated RLC entity can be configured for SRB
Proposal 5	Discuss RRC Editor’s Notes (Section 6) in summary discussions per topic.

[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]5	References
[bookmark: _Ref31008781][bookmark: _Ref174151459][bookmark: _Ref189809556]R2-2000783, RRC running CR for NR IIoT, Ericsson, RAN2#109-e
6	RRC spec	Editor’s notes expected to be treated in summary discussions
6.1	Accurate Reference timing
	Editor’s note FFS: whether and how to capture propagation delay compensation.
    -- FFS whether for unicast and broadcast, the network can indicate to the UE to not do delay compensation
    needForDelayCompensation-r16            ENUMERATED {false}           OPTIONAL


6.2	Scheduling enhancement 
The editor’s notes and FFS are copied below:
	Editor’s note: FFS: WHETHER we follow the legacy restriction that the configured grant type1 can only be configured for either or SUL, OR the configured grant type1 can be configured for both UL and SUL.
Editor’s note: In this implementation, it is assumed that the LCH configured with allowedCG-List is allowed to be mapped to dynamic grant. This requires a confirmation from RAN2.
Editor’s note: FFS the maximum length of the allowedList, i.e., the maximum number of configured grant configurations per MAC entity.



6.3	Intra-UE prioritization
The editor’s notes and FFSes are copied below:
	Editor’s Note: The name phy-PriorityIndex needs to be confirmed and what name to use needs to be aligned also with TS 38.300 and TS 38.321.
Editor’s note: The name allowedPHY-PriorityIndex needs to be confirmed and what name to use needs to be aligned also with TS 38.300 and TS 38.321.
Editor’s Note: The name phy-PriorityIndex needs to be confirmed and what name to use needs to be aligned also with TS 38.300 and TS 38.321.
Editor’s note: In this implementation, it is assumed that the LCH configured with allowedPHY-PriorityIndex is allowed to be mapped to dynamic grant without any priority indication. FFS: The mapping restriction between a LCH configured with allowedPHY-PriorityIndex and a grant without any priority indication.
Editor’s note: FFS whether allowedPHY-PriorityIndex applies for configured grant.

Editor’s note: Configuration of autonomousReTx per MAC entity needs to be confirmed.
Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether SR/data prioritization can be a separate configurable parameter from data/data prioritization.


6.4	Ethernet Header Compression
	Editor’s note: There is support to have Ethernet Padding Removal and there is a tentative but postponed agreement that ”padding removal is an optional and configurable feature”. Whether/how to configure this feature is FFS and will be updated after RAN2#109.
In the configuration of the Ethenet header compression, it is FFS, to include configurable parameters discussed in email discussion RAN2#108#53, e.g., drb-ContinueEHC, maxCID_EHC


6.5	PDCP duplication
The editor’s notes and FFSes are copied below: 
	Editor’s note: FFS: Whether the initial PDCP duplication state of the associated RLC entity is always activated for SRB, as in legacy Rel-15.
Editor’s note: Further updates may be needed, after the clarification of the pdcp-Duplication field that will be discussed in RAN2#109.
Editor’s note: The name ”secondary RLC entity” will be updated according to the discussion related with TS 38.323.
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