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1	Introduction
As per chairman minutes from RAN2#108, the following plan for creating a Rel-16 UE features list has been endorsed:
	R2-1916192	Work plan for Rel-16 UE Capability feature list	Intel Corporation	discussion	Rel-16	NR_newRAT-Core	R2-1914581
P1
- 	Proposal refer to November meeting. Intel confirms this is a typo should be Feb. Huawei wonder what R2 endorsement would mean for other group parameters. 
P2
- 	Huawei are ok with the spirit of this proposal, but there may be some exception. 
- 	Samsung agree with the proposal, but should then be discussed at RP. Samsung think we can assume that we don’t have mandatory features without capability signalling. 
- 	Chair: P2 capture general understanding that would apply in most (or maybe even all) cases. 

Plan in P1 is endorsed (in R2)



Proposal 1 of R2-1916192 is following:
	Proposal 1 on timeline for RAN2 (Layer 2 and Layer 3 UE) feature list:
· RAN2 #109 (Feb.):  
· The rapporteur of each WI proposes Layer 2 and Layer 3 UE feature/capabilities list for each WI. 
· Use the same format as TR38.822. 
· If agreed, include this WI-level feature list to a consolidated Layer 2 and Layer 3 UE feature list. 
· RAN2 can start initial discussion on mandatory/optionality after RAN2 #109
· If it is more convenient, RAN2 email discussion could be done per WI level and consolidation can be done in November meeting.
· RAN2 #109bis (Apr.): 
· Finalize Layer 2 and Layer 3 UE feature list and mandatory/optionality 
· If it cannot be concluded, RAN2 could leave it to RAN plenary discussion. 
· RAN2 send LS to RAN at RAN2 #109bis.



2	List of IIoT features
The Layer 2/3 feature list contains the following features specified as part of Industrial IoT WI:
· Reference time provisioning
· PDCP duplication with more than two RLC entities
· Ethernet header compression
· LCH-based intra-UE prioritization
· LCH to CG mapping restrictions
· LCP restriction based on DCI grant priority indication
The following features, although could be categorized as Layer 1 features, are handled within this e-mail discussion as they were only discussed and agreed in RAN2:
· New SPS periodicities
· New CG periodicities
The following features are assumed to be included by the Layer 1 feature list being prepared by RAN1 for Industrial IoT WI:
· PHY layer intra-UE prioritization 
· Multiple SPS configurations support
The following Industrial IoT WI related feature is assumed to be included in Layer 1 feature list being prepared by RAN1 for eURLLC WI:
· Multiple CG configurations support




Section 3 contains the feature list in TS 38.822 format. Section 4 contains features description in TS 38.306 format. Companies are invited to provide comments to the features and their descriptions in the dedicated tables below. 



3			List of IIoT features in TS 38.822 format
[bookmark: _Toc12574265]4.1	Layer-1 UE features
	Features
	Index
	Feature group
	Components
	Prerequisite feature groups
	Field name in TS 38.331 [2]
	Parent IE in TS 38.331 [2]
	Need of FDD/TDD differentiation
	Need of FR1/FR2 differentiation
	Note
	Mandatory/Optional

	5. Scheduling/HARQ operation
	5-X
	Additional CG periodicities
	CG Type 1 and CG Type 2 periodicities of integer multiple of slot: 
N × slot, where:
- N=(1..640) for SCS=15kHz
- N=(1..1280) for SCS=30kHz
- N=(1..2560) for SCS=60kHz
- N=(1..5120) for SCS=120kHz
	5-19 and/or 5-20
	extendedCG-Periodicities-r16
	Phy-ParametersCommon
	No
	No
	
	Optional with capability signalling

	
	5-Y
	Additional DL SPS periodicities
	Downlink SPS periodicities of integer multiple of slot: 
N × slot, where:
- N=(1..640) for SCS=15kHz
- N=(1..1280) for SCS=30kHz
- N=(1..2560) for SCS=60kHz
- N=(1..5120) for SCS=120kHz
	5-18
	extendedSPS-Periodicities-r16
	Phy-ParametersCommon
	No
	No
	
	Optional with capability signalling








[bookmark: _Toc12574266]4.2	Layer-2 and Layer-3 features
	Features
	Index
	Feature group
	Components
	Prerequisite feature groups
	Field name in TS 38.331 [2]
	Parent IE in TS 38.331 [2]
	Need of FDD/TDD differentiation
	Need of FR1/FR2 differentiation
	Note
	Mandatory/Optional

	0. General (including supported bearer types)
	0-X
	Time reference provisioning
	Time reference provisioning
	
	timeReferenceProvision-r16
	UE-NR-Capability
	No
	No
	
	Optional with capability signalling

	1. PDCP
	1-6
	PDCP duplication
	1) PDCP duplication for split SRB1/2
2) PDCP duplication for SRB1/2 and/or SRB3
3) PDCP duplication for MCG or SCG DRB
4) PDCP duplication for split DRB
5) PDCP duplication with more than two RLC entities
	
	1) pdcp-DuplicationSplitSRB
2) pdcp-DuplicationSRB
3) pdcp-DuplicationMCG-OrSCG-DRB
4) pdcp-DuplicationSplitDRB
5) pdcp-DuplicationMoreThanTwoRLC-r16
	1), 4) PDCP-ParametersMRDC
2), 3), 5) PDCP-Parameters
	No
	No
	
	Optional with capability signalling

	
	1-X
	Ethernet Header Compression
	1) Ethernet header compression with a specified profile
2) Ethernet padding removal
3) Ethernet padding addition
	
	1) ehc-r16
2) ehc-paddingRemoval-r16
3) ehc-paddingAddition-r16
	1), 2), 3) PDCP-Parameters
	No
	No
	
	Optional with capability signalling

	3. MAC
	3-1
	LCP restriction
	1) LCP restriction
2) LCP restriction to SCell(s)
3) LCH to CG configuration mapping
4) DCI priority indication-based restriction
	
	1) lcp-Restriction
2) lch-ToSCellRestriction
3) lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16
4) lch-ToGrantPriorityRestriction-r16
	MAC-ParametersCommon
	No
	No
	
	Optional with capability signalling

	
	3-X
	Intra-UE prioritization
	1) LCH priority-based prioritization
2) Autonomous MAC PDU retransmission
	
	1) lch-PriorityBasedPrioritization-r16
2) autonomousReTx-r16
	MAC-ParametersCommon
	No
	No
	
	Optional with capability signalling



Companies comments:
	Company
	Feature
	Comment
	E-mail discussion rapporteur reply

	Samsung
	Maximum number of configured grant configurations per cell group
	The maximum number of CG configurations per cell group is defined in 3-4 of 38.322 for Rel-15. We need to extend or update this field for Rel-16. It would be good to make a placeholder and update after Athens meeting.
We think the maximum number of CG configurations per BWP can be prepared by RAN1. But it would be better to place together with “per cell group” parameter in MAC parameter section, not in L1 section. 
	Capabilities for multiple CG configurations support are discussed in RAN1. I propose to wait until we see the outcome of this discussion before capturing anything.


	Samsung
	Padding removal
	Padding removal and addition are not agreed yet. We suggest to remove it at this moment. It is also unclear that padding removal and padding addition need to be a separate capability parameters. We think online discussion is necessary.
	We have the following tentative agreements:
	Padding Removal tentative agreements
- 	Specify the EHC decompressor behaviour such that it checks the frame size after reapplying the Ethernet header and in case it is lower than 64 bytes, the decompressor appends random bytes to make the frame a valid Ethernet frame (e.g. 64 bytes long).
- 	We don’t specify the behaviour of the compressor/padding removal side
- 	Padding removal is an optional feature that is configurable.



I separated the capability for the moment as padding addition will be specified in specifications while removal will be up to implementation, in case the agreement is confirmed in the next meeting. I propose to keep the capabilities for now and add a note that they are up to confirmation and that whether padding removal and addition can be combined into a single capability is FFS.

	Ericsson
	DCI priority indication-based restriction
	There are some FFS on whether this priority indication applies to configured grant or not. We think it would be good to remove “DCI”.

	OK, let’s use “PHY” instead of “DCI”.

	Ericsson
	Intra-UE prioritization
	In the MAC running CR, we have an editor’s note stating that “It is FFS whether SR/data prioritization can be a separate configurable parameter from data/data prioritization.” We understand that the rapporteur would like to capture these FFS including padding removal in this email discussion and, if so, we think it would be good to add this FFS. 
	OK, a note was added to the CR.

	Ericsson
	Miscellaneous editorial comments
	1. In the “prerequisite feature group” column of "additional CG periodicities”: We think it is sufficient to write “5-19 or 5-20”, as it covers the case of “5-19 and 5-20”.  
2. “Ethernet header compression with a specified profile”: We wonder what this specified profile refers to. 
3. Field name colum: As these name will appear in other specs, we think it would be good to align with the MAC/RRC running CR from the start. Here are a list of comments: 
a. As CG can also be understood as “Cell Group”, we suggest spelling out Configured Grant
b. We prefer writing “referenceTime” instead of “timeReference”
c. “ehc-paddingRemoval” -> “ehc-PaddingRemoval”
d. “autonomousReTx-r16” is already used by MAC to indicate whether the UE is configured to use this feature or not. We need another name for capability signaling. 
	1. OK, changed in the CR.
2. That was to differentiate the sub-feature from the parent feature, which is now called “Ethernet Header Compression”. Based on the related comment from Qualcomm, I changed to “Supported EHC profiles”.
3. 
a. I assume you refer to LCP restrictions, so I changed there according to the suggestion.
b. OK to align with current 38.331.
c. OK, thanks.
d. Thanks, I changed to autonomousRetransmission-r16

	Qualcomm
	Additional CG periodicities, Additional SPS periodicities
	The new CG/SPS periodicities resulting from the two parameters is very large (>9000) and could introduce testing challenges. 
It will be useful to introduce more granularity, e.g., by allowing UE to indicate supported CG/SPS periodicities or by dividing the new values of ‘N’ into sets with a capability per set.
	I am not sure whether testing would be a problem here as the test may for example assume drawing a random value of N and not all periodicities need to be checked. This would be anyway up to RAN5 to discuss. 
I will anyway add a note to discuss whether finer granularity is required for this feature.

	Qualcomm
	Additional CG periodicities
	Prerequisite says “5-19 and/or 5-20”. 
“5-19 and 5-20” is more accurate since the feature is related to support of both “CG Type 1 and CG Type 2”.
	I changed to “or” as suggested by Ericsson. I do not think this feature requires the UE to support both CG types as it may support only a single CG type with extended periodicities.

	Qualcomm
	Low SPS periodicities (new feature proposal)
	The feature related to support of SPS periods lower than 10ms (introduced as part in IIoT WI) is missing.
The attributes of the feature (e.g., prerequisites) should be quite similar to that of ‘Additional DL SPS periodicities’.
	This is covered by feature 5-Y. I think we do not have to discuss shorter and longer periodicities separately, but, as commented above, I will add an FFS on whether there is finer granularity for capability signalling required.

	Qualcomm
	Time reference provisioning
	The feature currently does not distinguish between broadcast and unicast time reference provisioning. 
We do not see a need for a feature for broadcast time reference provisioning. RAN can assume that UE known to need timing provisioning is capable of supporting broadcast time reference provisioning. The need for timing provisioning can be inferred either from core network assistance information (we sent an LS to SA2 regarding this) or UE requests.
We do need a feature for time reference provisioning via unicast. For many use cases involving small coverage area (e.g., small factories), reference timing delivery via unicast is not needed to meet synchronization accuracy requirements.  
So, we propose that the current feature be changed to ‘Unicast time reference provisioning’.
	I propose to keep the current wording and address this as part of feature description in 38.306. 

	Qualcomm
	PDCP duplication with more than two RLC entities
	This feature should be split into two: one for UM and one for AM.
The feature with AM does not appear to be useful in practise (low latency requirements of URLLC traffic would leave no room for RLC retransmissions, and RLC retransmissions are not needed for meeting reliability requirements for industrial use cases when PDCP duplication is used).
Given PDCP duplication enhancements with RLC entities in AM don’t add much value, we propose that it should be a separate feature (distinct from the feature with UM) to avoid related test cases (with limited practical value).
Restriction of PDCP duplication enhancements to RLC AM was discussed in RAN2#107 and following was captured in chair notes.
	General
- 	QC think that all of this applies only to RLC UM. Several companies think we don’t restrict in the TS. Chair think that we can restrict by UE caps etc, to only have to test reasonable cases. LG have sympathy for the QC proposal. 





	So far we do not distinguish AM and UM mode for PDCP duplication, so I am not sure why we need to do that in this case. I captured a relevant Editor’s note, so that we can discuss during the meeting.

	Qualcomm
	Ethernet padding removal
	We propose to remove this as there is no need for UE indicating whether it is capable of ethernet padding removal. 
Network only needs to know if UE is capable of padding addition so that network avoids padding removal if UE is not capable of padding addition.
	The network may not be capable of padding addition, so padding removal should be configurable. Or do you suggest that network could configured whether padding removal is allowed and the UE would do that in case it is capable of doing so? I kept it as it is for now.

	Qualcomm
	Maximum number of ethernet contexts (new feature component proposal)
	Network will need indication from UE about maximum number of ethernet contexts so that network does not attempt to create more contexts than that supported by a UE.
There is a similar feature component ‘Maximum number of ROHC context sessions‘ related to RoHC.
	OK, I added a related capability.

	Qualcomm
	Ethernet header compression with a specified profile
	It will be better to replace this with ‘Supported Ethernet profiles’ which when empty indicates that UE does not support ethernet header compression and can at most include profile in Rel-16. This can be extended future releases when support for additional profiles are specified. 
	I am not sure I understand the proposal. If UE does not support EHC, then it would not indicate the feature at all, would it? Since the “specified profile” was indicated as unclear by Ericsson, I think we could still change to supported EHC profiles assuming we will have a single profile for now and could introduce additional ones in future.

	Qualcomm
	LCH to CG configuration mapping
	It will be useful to replace this with the number of LCHs for which LCH to CG configuration mapping can be used. A UE not supporting the feature can set the number of LCHs to zero. 
Limiting the number of LCHs can reduce the maximum size of MAC LCP mapping restriction configuration that a UE needs to deal with, especially given that a typical UE may only need to handle one or two URLLC flows/LCHs.
	This seems to be an unnecessary overcomplication. I think it is a matter of how many CG configurations the UE supports and the related capability is discussed by RAN1. 

	Qualcomm
	LCH priority-based prioritization
	Currently the feature is covering a wide range clearly distinct functionalities. We propose that the feature component is split into following three components:
1. LCH priority-based DG-CG prioritization,
2. LCH priority-based CG-CG prioritization,
3. LCH priority-based prioritization between SR and grants.
SR vs grant prioritization is clearly a feature distinct from (and somewhat complementaryto ) grant prioritization, and hence should be a separate feature.
LCH priority-based DG-CG prioritization is practically more relevant than LCH priority-based CG-CG prioritization. CG-CG prioritization is only relevant for UEs supporting multiple URLLC flows which somehow overlap and it is not clear if such cases are practically relevant at least in the short term. Hence, it will beneficial from development/testing perspective to have a separate feature for ‘LCH priority-based DG-CG prioritization’.
	LCH-priority based prioritization does not distinguish between CGs and DGs in MAC, so I do not think this can be captured as separate capabilities. For SR vs. data prioritization I added an FFS as indicated above in the reply to Ericsson.

	docomo
	Maximum number of ethernet contexts
	We agree with Qualcomm that network will need indication from UE about maximum number of Ethernet contexts it supports. While we also wonder in case network configure UE with both Ethernet and ROHC contexts, is there a need to define a new capability for joint EHC and ROHC use case i.e. a limitation of maximum contexts when EHC and ROHC jointly configured.
	I captured a capability as suggested by QCM, but for now I do not capture additional restrictions as we agreed EHC and ROHC are independent whenever possible.

	Oppo
	Time reference provisioning
	We understand Qualcomm’s view. But it should be noted that the condition for the  network to broadcast enhanced timing reference information is that at least there is one R-16 UE with the feature of able to comprehending such information under the coverage,. Otherwise, it is simply a waste of radio resource.  On the other hand, To our understanding, another capability mentioned by Qualcomm is to propagation delay compensate to the time reference information. As a result, we suggest splitting this feature to two, namely, ‘time reference provisioning’ and ‘propagation delay compensation to time reference info’. 



	I think UE capability cannot be directly translated into the requirement of the UE to be provisioned with time reference info at a current time. We sent an LS on this aspect to SA2 and I suggest we discuss during the meeting based on this.
For propagation delay compensation – I think many companies were against having such capability. We have an FFS on this aspect as well, so let’s revisit after the discussion during the meeting on this topic.

	vivo
	Maximum number of EHC contexts
	Alike the ROHC, the maximum number of the EHC context which can be supported by each UE would be quite different depending on the UE processing capabilities for the EHC. Thus the total number of EHC context configured by the gNB should not exceed the UE’s EHC processing capability for the EHC context.
	OK, I added the related capability.

	Intel
	Ethernet header compression with a specified profile
	It is not clear what the “specified profile” refers to.
	Please see the reply to Ericsson and QCM on the related aspect.

	Intel
	Ethernet padding removal
	Padding removal was not official agreed by RAN2 yet, so online discussion is needed. 
	I agree, the proposal captures the tentative agreement, but I added relevant editor’s note.

	Huawei
	Resetting EHC protocol at PDCP re-establishment.
	Part of 1-X Ethernet Header Compression. This can be a place holder, similar to EHC padding removal. UE shall be able to reset EHC protocol for uplink or downlink at PDCP re-establishment if parameter ul-drb-ContinueEHC or dl-drb-ContinueEHC is not configured.
	I assume your intention is to have a capability similar to continueROHC-Context. Let’s wait until the related discussion is concluded to see whether this is needed. I added and editor’s note on this.



4	List of IIoT features in TS 38.306 format
[bookmark: _Toc12750887]4.2.2	General parameters
	Definitions for parameters
	Per
	M
	FDD-TDD DIFF
	FR1-FR2
DIFF

	timeReferenceProvision-r16
Indicates whether the UE supports provision of TimeReferenceInfo IE as specified in TS 38.331 [9].
	UE
	No
	No
	No



[bookmark: _Toc12750889]4.2.4	PDCP Parameters
	Definitions for parameters
	Per
	M
	FDD-TDD DIFF

	pdcp-DuplicationMoreThanTwoRLC-r16
Defines whether the UE supports PDCP duplication with more than two RLC entities as specified in TS 38.323 [16]. The UE supporting this feature supports secondary RLC entity(ies) activation and deactivation based on Single DRB Duplication Activation/Deactivation MAC CE as specified in TS 38.321 [8]. 
	UE
	No
	No

	ehc-r16
Defines whether the UE supports Ethernet header compression and decompression as specified in TS 38.323 [16].
	UE
	No
	No

	ehc-paddingRemoval-r16
Defines whether the UE supports Ethernet padding removal function. The function is not specified.
	UE
	No
	No

	ehc-paddingAddition-r16
Defines whether the UE supports Ethernet padding addition function as specified in TS 38.323 [16].
	UE
	No
	No



[bookmark: _Toc12750891]4.2.6	MAC parameters
	Definitions for parameters
	Per
	M
	FDD-TDD DIFF
	FR1-FR2 DIFF

	lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16
Indicates whether the UE supports restricting data transmission from a given LCH to a configured (sub-) set of configured grant configurations (see allowedCG-List-r16 in LogicalChannelConfig in TS 38.331 [9]) as specified in TS 38.321 [8]. A UE supporting [multipleCG-Configs-r16] shall also support lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16.
	UE
	No
	No
	No

	lch-ToGrantPriorityRestriction-r16
Indicates whether the UE supports restricting data transmission from a given LCH to a configured (sub-) set of dynamic grant priority levels (see allowedGrantIndication-r16   in LogicalChannelConfig in TS 38.331 [9]) as specified in TS 38.321 [8]. A UE supporting lch-ToGrantPriorityRestriction-r16 shall also support [phy-LayerPrioritization].
	UE
	No
	No
	No

	lch-PriorityBasedPrioritization-r16
Indicates whether the UE supports prioritization between overlapping grants and between scheduling request and overlapping grants based on LCH priority as specified in TS 38.321 [8]. The UE supporting lch-PriorityBasedPrioritization-r16 shall also support [phy-LayerPrioritization].
	UE
	No
	No
	No

	autonomousReTx-r16
Indicates whether the UE supports autonomous retransmission of the MAC PDU generated for a deprioritized configured uplink grant as specified in TS 38.321 [8].
	UE
	No
	No
	No



[bookmark: _Toc12750892]4.2.7	Physical layer parameters
[bookmark: _Toc12750902]4.2.7.10	Phy-Parameters
	Definitions for parameters
	Per
	M
	FDD-TDD
DIFF
	FR1-FR2
DIFF

	extendedCG-Periodicities-r16
Indicates that the UE supports periodicities of integer multiple of slot for CG Type 1 (if the UE indicates configuredUL-GrantType1 capability) and/or CG Type 2 (if the UE indicates configuredUL-GrantType2 capability) as specified in TS 38.331 [2]. The supported periodicities are expressed in the following way: periodicity=N × slot, where:
- N=(1..640) for SCS=15kHz
- N=(1..1280) for SCS=30kHz
- N=(1..2560) for SCS=60kHz
- N=(1..5120) for SCS=120kHz
	UE
	No
	No
	No

	extendedSPS-Periodicities-r16
Indicates that the UE supports periodicities of integer multiple of slot for downlink SPS as specified in TS 38.331 [2]. The supported periodicities are expressed in the following way: periodicity=N × slot, where:
- N=(1..640) for SCS=15kHz
- N=(1..1280) for SCS=30kHz
- N=(1..2560) for SCS=60kHz
- N=(1..5120) for SCS=120kHz
	UE
	No
	No
	No



Companies comments:
	Company
	Feature
	Comment
	E-mail discussion rapporteur reply

	Ericsson
	autonomousReTx-r16
	If UE supports this feature, it shall also support “lch-priorityBasedPrioritization” 
	OK, added to the draft CR.

	Qualcomm
	autonomousReTx-r16
	Agree with Ericsson’s comment above.
	Please see above.

	Qualcomm
	lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16
	The following statement is unnecessarily coupling together multi-CG feature and LCH-to-CG mapping feature, and hence should be removed:
“A UE supporting [multipleCG-Configs-r16] shall also support lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16.”
A UE could support multiple CGs and use other LCP restrictions to restrict LCHs used by the CGs
	The reason for coupling is because multiple CG were introduced for the sake of TSC where flows have a certain periodicity and timing aligned to certain CG configuration. I think it is important to keep it that way, but let’s discuss this issue during the meeting. I added an editor’s note.

	Qualcomm
	lch-ToGrantPriorityRestriction-r16
	Following should be replaced by an editor’s note (e.g., “dependency of lch-ToGrantPriorityRestriction-r16 on [phy-LayerPrioritization] is FFS”) till there is more clarity on phy-LayerPrioritization:
“A UE supporting lch-ToGrantPriorityRestriction-r16 shall also support [phy-LayerPrioritization]”
	Since RAN1 has finished their work, there is not much left to clarify I think. Hence, I kept it as it is.

	Qualcomm
	lch-PriorityBasedPrioritization-r16
	Following should be replaced by an editor’s note (e.g.,_ “dependency of lch-PriorityBasedPrioritization-r16 on [phy-LayerPrioritization] is FFS”) till there is more clarity on phy-LayerPrioritization feature:
The UE supporting lch-PriorityBasedPrioritization-r16 shall also support [phy-LayerPrioritization].
	Similarly as above, since RAN1 has finished their work, there is not much left to clarify I think. Hence, I kept it as it is.

	Oppo
	autonomousReTx-r16
	Agree with Ericssion’s view
	Please see reply to Ericsson’s comment.

	Oppo
	lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16
	‘lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16’ provides a further restriction for selection of logical channels on the top of criteria already captured in the TS 38.321. Therefore, the logical channel selection could be also operable for CG transmission without ‘lch-ToCG-Mapping-r16’ configured. So, we partially agree with Qualcomm and suggest to modifying ‘shall’ to ‘may’ in the final sentence or simply delete such sentence.
	Please see reply to Qualcomm on the same issue. 

	Oppo
	timeReferenceProvision-r16

	TS 38.331 CR uses the IE name’Referencetimeinfo’ instead of ‘TimeReferenceInfo’. TS 38.306 CR description text should be aligned with TS 38.331 CR.
	Yes, thanks. I corrected this.

	vivo
	autonomousReTx-r16
	Agree with Ericsson.
	Please see reply to Ericsson’s comment.

	vivo
	lch-PriorityBasedPrioritization-r16
	According to the WID(s) of Rel-16 NR-U and eMIMO, the SR can be triggered by two MAC CEs (i.e. Uplink LBT Failure MAC CE and SCell BFR MAC CE). And the Uplink LBT Failure MAC CE and the SCell BFR MAC CE has higher priority than data. Then the priority of SR should also consider these two MAC CEs, not just LCH priority.
	We have a related FFS captured in MAC, so let’s discuss based on that. For now, I do not see how that would affect the description here as we refer to MAC specifications anyway. 





5	Summary
[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on the discussion, the following remaining issues for UE features and radio capabilities related to NR IIOT WI were identified, which should be discussed during RAN2#109 meeting: 
Editor’s note: The need for Ethernet padding removal and Ethernet padding addition features is to be confirmed during RAN2#109.
Editor’s note: It is FFS whether Ethernet padding removal capability is needed (if its support is confirmed).
Editor’s note: It is FFS whether LCH priority-based prioritization covers both data/data prioritization and SR/data prioritization or if separate features are needed.
[bookmark: _Hlk31100033]Editor’s note: It is FFS whether “Additional DL SPS periodicities” and “Additional CG periodicities” features require the signalling of maximum value of N supported by the UE.
Editor’s note: It is FFS whether “PDCP duplication with more than two RLC entities” feature needs to be separate for UM and AM RLC modes.
Editor’s note: It is FFS whether a capability for EHC context continuation and maxNumberEHC-ContextSessions-r16 are needed (pending the discussion on remaining aspects of EHC).
Editor’s note: It is FFS whether a UE supporting [multipleCG-Configs-r16] shall also support lch-ToConfiguredGrantMapping-r16.

