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1	Introduction
In this paper, we discuss the following FFS related with UE capabilities in the chairman notes.
	FFS whether additional capability or related signalling is needed for joint EHC and ROHC operation

R2 assumes that PHY-based prioritization and LCH-based prioritization are configured independently and one can be configured without the other (assumption may be modified when LS reply from R1 is received)
FFS how to address the scenario where PHY layer of a UE which is not configured to perform PHY-based prioritization, receives from MAC layer two MAC PDUs related to overlapping grants.



[bookmark: _Ref178064866][bookmark: _GoBack]2	Discussion
On joint EHC and ROHC operation:
Regarding the FFS related to join EHC and ROHC operation, which is beneficial to support when Industrial Ethernet traffic carrying IP packets is switched via the 5G system, we think joint operation is important, but don’t think that further capability definition or signalling is required. The operation of EHC and ROHC is very much independent, and also order of operation is up to UE implementation. There is currently a capability bit for EHC and another capability bit for ROHC. The question is whether to introduce another bit for joint operation. The purpose of this indication is that UE can indicate it supports EHC and ROHC, but it does not support the simultaneous operation of these two functions. This might be useful if we expect that UE would re-use the same processing unit and memory to process EHC and ROHC. However, since these two operations are largely independent, a joint indication is not necessary. Moreover, as a general rule, we should avoid feature-capability dependencies. 
[bookmark: _Toc40881663]Capability indication for “joint EHC and ROHC operation” is not needed.

Value range of maximum supported EHC contexts:
For the maximum supported number of EHC contexts by the UE the following agreements were reached last meeting:
UE signals the maximum number of supported EHC contexts across all DRBs using maxNumberEHC-Contexts parameter. 
maxNumberEHC-Contexts parameter indicates the number of EHC contexts supported by the UE’s compressor and decompressor jointly. 
Maximum value of maxNumberEHC-Contexts that can be signalled is 65536
Minimum value of maxNumberEHC-Contexts that can be signalled is 2 

One open question is the value range of the maxNumberEHC-Contexts indication, i.e. between 2 and 65536. For ROHC the following numbers are defined: 
    maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions       ENUMERATED {cs2, cs4, cs8, cs12, cs16, cs24, cs32, cs48, cs64,
                                                cs128, cs256, cs512, cs1024, cs16384, spare2, spare1},

For EHC, where a rather large number of parallel contexts is expected, due to TSN use-case or due to several contexts needed for handling of Q-Tags PCP DEI values in the same “flow”, there does not seem a need for a fine resolution of max supported context values in lower range. Also given that maximum of max supported contexts is agreed to be higher in EHC than in ROHC, there is rather a need to extend the upper range of values. Going forward, for simplicity we would suggest 2^x for 16 values, i.e. [2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, 2048, 4096, 8192, 16384, 32768, 65536]. 
[bookmark: _Toc40881664]Parameter range of maxNumberEHC-Contexts is [2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, 2048, 4096, 8192, 16384, 32768, 65536].

Relation between LCH-based and PHY-based prioritization:
In the last meeting, it was agreed that “R2 assumes that PHY-based prioritization and LCH-based prioritization are configured independently and one can be configured without the other (assumption may be modified when LS reply from R1 is received)“. 
As discussed in [1], the scenario in which the LCH-based prioritization is supported and PHY-based prioritization is not supported amounts to that only one MAC PDU is generated. We have proposed to use a note to address the scenario and details can be found in [1]. 

3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Capability indication for “joint EHC and ROHC operation” is not needed.
Proposal 2	Parameter range of maxNumberEHC-Contexts is [2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, 2048, 4096, 8192, 16384, 32768, 65536].
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]
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