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1   Introduction
Based on the submissions received to this AI, and the comments on the revised rapporteur CR (prepared as part of [AT111-e][028][IAB] e-mail discussion) received by this point in the ongoing meeting, the rapporteur’s view is that all the changes needed can be incorporated into a single CR, with the same impact analysis. However it is worth checking this formally and this tdoc is intended to collect companies’ views on this (Section 4), and on two outstanding technical issues (Sections 2 and 3).
2   Stopping the RA procedure
Currently, the UE may stop an RA procedure triggered by the inability to send an SR, if the MAC PDU is sent by means other than the RA procedure. Contributions R2-2007728 and R2-2007969 propose that the same should apply for the SR triggered by pre-emptive BSR (provided the pre-emptive BSR is actually sent). As there is ‘nothing broken’ in the spec as it is, and the Rel-16 IAB WI has been declared completed and this change would in fact introduce a new feature, the rapporteur feels this change is not necessary. Companies are invited to share their views.
Proposal 1: RAN2 will NOT introduce the stopping of the RA procedure initiated by the inability to send an SR triggered by a pre-emptive BSR, even if the MAC PDU is sent by means other than the RA procedure and this MAC PDU contains the pre-emptive BSR.
	Company
	Agree/disagree
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Agree
	The change is not essential for typical IAB node operations.

	vivo
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	This seems not a common case for IAB.

	LG
	Agree
	This change is to define optional behaviour and we think it is not essential and not needed.

	CATT
	Agree
	We don’t see a big motivation to introduce this feature in pre-emptive BSR.

	ASUSTeK
	Disagree
	After a SR is triggered, this SR may trigger a RA regardless of whether this SR is triggered by Pre-emptive BSR or legacy BSR. If an IAB-MT supports RACH stop for SR triggered by legacy BSR, it should be easy for the IAB-MT to also support RACH stop for SR triggered by Pre-emptive BSR.

	Samsung
	Agree
	


3   Triggering of the Desired Guard Symbol query
The current triggering condition is:

The MAC entity may:

1>
if a Desired Guard Symbol query has not been triggered:

2>
trigger a Desired Guard Symbol query.
As suggested in R2-2007968, this should be changed. The rapporteur agrees (since the above seems to imply that triggering can happen at any point/for any reason), but has a different approach to the one in R2-2007968; the rapporteur’s proposal is to change the triggering as follows (addition of Serving Cell is only to capture an existing agreement and is not the subject of this discussion):
The MAC entity may:

1>
if a Desired Guard Symbol query has not been triggered; and

1> if the number of desired guard symbols has changed for a Serving Cell:

2>
trigger a Desired Guard Symbol query for this Serving Cell.
This way the IAB-MT may only trigger the Desired Guard Symbol query if one has not been triggered already, AND the number of desired guard symbols has changed (i.e. there has to be a reason for this triggering). Please note that having ‘or’ instead of ‘and’ would still allow triggering that can happen at any point/for any reason.

Therefore the rapporteur proposes the following:

Proposal 2: RAN2 agrees the following text for triggering the Desired Guard Symbol query:
1> if a Desired Guard Symbol query has not been triggered; and
1> if the number of desired guard symbols has changed for a Serving Cell:
      2> trigger a Desired Guard Symbol query for this Serving Cell.


	Company
	Agree/disagree
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Disagree
	As for issue in Proposal 1, nothing seems to be broken here, as well. 
Since the IAB-node is a network node, it can be left to the IAB-node implementation when to trigger the query. In practice, the IAB node implementation will ensure that the query is sent when it is really necessary, i.e. when there is a need to change the desired guard symbols.
Note that the same logic above, is used for the Recommended bit rate query MAC CE.

	vivo
	Disagree
	Firstly this feature was introduced by RAN1 and there was no agreement made in RAN1 related to this change, secondly as pointed out by Ericsson that the Recommended bit rate also adopted the same principle for query, we think nothing should be added.

	Nokia
	Disagree
	The intention with the previous approach was exactly that it is up to IAB node implementation when to trigger the Desired Guard Symbol query. We want to keep that principle.

	LG
	Disagree
	Same view as above company

	CATT
	Disagree
	Same view as above company

	ASUSTeK
	Disagree
	

	Samsung
	Agree
	


4   One or multiple CRs?
Rapporteur feels that all the changes in the current revised rapporteur CR have the same impact analysis, are all editorial in nature (or clarify the intended meaning), and can therefore be handled by a single CR. However it is worth checking this with the wider group – we have the following options:

· Option 1: All IAB-related MAC changes can be handled with a single MAC CR, based on the rapporteur CR, including those needed if Proposal 1 is rejected (i.e. if Proposal 1 is rejected, a separate CR is still not needed – any changes required can go into the main CR);

· Option 2: All IAB-related MAC changes can be handled with a single MAC CR, based on the rapporteur CR, except those needed if Proposal 1 is rejected (which will then require a separate CR);

· Option 3: A more complicated split into multiple CRs is needed (some existing changes in the rapporteur CR require a separate CR, plus the outcome of discussion on Proposal 1 may or may not require a separate CR).
	Company
	Option 1/2/3
	Comments (for Option 3, please detail changes you feel require a separate CR by referencing the rapporteur CR in the drafts folder, and why/what is the impact analysis)

	Ericsson
	1
	

	vivo
	1
	

	Nokia
	1
	

	LG
	1
	

	CATT
	1
	

	ASUSTeK
	1
	

	Samsung
	1
	


5   Conclusions

Based on the input received, and a very clear majority in all cases, the following is proposed:
Proposal A: RAN2 will NOT introduce the stopping of the RA procedure initiated by the inability to send an SR triggered by a pre-emptive BSR, even if the MAC PDU is sent by means other than the RA procedure and this MAC PDU contains the pre-emptive BSR.

Proposal B: RAN2 will NOT change the existing triggering condition for the Desired Guard Symbol query.

Proposal C: All IAB-related MAC changes shall be handled with a single MAC CR, based on the rapporteur CR.
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