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1. Introduction
This document proposes to prioritize specifying RLC-UM for PTM in order for making progress.
2. Discussion
In the RAN2#113-e meeting, for MRB, it was agreed to support a single PDCP entity with split bearer for both PTM and PTP legs are RLC UM architecture [1]. In the RAN2#113bis-e meeting, it was agreed that if the MRB’s QoS requirements are not met via PTM, switching to PTP with RLC-AM shall be supported [2]. This means RAN2 agreed that both RLC UM and RLC AM are supported for PTP transmission. However RAN2 has not yet agreed if PTM with RLC-AM is supported or not.

RAN2 already spent great deal of time to discuss whether PTM with RLC-AM is supported or not even though the majority of companies does not want to support it [3]. Considering the remaining schedule for Rel-17, it seems RAN2 does not have enough time to discuss and specify both options, i.e. RLC-UM and RLC-AM for PTM transmission. For the sake of progress, we propose that RAN2 should decide to prioritize specifying RLC-UM for PTM for Rel-17.   

Observation
RAN2 does not have enough time to discuss and specify both options, i.e. RLC-UM and RLC-AM for PTM
Proposal
For the sake of progress, RAN2 decides to prioritize specifying RLC-UM for PTM for Rel-17
3. Conclusion

We have the following observations and proposal:
Observation
RAN2 does not have enough time to discuss and specify both options, i.e. RLC-UM and RLC-AM for PTM

Proposal
For the sake of progress, RAN2 decides to prioritize specifying RLC-UM for PTM for Rel-17
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