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1.	Introduction
This document is to kick-off the discussion on the UP SDT open issues, identified in the documents submitted to A.I. 8.6.2 User plane common aspects. Note that not all the issues submitted to A.I. 8.6.2 are summarized in this document. Issues overlapped with other e-mail discussions and issues not related to user plane are not covered.
Deadline for providing comments:  
· Companies inputs – August 19, 23:59 UTC
· Rapporteur summary – August 20
· Final comments on Rapporteur summary – August 23, 23:59 UTC

2.	Discussion
2.1 	PDCP status report
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[1] Proposal 1: PDCP entity does not trigger PDCP status report when PDCP entity re-establishment of an AM DRB is triggered for small data transmission.
[2] Proposal 2: PDCP status reporting is not supported for NR SDT.
[4] Proposal 1 Whether to trigger PDCP status report is explicitly indicated by network, i.e., the network reconfigures the PDCP-Config for SDT DRBs in order to not allowing the SDT DRBs to trigger PDCP status report.
[5] Proposal 2. PDCP status reports are not sent during PDCP re-establishment for every SDT session.
[5] Proposal 3. The suppression of the PDCP status report during PDCP re-establishment for every SDT session is enabled implicitly in the specification when the UE initiates SDT procedure (i.e. without explicit indication sent by the network to allow suppression of the PDCP status report for SDT).
[6] Proposal 8: The PDCP status report shall not be triggered by the PDCP entity re-establishment, in case the PDCP is suspended before the re-establishment.
[10] Proposal 5: For SDT DRB, if the PDCP re-establishment is triggered due to the PDCP entity being resumed after PDCP entity suspending, the PDCP entity should omit the PDCP status report.
[14] Proposal 3: PDCP status report should be disabled implicitly when the UE initiates SDT procedure.
[15] Proposal 1: The UE implicitly disables PDCP status report when SDT is initiated.
[18] Proposal 1: At SDT initiation, the PDCP entity triggers a PDCP status report when RRC requests a PDCP re-establishment, and the PDCP entity is configured with statusReportRequired, same as legacy.
[18] Proposal 2: At SDT initiation, the RRC “autonomously” configures the PDCP entity with statusReportRequired and requests the PDCP entity to perform PDCP re-establishment.



It is common understanding that the PDCP entity should not trigger PDCP status report at initiation of SDT procedure. The issue is whether the PDCP status report is suppressed by explicit indication (same as legacy) or by implicit operation. Even in implicit operation, there are two options, i.e. RRC implicitly de-configures statusReportRequired or PDCP entity implicitly disables PDCP status report.
Issue 1: How to suppress PDCP status report at initiation of SDT procedure?
-	Option 1: Network reconfigures PDCP-config (i.e. de-configure statusReportRequired) in the RRCRelease.
-	Option 2: RRC implicitly de-configures statusReportRequired.
-	Option 3: PDCP implicitly disables PDCP status report.
Q1: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 3
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Same as legacy. This option might be specified in RRC, if needed, in such a way that field description says that absence of the indication means no PDCP SR for SDT.

	LG
	Option 2
	The PDCP entity does not know whether a SDT procedure is initiated or not. What PDCP entity knows is whether the AM DRB is configured to send a PDCP status report and whether a request for PDCP entity re-establishment is received. We think it is better to keep this principle, i.e. PDCP entity triggers a PDCP status report based on configuration and indication, even for SDT.
As RAN2 already agreed to perform PDCP re-establishment autonomously at SDT initiation, it is much cleaner and easier way to specify in RRC that RRC “autonomously” de-configures the PDCP entity with statusReportRequired and requests the PDCP entity to perform PDCP re-establishment when the SDT procedure is initiated.

	Samsung
	Option 2/3
	

	Nokia
	Option 2
	However, we don’t fully understand the “implicitly”; we just write in the procedure that disable PDCP status report etc.

	CMCC
	Option 3
	If the PDCP status report is triggered during PDCP re-establishment, the content is not useful for network anymore, which will increase unnecessary overhead. 

	ZTE
	Option 3

	Option 2 would need changes to RRC spec and can also work 
Option 3 will need changes to PDCP spec

We have a slight preference for disabling PDCP status report for all cases when the PDCP entity is suspended before the re-establishment. This then works not just for SDT but for all other cases where the redundant PDCP status report is generated (and this seems to be a known issue not just for SDT). This will be more appropriate in our view, but we are open to consider option 2 also if this is the majority preference. 


	OPPO
	Option2
	Whether to trigger PDCP status report is configured by the upper layer, i.e., RRC. We are fine with both Option1 and Option2. While it seems that Option2 is simpler since it is not necessary to reconfigure the PDCP-Config just for suppressing the PDCP status report in SDT, which actually can be considered as an optimization.

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	This option has less standard impact

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	We think option 1 has less standard impact.

	InterDigital
	Option 2
	Option 2 is simple enough to disable the status report without requiring reconfig signalling, but we’re open to option 1 since it is already there.

	Sharp
	Option 3
	Implicit indication avoids unnecessary signalling compared with explicit indication. And it could be easy to be realize by PDCP entity itself.

	NEC
	Option 3
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	RRC layer is responsible to (re)configure or de-configure whether PDCP layer trigger PDCP status report. And PDCP layer trigger the status report based on the RRC indication. Thus, it should be specified in RRC spec.

	FGI, APT
	Option 2
	SDT procedure is initiated by RRC. It’s more straightforward to disable this function by RRC instead of changing PDCP specification.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 3
	1) Implicit disabling of the PDCP status reports in the PDCP layer at initiation of SDT procedure would reduce the signalling overhead. 
Furthermore, with implicit method, there is no need for further reconfiguring the UE to re enable the PDCP status reports if the UE is moved to RRC_CONNECTED state during a SDT session,

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	Support the solution with less standard impact.

	Ericsson
	Option 1 or 2
	RRC set the report flag to “no” PDCP SR

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 2 or Option 3
	Both Option2 and Option 3 can work. In principle, the PDCP status report shall be configured/de-configured by RRC. We have a slight preference with Option 2…

	Intel
	Option 2 > option 3
	Our preference is that the suppression of the PDCP status report during PDCP re-establishment for every SDT session is enabled implicitly in the specification when the UE initiates SDT procedure (i.e. without explicit indication sent by the network to allow suppression of the PDCP status report for SDT). We are ok with both modelling with slightly preference towards option 2 where the disabling is controlled/defined in RRC rather than impact PDCP with SDT specific behaviour for this.

	vivo
	Option 2
	It is RRC’s responsibility to not configure PDCP status reporting.

	Apple
	Option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 3
	Option 1 may bring extra complexity on network implementation. Option 3 is simple.



Rapporteur summary on Q1
- 	Option 1: 7
-	Option 2: 13
-	Option 3: 10
Option 1 is configuration by explicit signaling, and Option 2 and 3 are UE implicit suppression. As majority companies support UE implicit suppression of PDCP status report, the rapporteur proposes to go this way.
Proposal 1.1: At initiation of SDT procedure, the PDCP status report is not triggered even if the RB is configured with statusReportRequired. (23/30)
The difference between Option 2 and 3 is that the Option 2 disables PDCP status report by RRC while Option 3 disables PDCP status report by PDCP. As this is just a modelling issue and there is no technical difference, and as slight majority prefer to go with Option 2, the rapporteur attempts to make a proposal based on Option 2.
Proposal 1.2: At initiation of SDT procedure, the RRC indicates to the PDCP to disable the PDCP status report, e.g. by de-configuring statusReportRequired. (13/23)

2.2 	ROHC continuity
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[1] Proposal 6: Discuss and agree one of the following options for ROHC continuity
- Option 1: drb-ContinueROHC (common for all DRBs) is signaled in RRCRelease message. The information (e.g. cell ids) to identify cells where UE can continue ROHC is also indicated in RRCRelease message.
- Option 2: drb-ContinueROHC (common for all DRBs) is signaled in RRCRelease message. gNB Identity mask or gNB Identity is also signaled in RRCRelease message. UE can continue ROHC in cells of GNB identified by gNB Identity mask or gNB Identity.
[5] Proposal 1. Network can control using SDT configuration (e.g. via in RRCRelease message) whether UE should continue RoHC state or not.  This information could further restrict whether RoHC state can continue only in a given region (e.g. same cell where UE Inactive AS Context is stored or current configured RNA to UE).
[6] Proposal 6: If ROHC continuity for SDT is configured in RRCRelease message, the UE shall assume that ROHC continuity can be applied to all cells within the RNA.



It is already agreed that whether to support ROHC continuity is explicitly configured by the network. The issue is the area scope of the ROHC continuity applicability. Another issue is whether the gNB configures the area scope or not.
Issue 2: If ROHC continuity is configured, what is the area scope of ROHC continuity? 
-	Option 1: Same cell.
-	Option 2: Cells belonging to the same gNB.
-	Option 3: Cells belonging to the same RNA.
Q2: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Same as legacy. This option might be specified in RRC, if needed, in such a way that field description says that ROHC continuity is supported in the same cell absence of the indication means no PDCP SR for SDT. [Fujitsu: correction]

	LG
	Option 2 or Option 1
	In legacy, the ROHC continuity is supported in intra-gNB. It is better to follow this principle.
On the other hand, as CG resource is valid only in the same cell, it’s ok for us to support ROHC continuity only in the same cell.

	Samsung
	Option 2/3
	

	Nokia
	Option 3
	Option 2 can be implemented by the NW with Option 3.

	CMCC
	Option 2
	

	ZTE
	Option 3
	We think defining a new cell list for this purpose is a bit of an over optimisation. So, we think option 3 is enough. 

	OPPO
	Option 3
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	Agree with LG, Fujitsu’s view.

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	Same view as LG.

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	

	Sharp
	Option 1
	

	NEC
	Option 3
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 3
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 2/3
	We additionally think that ROHC continuity within an RNA can also be supported when the last serving gNB decides to anchor the SDT session and not to relocate the UE context to the receiving gNB 

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	

	Sony
	Option 1/ 2
	Same view as LG

	China Telecom
	Option 1 or Option 2
	

	Intel
	Option 1 and 3 (see comments)
	We suggest optionally configuring one of the options and if absent, the other option can be defined as baseline.  Currently, UE is not aware of the gNB (or actually CU-UP here for RoHC continue) and so we don’t know if option 2 is feasible.
If the agreement in Q3 is to hard code the area in the specification (option 2), then we prefer option 1 as RNA may not have any direct relationship with CU-UP border.

	Vivo
	Option 1 or Option 2
	We can follow the legacy mechanism.

	Apple
	Option 1/2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	-
	Whether ROHC continuity is supported or not depends on whether PDCH context is relocated. Even if the serving gNB is different from that from the anchor gNB, ROHC continuity can be performed if PDCP handling is still in the anchor gNB. Thus this can only be decided after the UE initiates SDT and the serving gNB sends indication to anchor gNB. So the UE can’t figure out whether ROHC continuity is supported for “one area” during SDT initiation. Hence, we think the solutions provided reduce the possibility of ROHC continuity with additional configuration.



Rapporteur summary on Q2
- 	Option 1: 15
-	Option 2: 9
-	Option 3: 8
-	No answer: 1
There are no clear majority on this issue. Views are diverged, and it is difficult to make a proposal. However, as slight majority supports Option 1, the rapporteur attempts to make a proposal based on Option 1 for the sake of progress.
Proposal 2: For SDT, ROHC continuity is supported within a same cell. (15/33)

Issue 3: If ROHC continuity is configured, does the gNB also configure the area scope? 
- 	Option 1: Yes, the gNB configures area scope.
-	Option 2: No, the applicable area scope is specified in the specification.
Q3: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	Fujitsu
	Option 2
	The specification can describe that ROHC is continued in RNA.

	LG
	Option 2
	

	Sasmung
	Option 1/2
	Either option works.

	Nokia
	Option 2
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	

	OPPO
	Option 2
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 2
	

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	

	ITRI
	Option 2
	

	InterDigital
	Option 2
	

	Sharp
	Option 2
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option2
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	China Telecom
	Option 2
	

	Intel
	Option 1
	See explanation added for Q2.  The general assumption is that RoHC can only continue within a node.  Given the different deployment options such as integrated gNB or disaggregated CU-UP, we think this should be configurable.  

	Vivo
	Option 2
	

	Apple
	Option 1/2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 2
	



Rapporteur summary on Q3
- 	Option 1: 3
-	Option 2: 21
Clear majority support Option 2, and the rapportuer suggests to agree on Option 2.
Proposal 3: The area scope of ROHC continuity is specified in the specification, i.e. gNB configuration is not needed. (21/24)

2.3 	RLC failure
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[2] Proposal 3: RLC failure handling is not supported for NR SDT.
[6] Proposal 5: During the SDT, in case “RETX_COUNT = maxRetxThreshold” is detected in RLC, RLC should indicate to upper layers that max retransmission has been reached.
[18] Proposal 3: For SDT, RRC re-establishment procedure is not performed at RLC failure.
[18] Proposal 4: For SDT RBs, RLC failure detection function is disabled.



The issue is whether the RRC re-establishment is triggered by the RLC failure, same as in RRC_CONNECTED.
Issue 4: Does the RLC failure trigger RRC re-establishment?
-	Option 1: Yes, RLC failure triggers RRC re-establishment, same as in RRC_CONNECTED.
-	Option 2: No, RLC failure detection is disabled for SDT.
Rapporteur’s comment: During the online discussion on Tuesday, it is agreed that RLC AM max retransmission functionality remains unchanged. No more discussion needed.

2.4 	Data volume criteria
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[1] Proposal 4: For data volume based criteria for SDT selection, total amount of data available across all RBs for which SDT is enabled is compared against the data volume threshold.
[1] Proposal 5: RLC header and MAC header are not considered in data volume computation.
[2] Proposal 1: The size of MAC/RLC/PDCP/RRC overhead should be considered for data volume calculation in NR SDT.
[3] Proposal 1 At SDT initiation stage, UE checks whether the resulting MAC PDU is not larger than the configured data volume threshold. It is up to UE implementation to decide the size of the MAC PDU, i.e., without specifying the contents that may result this MAC PDU.
[5] Proposal 4. The data volume new threshold is defined as an upper limit on the amount of data in the buffer (for SDT RBs) to be met during the initiation of the SDT procedure. The volume calculation accounts for the headers in the same way as legacy data volume calculations are done for BSR.
[6] Proposal 14: The amount of UL SDT data available for a logical channel should be determined according to the data volume calculation procedure in TS 38.323. There is no need to consider the data buffered in RLC/MAC and RLC/MAC header.
[7] Proposal 3: Data volume used for SDT triggering criteria should be up to UE implementation. 
[7] Proposal 4: Some guidance can be added in the spec that the data volume can be calculated by predicting the PDCP data volume after resuming SDT radio bearers and re-establishing PDCP if SDT is triggered.
[8] Proposal 4: The UE computes the small data volume as the total number of buffered bits for LCHs mapped to DRBs configured for small data transmission. UE computes the data volume at the time of SDT resource selection.
[9] Proposal 7: The data volume can be calculated as the buffered data size of corresponding RLC/PDCP transmission entity for which the SDT is configured if the MAC layer can have visibility of data arriving before the RBs are resumed.
[11] Proposal 1: Date volume computation for SDT should be based on the total sum of Buffer Sizes across SDT RBs.
[12] Proposal 8 Data available in DRBs configured for SDT when SDT procedure is triggered is used for comparison to DVT threshold, i.e. no headers are considered.
[14] Proposal 1: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is calculated same as BS, i.e. PDCP data volume + RLC data volume, without considering RLC and MAC headers.
[15] Proposal 2: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is the PDCP data volume (Option 3).
[18] Proposal 5: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is calculated as the total sum of Buffer Size across SDT RBs.
[19] Proposal 1: For CG/2-step RACH SDT, the data volume threshold is the uplink grant size of CG and MsgA respectively.
[19] Proposal 2: For 4-step RACH SDT, the data volume threshold is configured in SIB.
[19] Proposal 3: The data volume threshold for different SDT procedure can be different.
[19] Proposal 4: The data volume used for SDT selection criteria includes the data of the SDT RB and the RRCResumeRequest message.
[19] Proposal 5: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is the size of MAC PDU.



This issue was discussed in RAN2#113bis-e, and four options are still on the table.
Issue 5: Which data volume should be used for SDT selection criteria?
-	Option 1: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is calculated same as BS, i.e. PDCP data volume + RLC data volume, without considering RLC and MAC headers.
-	Option 2: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is the size of MAC PDU, i.e. PDCP data volume + RLC data volume + MAC/RLC/PDCP/SDAP/RRC overhead.
-	Option 3: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is the PDCP data volume.
-	Option 4: Data volume used for SDT selection criteria is left up to UE implementation.
Rapporteur’s comment: During the online discussion on Tuesday, it is agreed that data volume used for SDT selection criteria is calculated as the total sum of Buffer Size across SDT RBs (i.e. same approach as BSR). No more discussion needed.

One more issue is whether the data volume threshold is same or different for CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
Issue 6: Is the data volume threshold same for both CG-SDT and RA-SDT?
-	Option 1: Yes, data volume threshold is same for both CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
-	Option 2: No, data volume threshold is different for CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
Q6: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	Since there would be subsequent transmission, it’s simple to have a general data volume threshold.

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	We assume that the only difference of CG-SDT and RA-SDT would be whether the radio resource is CG or RACH. From the data transmission perspective, there is no difference between CG-SDT and RA-SDT, so that the same threshold would be the same.

	LG
	Option 1
	Agree with Fujitsu

	Samsung
	Option 1
	There is no need to change previous agreement(RAN2#113bise)

	Nokia
	Option 2
	We don’t see any reason to restrict NW configuring different thresholds given the SDT validity conditions are separate for CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
Gnb knows exactly how many Ues are configured with CG-SDT in its cell(s) and hence can easily control the size of the grants it gives; while it does not really have knowledge about number of Ues going to perform RA-SDT so it might decide to be more conservative for RA-SDT threshold.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	Note that data volume threshold is for overall data in the entire SDT session. So, this is nothing to do with the initial UL message or the first CG message. So, we think option 1 is enough and simpler. 

	OPPO
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo,MotM
	Option1
	

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	Agree with Nokia

	ITRI
	Option 1
	

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	

	Sharp
	Option 1
	Data volume should be evaluated at the first phase when UE performs SDT or Non-SDT selection. So it should be the same of CG-SDT and RA-SDT.

	NEC
	Option 1
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	We have agreed this in RAN2 #113bis-e

	FGI, APT
	Option 1
	One general threshold is enough. If data volume is quite huge, it’s better to trigger the legacy resume procedure and then go back to RRC_CONNECTED. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	It is simple to have a single data volume threshold for both CG-SDT and RA-SDT 

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	Option 1
	We do not see critical to have different thresholds when SDT operation allow exchange of multiple UL and DL packets.

	Vivo
	Option 1
	We think the data volume is used for the triggering of SDT. Whether to use RA-SDT and CG-SDT is another issue regarding how to efficiently perform SDT procedure.

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 2
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	We can share the same threshold. Since subsequent data transmission is used in SDT, there is no necessity to bring different data threshold.



Rapporteur summary on Q6
- 	Option 1: 23
-	Option 2: 3
Clear majority support Option 1, and the rapportuer suggests to agree on Option 1.
Proposal 6: Same data volume threshold is used for CG-SDT and RA-SDT. (23/26)

2.5 	LCH Restrictions
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[1] Proposal 2: LCH restrictions configured in logical channel configuration are not applied while generating MAC PDU for SDT.
[2] Proposal 4: The Rel-16 LCP restriction can be supported for CG-SDT.
[5] Proposal 5. Logical channel prioritization is applied during SDT mechanism with the related configurations provided for RRC_CONNECTED are also applicable.
[5] Proposal 6. Logical channel restriction is applied during SDT mechanism (except for carrier selection that is not applicable) with the related configurations are specific to SDT and can optionally be different for RA-SDT and CG-SDT.
[8] Proposal 7: LCP LCH selection restrictions configured in LCP in connected mode are kept and reused for SDT in Inactive state.
[9] Proposal 2: LCH mapping restriction configuration/behaviour is different for UL transmissions in RRC_CONNECTED and SDT in RRC_INACTIVE, e.g. UE may not apply LCH mapping restrictions in RRC_INACTIVE for SDT. Details are FFS.
[12] Proposal 9 Multiplexing of different LCHs in an SDT MAC PDU is subject to configuration.
[12] Proposal 10 LCH restrictions are separately configured for CG-SDT and RA-SDT
[12] Proposal 11 LCH restrictions should be part of the validation of CG-SDT and RA-SDT at SDT procedure initialization
[16] Proposal 11: Support LCH restriction in SDT.
[18] Proposal 6: LCH restrictions used for SDT is explicitly indicated by the network.



The issue is whether the LCH restrictions are applied for SDT, and, if applied, whether the LCH restrictions used for SDT is configured by the network. One more issue is whether the LCH restrictions are separately configured for CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
Issue 7: Are the LCH restrictions applied for SDT?
-	Option 1: Yes, LCH restrictions are applied for SDT.
-	Option 2: No, LCH restrictions are not applied for SDT.
Q7: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Except for the carrier selection. There can be a case that multiple configurations are configured for CG-SDT. The LCP restriction can control the usage of CG resources by LCH(s).

	LG
	Option 1
	

	Samsung
	Option 2
	We have agreed that RBs for which SDT is enabled is configured by gNB. So we do not see any need to applying LCH restrictions on top of that.

	Nokia
	Option 2
	Otherwise, SDT DRBs would need to be considered as non-SDT DRBs unless they are permitted to multiplex data, e.g., to CG-SDT resources while they would be only allowed over RA-SDT resources.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	Agree with Nokia and Samsung. This just duplicates the already agreed mechanism to configure only some RBs for SDT. 
If LCH restrictions are to be processed, then we have to make an additional assumption that there will no LCH restrictions for SDT RBs to send data during SDT session. 

	OPPO
	Option 2
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option1
	

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 2
	

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	LCH selection restrictions configured in connected state can be kept. The network can reconfigure LCP restrictions before UE goes into inactive if needed.

	Sharp
	Option 2
	It is not clear the benefit for LCH restriction applied in SDT. And if LCH restriction is applied, the transmission time for SDT could be lengthened or terminated early, which should be avoided.

	NEC
	Option 2
	We don’t see the need to LCH restrictions for the control of CG resource. 

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 1
	Which LCP restriction(s) is appropriate for SDT can be further discussed. For example, allowedCG-List may be useful since we have agreed to support multiple CG configurations. On the other hand, NW can also determine whether or not to configure it even if we support it.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option2
	We don’t think LCH restriction is that useful. The only restriction that may be applicable is the CG restriction. But when we agree on the multiple CG configuration, the original intention is to consider for CG to SSB mapping, but different CG configuration for different services

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	No need to introduce additional mechanism to check whether SDT can be initiated in additional to the allowed SDT-RB checking.

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	gNB would like to serve different SDT DRBs/SRBs through CG or RA

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	In case multiple CG configurations are configured for CG-SDT, LCH restrictions are helpful for the resource allocation.

	Intel
	Option 1
	

	vivo
	Option 1
	It might be needed for CG-SDT. We don’t see the technical reason to exclude the existing mechanism.

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	LCH is beneficial to SDT. For example, allowed CG-List can used to restrict the mapping between LCH and CG configuration.



Rapporteur summary on Q7
- 	Option 1: 15
-	Option 2: 11
Views are diverged, and this issue requires further discussion.
Proposal 7: RAN2 discuss whether LCH restrictions are applied or not for SDT. (applied 15 / not applied 11)

Issue 8: If the LCH restrictions are applied for SDT, can the LCH restrictions used for SDT be different from the LCH restrictions used in RRC_CONNECTED?
-	Option 1: Yes, they can be different, and the gNB may configure LCH restrictions used for SDT via RRCRelease message.
-	Option 2: No, they should be same. The gNB does not configure LCH restrictions used for SDT, and the LCH restrictions used in RRC_CONNECTED are kept and reused for SDT.
Q8: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 2
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Option 2 seems to be too restrictive. SDT procedure is only for small data transmission, so that separate configuration different from that in connected mode can be considered.

	LG
	Option 1
	Agree with Fujitsu.

	Nokia
	Option 1
	We don’t fully understand how they could be same if this is specified?

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	If this is needed, then RRCRelease seems correct (since otherwise we need two messages first to do the reconfiguration and then to do the RRCRelease). 
However, we think the network should ensure that the LCH restrictions don’t preclude data mapped to SDT RBs to transmit data during SDT session (either on RA-SDT or CG-SDT) and the rest can be left to network implementation. 

	OPPO
	Option 1
	The LCH restriction configuration may not be suitable for SDT any more since the service type/requirement are different.

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	NW may configure UEs in RRC_CONNECTED with LCH mapping restrictions, which are used to control which LCHs can be mapped to a specific UL grant. However for uplink transmissions in RRC_INACTIVE mode, i.e. small data transmission (SDT) occurring e.g. only on the initial UL BWP, most of the LCH mapping restrictions are actually not suitable and would rather prohibit the UE from using the configured uplink resources for small data transmissions, e.g. mapping restrictions related to allowed SCS, PUSCH duration and allowed serving cells.

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	Network should also have the flexibility to reconfigure restrictions for inactive state.

	Sharp
	Option 2
	

	NEC
	Option 1
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 1
	The transmission situation is quite different between RRC_CONNECTED and RRC_INACTIVE. We should further discuss which LCP restriction(s) is appropriated for SDT.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	At least LCH to CG mapping needs to be configured separately for SDT as CG-SDT resources are configured in RRCRelease message. 

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	Due to the transmission modes are different, it is better to separately configure the LCH restrictions. 

	Intel
	Option 1
	There is no CA during SDT.  So we think different LCH restrictions would be needed for SDT.

	Vivo
	Option 1
	SDT specific configuration should be allowed.

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	During SDT, the traffic pattern may be different as that in RRC connected mode. We think configuration flexibility is needed.



Rapporteur summary on Q8
- 	Option 1: 22
-	Option 2: 2
Clear majority support Option 1, and the rapportuer suggests to agree on Option 1.
Proposal 8: If Proposal 7 is decided that LCH restrictions are applied for SDT, the LCH restrictions used for SDT can be different from the LCH restrictions used in RRC_CONNECTED. The gNB may configure LCH restrictions used for SDT via RRCRelease message. (22/24)

Issue 9: If the LCH restrictions are applied for SDT and the gNB configures LCH restrictions used for SDT, are they separately configured for CG-SDT and RA-SDT?
-	Option 1: Yes, LCH restrictions used for SDT are separately configured for CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
-	Option 2: No, same LCH restrictions are applied for both CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
Q9: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 2
	The LCH restrictions in connected mode could be reused.

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	For RA-SDT, it seems that allowedCG-List-r16 is not needed.

	LG
	Option 2
	LCH restrictions are configured per logical channel. We don’t see the need to provide two sets of LCH restrictions for one logical channel.

	Nokia
	Unclear
	We are not sure what is being asked here, is LCH restricted to use CG-SDT but not RA-SDT or vice versa?

	CMCC
	Option 2
	Agree with LG.

	ZTE
	Unclear
	But eventually, we want to ensure that even if LCH restrictions are used, they will not restrict any mapping of data either to RA-SDT or CG-SDT grants for all RBs configured for SDT (for instance by signalling that the allowedCG-List is not applicable for SDT or something like that). 

	OPPO
	Option 1
	allowedCG-List-r16 is specific for CG transmission.

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 2
	Agree with LG

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	Agree with LG

	InterDigital
	Option 2
	

	Sharp
	Option 2
	

	NEC
	Option 2
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 2
	LCP restriction parameters are configured in LogicalChannelConfig. We don’t see the need to separate the usage between CG-SDT and RA-SDT.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 2 with comment
	LCH restrictions are applied to LCHs, so should not be related to specific SDT type. However, in general we find LCH restrictions related to CG most useful for SDT. 

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	Per logical channel

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	China Telecom
	Option 2
	

	Intel
	Option 1
	It might be desirable to have the option to provide independent logical channel restriction at least for RA-SDT and for CG-SDT as any established RBs can be configured with RA-SDT and/or CG-SDT (even providing multiple configurations associated with a given RB). 

	Vivo
	Option 2
	We prefer a common configuration for SDT.

	Apple
	Option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	The traffic characteristics may be different in RA-SDT and CG-SDT.



Rapporteur summary on Q9
- 	Option 1: 6
-	Option 2: 16
-	Unclear: 2
Majority companies support Option 2. However, it was questioned by some companies that RA-SDT does not need LCH restrictions. The rapporteur think it is valid comment, and suggest to discuss this issue later after “the LCH restrictions for RA-SDT” becomes clear.
No proposal is maded on Q9.

2.6	BSR
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[6] Proposal 1: The configuration of logicalChannelSR-DelayTimer should be allowed for SDT, and the UE specific logicalChannelSR-DelayTimerApplied stored for each logical channel will be used in SDT.
[6] Proposal 2: SDT specific BSR configuration should be introduced in SIB. If the SDT specific BSR configuration is broadcasted, then the broadcasted configuration will be used. Otherwise, the default configuration should be used.
[7] Proposal 5: During SDT, the BSR calculation does not take suspended radio bearers into consideration.
[8] Proposal 2: UE can indicate to the gNB need for subsequent small data by multiplexing a small data BSR MAC CE
[8] Proposal 3: A new BSR is triggered using the existing BSR triggers upon new data arrival for SDT DRBs.
[9] Proposal 6: RAN2 to discuss whether the MAC layer can have visibility of data arriving before the RBs configured for SDT are resumed.
[11] Proposal 2: For SDT, A short BSR information should be included in the first uplink message and if needed for the subsequent UL transmissions in INACTIVE state.
[12] Proposal 4 As a baseline, BSR reporting to trigger a DCI to C-RNTI for new grant is the baseline for subsequent transmissions in SDT.
[12] Proposal 5 Legacy BSR triggers are sufficient to handle arrival of new SDT data and transmission (multiplexing of BSR into the MAC PDU, when triggered).
[12] Proposal 6 As a baseline, legacy BSR formats are used for SDT.
[16] Proposal 12: Include C-RNTI as well as BSR in the content of MSG3/MSGA during the RA which is triggered by the BSR when new SDT data arrives during subsequent SDT.
[17] Proposal 1: BSR MAC CE could be included in the first UL message and subsequent transmission(s) of the SDT procedure.
[17] Proposal 2: BSR cancellation (i.e. UL grant is not sufficient to accommodate both all pending data and BSR MAC CE) is applied to the first UL message and subsequent transmission(s) of the SDT procedure.



Though there are many proposals submitted to BSR, the rapporteur think that there are not many issues that need to be discussed. Most companies think that legacy BSR mechanism used in RRC_CONNECTED can be applied to SDT. Whether to consider suspended RB in BSR calculation is discussed in another e-mail, and it doesn’t need to be discussed here. The only issue that may need to be discussed here is whether the SDT specific BSR configuration is introduced.
Issue 10: Can the BSR configuration used for SDT be different from the BSR configuration used in RRC_CONNECTED?
-	Option 1: Yes, they can be different, and the gNB may configure BSR configuration used for SDT.
-	Option 2: No, they should be same. The gNB does not configure BSR configuration used for SDT, and the BSR configuration used in RRC_CONNECTED are kept and reused for SDT.
Q10: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Comment
	The UE can apply the BSR configuration in the default MAC Cell group configuration.

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Option 2 seems to be too restrictive. SDT procedure is only for small data transmission, so that separate configuration different from that in connected mode can be considered. For example, periodicBSR-Timer can have a long value.

	LG
	Option 1
	

	Samsung
	Option 2
	No special configuration specifically for SDT is needed.

	Nokia
	See comment
	We think Asustek’s proposal is fine for SDT, default LCG can be set for SDT DRBs. 

It should be noted that the target gNB does not know the BSR config before context fetch so we see it less useful to have specific configuration on it.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	We think a different configuration can be specified but this can be SDT specific configuration. 

	OPPO
	Comments
	Agree with ASUSTek, it is enough to use BSR configuration in default MAC group configuration.

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	The BSR configuration for SDT can be better applied to the data transmission in RRC_INACTIVE state.

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	

	ITRI
	Comment
	Agree with ASUSTeK.

	InterDigital
	Option 2 or default config
	

	Sharp
	Option 2
	It is not clear the benefit if a separate BSR configuration is applied for SDT.

	NEC
	Comment
	Agree with ASUSTeK that the UE applys the BSR configuration in the default MAC Cell group configuration.

	Qualcomm
	Comments
	Agree with ASUSTek

	FGI, APT
	Option 1
	For SDT, the BSR reporting requirement may be different from RRC CONNECTED, NW can configure a BSR configuration with specific values on periodic/retx BSR timers for SDT. If the NW does not configure it, e.g., in RRC Release, the UE can apply the default MAC Cell Group config.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 2 with comment
	If a different BSR Configuration is needed for SDT we would prefer to have a Default configuration

	Spreadtrum
	Comment
	Agree with ASUSTeK.

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Comment
	Agree with ASUSTeK.

	Intel
	See comment
	We did not think that a new UE specific BSR-SDT configuration on top of the CONNECTED BSR one is required. The BSR configuration that was valid at the time that the UE was previously CONNECTED could still be used by the UE during SDT operation. If the network wants a different BSR configuration for SDT, it can always do it just before moving the UE into INACTIVE.

On the point raised by ASUSTek and Nokia (i.e. being able to decode BSR by new serving gBN before fetching the UE AS Context), we are open to discuss the usage of default/common configuration for BSR-SDT.

	vivo
	Comments
	We agree with ASUSTeK.

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Comments
	We agree with ASUSTeK.

	CATT
	Option 1
	We can have specific BSR configuration for SDT. Default is simple. But it is too restrictive.



Rapporteur summary on Q10
- 	Option 1: 10
-	Option 2: 5
-	Default MAC Cell Group configuration: 11
Majority companies support that BSR configuration used for SDT can be different from that used in RRC_CONNECTED. But, there are diverged views on which BSR configurataion could be used for SDT. 
A slight majority companies prefer to use BSR configuratiaon included in the default MAC Cell Group configuration. However, in the default MAC Cell Group configuration, only timers are defined, i.e. periodicBSR-Timer = sf10, rretxBSR-Timer = sf80. In other words, LCG information, which is required for BSR, is not defined in the default MAC Cell Group configuration. The rapporteur think that applying default MAC Cell Group configuration to BSR needs further discussion, and thus propose to postpone the discussion.
Proposal 10.1: The BSR configuration used for SDT can be different from the BSR configuration used in RRC_CONNECTED. (21/26)
Proposal 10.2: Whether the BSR configuration used for SDT is configured by gNB or used from default configuration needs further discussion. (gNB 10 / default 11)

Issue 11: If the gNB configures BSR configuration used for SDT, how it is signaled?
-	Option 1: via RRCRelease message.
-	Option 2: via system information.
Q11: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Dedicated RRC message is better than SIB since SDT procedure is UE-specific for which dedicated configuration would be provided.

	LG
	Option 1
	

	Nokia
	Option 1
	If BSR configuration would be needed. Default config would not require any configuration.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	It depends on whether different cell can configure different BSR configuration. An SDT specific configuration can be specified in SIB and if this is not broadcast the UE can use the default configuration. 

	OPPO
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	

	Sharp
	Option 1
	

	NEC
	Option 1
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 1
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	See comment
	Option 2 is helpful if we allowed common BSR-SDT config as explained in Q10.
Option 1 or RRCReconfiguration msg could both be considered to update BSR configuration used (i.e. before putting the UE into INACTIVE).

	Vivo
	Option 1
	

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1/2
	Option 1 is UE specific configured and more flexible. But it requires BSR configuration exchange from anchor gNB to serving gNB.



Rapporteur summary on Q11
- 	Option 1: 22
-	Option 2: 2
-	Comment: 1
Clear majority support Option 1, and the rapportuer suggests to agree on Option 1.
Proposal 11: If Proposal 10.2 is decided that BSR used for SDT is configured by gNB, it is signaled via RRCRelease message. (22/25)

2.7	PHR
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[1] Proposal 3: PHR MAC CE priority is considered lower than DTCH during the SDT procedure.
[4] Proposal 2 In SDT procedure, if there are PHR(s) triggered, PHR MAC CE is multiplexed in the MAC PDU if the availialbe UL grant can not accommodate all the buffered data but can accommodate the MAC CE of PHR plus its subheaders. Otherwise, UE accommodates all the buffered data in the UL grant and cancels all the triggered PHR(s).
[5] Proposal 7. PHR configuration provided in RRC_CONNECTED is re-used during SDT unless Gnb indicates otherwise (i.e. Gnb explicitly indicates that PHR configuration provided in RRC_CONNECTED is not applicable during SDT operation).
[6] Proposal 3: The PHR should be configurable for SDT, and it is up to NW to determine whether PHR is needed or not in SDT .
[6] Proposal 4: Separate SDT PHR configuration should be included in SIB. If the SDT PHR configuration is not broadcasted, then the default configuration will be used
[7] Proposal 6: During SDT, if UL grant can accommodate the data, but not sufficient to additionally accommodate for PHR plus its header, the PHR is not transmitted.
[8] Proposal 5: PHR functionality can be reused and supported as is in INACTIVE state. The LCP multiplexing priority of the PHR MAC CE is not changed.
[8] Proposal 6: The default MAC configuration is used for determining the PHR parameters in INACTIVE.
[9] Proposal 4: The relative priority order of MAC Ces and MAC SDUs applied in connected state shall be applied to SDT when multiplexing MAC Ces and MAC SDUs in a MAC PDU.
[9] Proposal 5: The PHR MAC CE is allowed to be contained in the first PUSCH message (i.e. MSG3 for 4-step RACH, MSGA payload for 2-step RACH and the CG transmission for CG).
[10] Proposal 6: PHR is reported in the subsequent data phase of SDT. 
[10] Proposal 7: The legacy PHR MAC CE priority should be kept in SDT.
[11] Proposal 3: For PHR functionality, refine the configuration parameters, reporting type and triggering conditions.
[12] Proposal 7 A Data volume threshold is defined for when PHR is triggered.
[13] Proposal 5: Dedicated PHR configuration can be provided to the UE in RRCRelease message. 
[13] Proposal 6: Dedicated PHR configuration for SDT can be utilized in the cell where the UE has received the RRCRelease message while in case the UE has no dedicated configuration or reselects another cell, it would use the default configuration
[13] Proposal 7: For a “multi-shot” SDT procedure, PHR is triggered upon initiation of SDT procedure.
[13] Proposal 8: Only single entry PHR is supported for both CG-SDT and RA-SDT.
[16] Proposal 5: Single Entry PHR MAC CE is applied in SDT.
[16] Proposal 6: Type 2 and MPE P-MPR report are not supported in SDT.
[16] Proposal 7: Send LS to RAN1 to check whether SRS is supported in SDT and then decide whether Type 3 power headroom is supported in SDT.
[16] Proposal 8: PHR can be triggered when:
-	phr-ProhibitTimer and phr-PeriodicTimer expires;
-	path loss has changed more phr-Tx-PowerFactorChange Db;
-	default PHR configuration is applied to the UE during SDT initiation.
[16] Proposal 9 Current PHR triggering procedure can be reused in SDT.
[16] Proposal 10: Current logical channel prioritization procedure can be reused in SDT.
[17] Proposal 3: PHR MAC CE could be included in the first UL message and subsequent transmission(s) of the SDT procedure.
[17] Proposal 4: PHR cancellation (i.e. UL grant is not sufficient to accommodate both all pending data and PHR MAC CE) is applied to the first UL message and subsequent transmission(s) of the SDT procedure.
[18] Proposal 9: During the subsequent SDT procedure, the UE includes PHR MAC CE in the MAC PDU if there are remaining space in the UL grant after including UL data.
[20] Proposal: The SDT data is prioritized over the PHR during the SDT procedure.



It seems that majority companies support to configure PHR specific to SDT. But there are diverged views on details of PHR operation in SDT. Main issues of PHR are summarized below.
Issue 12: Is the LCP priority of PHR MAC CE in SDT same as in RRC_CONNECTED?
-	Option 1: Yes, PHR MAC CE in SDT should be prioritized over SDT data, same as in RRC_CONNECTED.
-	Option 2: No, SDT data should be prioritized over PHR MAC CE.
Q12: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	It is beneficial to let network determine proper scheduling for subsequent transmission with PHR.

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	PHR information by MAC CE is one of key factors to control the radio performance by the Gnb. The legacy procedure is better to be kept.

	LG
	Option 2
	The time required for SDT procedure is short, and the amount of data transmitted by SDT is small. Thus, there is no reason to tightly control UL transmission power like in RRC_CONNECTED. It might be sufficient to include PHR MAC CE only when there is remaining space in UL grant after including SDT data.

	Samsung
	Option 2
	

	Nokia
	Option 1
	However, PHR is only useful if subsequent data is expected after the initial SDT transmission.

	CMCC
	Option 2
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	

	OPPO
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	The purpose for PHR is the same as in RRC_CONNECTED. Then it is not necessary to change the priority during SDT. We should avoid changes to the spec for PHR, since benefit of PHR for SDT is anyway quite limited

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	Agree with Lenovo

	ITRI
	Option 2
	

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	PHR reporting can be useful in INACTIVE for the schedule to grants during subsequent SDT scheduling, as well as subsequent small data transmitted immediately after bringing the UE back to connected mode. Thefore, the priority of multiplexing the PHR MAC CE should remain unchanged, i.e. higher than the multiplexing priority of DRB data.

	Sharp
	Option 2 with comments
	SDT data should be prioritized over PHR MAC CE if UL grant can accommodate all the buffered data. Otherwise, it is as legacy.

	NEC
	Option 1
	We don’t need to change the priority of PHR, instead if the UL grant can accommodate all SDT data, but cannot additionally accommodate PHR MAC CE, the PHR is not transmitted or cancelled even with higher priority than data.

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	Same view with Nokia

	FGI, APT
	Comment
	We agree that SDT data should be prioritized over PHR MAC CE at least for the initial transmission in SDT, but whether the same is applicable to the subsequent transmission is questionable. It’s better to discuss case by case rather than directly changing the LCP priority order which may impact all the UL transmission.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	We see no need of changing MAC CE priorities specifically for SDT. 

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1, comment
	Combine w Q14, i.e if one shot SDT tx, the PHR may be skipped.

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	Similar to the legacy procedure, PHR is useful for the subsequent transmission in SDT. So, it is reasonable to follow the current spec.   

	Intel 
	Option 1
	We do not see any reason to change legacy operation on this.

	Vivo
	Option 2
	Could the prioritization order be NW configurable?

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 2
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	We think the legacy behaviour can be applied.



Rapporteur summary on Q12
- 	Option 1: 17
-	Option 2: 8
-	Comment: 2
Majority companies do not want to change legacy LCP priority. Though there is no clear majority, the rapporteur attempts to make a proposal based on Option 1 for the sake of progress.
Proposal 12: The LCP priority of PHR MAC CE in SDT is same as in RRC_CONNECTED, i.e. the PHR MAC CE in SDT is prioritized over SDT data. (17/27)

Issue 13: Are the PHR triggers in SDT same as in RRC_CONNECTED?
-	Option 1: Yes, legacy PHR triggers should be applied for SDT.
-	Option 2: No, PHR triggers for SDT should be different from legacy PHR triggers (e.g. new PHR triggers should be defined or some of legacy PHR triggers should not be applied).
Q13: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	The PHR trigger has been designed to keep the radio performance good. Keeping the legacy triggers would be the baseline.

	LG
	Option 2
	Most of the existing PHR triggers are not applicable/needed for SDT, as shown below.

- pathloss change: the path loss would not change much during the SDT procedure 
- phr-PeriodicTimer: SDT does not last long, so periodic trigger is not needed.
- upon configuration or reconfiguration of the power headroom reporting functionality by upper layers: PHR is not reconfigured in RRC_INACTIVE.
- activation of an SCell: SCell is not activated in RRC_INACTIVE.
- addition of the PSCell: PSCell is not added in RRC_INACTIVE.
- power backoff: Power backoff is not applicable for SDT.
- upon switching of activated BWP from dormant BWP to non-dormant DL BWP: Dormant BWP is not applicable for SDT.
- mpe-Reporting-FR2: MPE is not applicable for SDT.

Thus, we think very simple PHR trigger (e.g. only when there is remaining space in UL grant after including SDT data) is enough for SDT.

	Samsung
	Option 1
	No new trigger is needed.

	Nokia
	Option 2
	In case subsequent data after initial SDT transmission is expected, PHR is triggered.

	CMCC
	Option 1 
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	

	OPPO
	Option 2
	Agree with Nokia

	Lenovo,MotM
	Option 1
	We should avoid spec changes as much as possible since benefit of PHR is anyway limited. SDT is only applied when UE is in good channel conditions, e.g. RSRP threshold during initial SDT selection, and the amount of data in UL grants is not that large. 

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	PHR functionality and triggers can be reused and supported as is in INACTIVE state. The UE can use the default MAC configuration for the PHR parameters.

	Sharp
	Option 1
	

	NEC
	Option 1
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	No new trigger is needed.

	FGI, APT
	Option 2
	PHR should be only triggered in subsequent transmission phase if the LCP priority order is the same as legacy, which can avoid PHR MAC CE occupying the UL resource of initial transmission. 

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	No new triggers are needed

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	No new trigger is needed.

	Intel
	Option 1
	We do not see essential defining new triggers. While we agree with LG that most of the functionality is not supported during SDT, we do not see any harm on keeping legacy procedure (understanding that those triggers implicitly never be used).

	Vivo
	Option 1
	

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	We should not introduce new event for PHR trigger.



Rapporteur summary on Q13
- 	Option 1: 22
-	Option 2: 4
Clear majority support Option 12, and the rapporteur suggests to agree on Option 1.
Proposal 13: Legacy PHR triggers are applied for SDT. (22/26)

Issue 14: During the SDT procedure, should the triggered PHR be cancelled if all SDT data are included in the UL grant?
-	Option 1: Yes, all the triggered PHRs should be cancelled.
-	Option 2: No, triggered PHR should be transmitted.
Q14: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	The PHR is not required if there is no more UL data for subsequent transmission.

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	See Q13.

	LG
	Option 1
	

	Samsung
	-
	Follow legacy behaviour

	Nokia
	Depends
	This does not mean there would not be subsequent data (e.g., in DL). So if there is more data expected, PHR should be transmitted.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	-
	Follow legacy behaviour

	OPPO
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	

	InterDigital
	-
	Follow legacy behaviour

	Sharp
	Option 1
	

	NEC
	Option 1 
with comment
	If the UL grant can accommodate all SDT data, but cannot additionally accommodate PHR MAC CE, the PHR is not transmitted. Otherwise if the UL grant can accommodate all SDT data and the PHR MAC CE, we think it is better to transmit the PHR MAC CE instead of padding.

	Qualcomm
	-
	Follow legacy behaviour

	FGI, APT
	Depends on the outcome of issues 12 and 13
	If a new mechanism (either define higher priority for SDT data or define new PHR triggering condition) can prevent the PHR MAC CE occupying the UL resource of initial transmission, this optimization seems to be not required.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option1
	If all the SDT data can be accommodated in the initial transmission and there if there is no subsequent transmission needed during the SDT session (i.e the SDT session is a single shot SDT) then the PHR can be cancelled

	Spreadtrum
	-
	Follow legacy behaviour

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	Depends
	We share the view explained by Nokia

	vivo
	Option 1
	

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Depend
	We are wondering whether all the SDT data are included in the UL grant means that no subsequent SDT data will arrive later. If so, we agree option 1. Otherwise, we agree option 2. 



Rapporteur summary on Q14
- 	Option 1: 17
-	Follow legacy behavior: 5
-	If there is more data, PHR should be transmitted: 2
- 	Depends on the outcome of issues 12 and 13: 1
Majority companies support to cancel PHR if all SDT data are included in the UL grant. Though there is no clear majority, the rapporteur attempts to make a proposal based on Option 1 for the sake of progress.
Proposal 14: During the SDT procedure, all the triggered PHRs are cancelled if all SDT data are included in the UL grant. (17/25)

2.8	TAT
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[6] Proposal 10: Discuss and determine which TAT timer will be used in RA-SDT.
-	Alt1: Normal TAT timer
-	Alt2: TAT-SDT timer
[6] Proposal 11: Once the RRC resume message is received during SDT, the UE should start normal TAT and stop TAT-SDT. FFS whether an initial value is needed for the normal TAT timer, taking the value of TAT-SDT into account (e.g. set the initial value of TAT to current value of TAT-SDT).
[9] Proposal 8: The new TAT for CG based SDT is reused for the subsequent data transmission of RACH based SDT.



RAN2 already agreed to introduce a new TAT-SDT for CG-SDT. The issue is which TAT should be used for RA-SDT.
Issue 15: Which TAT should be used for RA-SDT?
-	Option 1: Normal TAT (i.e. timeAlignmentTimerCommon in SIB).
-	Option 2: TAT-SDT.
Q15: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	The UE would not always have the TAT-SDT since it’s configured with CG-SDT.

	Fujitsu
	Option 2
	TAT-SDT is better than TAT since SDT procedure is UE-specific for which dedicated value would be provided.

	LG
	Option 2
	We think a new TAT-SDT governs all UE behaviors in RRC_INACTIVE.

	Samsung
	Option 1
	TAT-SDT is for CG-SDT and not applied for RA-SDT.

	Nokia
	Neutral/Option 1
	We think legacy TAT should cover most of the cases intended for SDT.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	Normal TAT can be used for RA-SDT; TAT-SDT is configured for CG-SDT. 

	ZTE
	Option 2
	We also think option 1 works, but it seems we already agreed to have TAT-SDT (at least for CG) and hence it seems we can reuse this. 

	OPPO
	Option 1
	TAT-SDT is configured for CG-SDT as in previous agreement, which is used to maintain the TA validation even when the procedure is not initiated. While We think the TAT used in RA-SDT more likes the Normal TAT.

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 2
	The TAT-SDT can be reused since it has been defined for SDT.

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	

	ITRI
	Option 2
	We could reuse the TAT-SDT.

	InterDigital
	Option 2
	

	Sharp
	Option 1
	TAT-SDT is used for the validity management of CG-SDT resource. In RA-SDT, normal TAT is enough.

	NEC
	Option 1
	TAT-SDT is only applied for CG-SDT

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	Normal TAT is applied for RA-SDT.

	FGI, APT
	Option 2
	Considering RA-SDT has subsequent transmission phase, a TAT for subsequent UL transmission is needed. 
One general TAT-SDT is preferred. Then we could define the same behaviors, e.g., how to extend the TA timer, for both RA-SDT and CG-SDT.
The TAT-SDT can be configured by a general SDT configuration.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	We don’t see a need to have a TAT-SDT

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	TAT-SDT is only needed for CG-SDT validation.

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	Normal legacy TAT can be reused.

	China Telecom
	Option 2
	Since TAT-SDT is introduced for CG-SDT, it makes sense to reuse it for RA-SDT. 

	Intel
	Option 1
	We think that TAT-SDT is a different timer than the normal (or legacy) TAT and specific to CG-SDT operation.
For CG-SDT, our understanding is that both legacy TAT and a new CG-specific TAT-SDT timer would be both used. Therefore, this normal (or legacy) TAT would be applicable to both CG-SDT and RA-SDT.

	Vivo
	Option 1
	We don’t see the need to use TAT-SDT. The legacy timer can be reused. 

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	It is not necessary to introduce one new TAT for RA-SDT. And it can be updated during RA-SDT which is similar to timeAlignmentTimerCommon in SIB.



Rapporteur summary on Q15
- 	Option 1: 17
-	Option 2: 9
-	Neutral: 1
Slight majority companies prefer to use normal TAT for RA-SDT, because TAT-SDT is specific to CG-SDT. But, the rapporteur think that it is unclear how the UE behaves with normal TAT and how the two TATs work together if CG-SDT is configured. In addition, it is unclear what it means “TAT is used for RA-SDT”. 
As there are many unclear points in this issue, the rapporteur suggest to postpone this issue to the next meeting.
Proposal 15: Postpone the TAT issue to the next meeting.

2.9	BFD and BFR
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[11] Proposal 5: RAN2 to send an LS to RAN1 to investigate how to address the beam failure detection (BFD) and beam failure recovery (BFR) for SDT.
[18] Proposal 7: Whether to support BFD for SDT is up to RAN1 decision.
[18] Proposal 8: If BFD for SDT is supported, SDT failure handling procedure is triggered when BFD is indicated by PHY.



During the e-mail discussion in [AT113bis-e][501], majority companies think that BFD and BFR issues can be left up to RAN1 decision. But, if RAN1 agree to introduce BFD, RAN2 needs to discuss whether BFR procedure should be performed in case when BFD is indicated by PHY.
Issue 16: If BFD is indicated by PHY, which procedure should be performed?
-	Option 1: RA procedure, same as legacy.
-	Option 2: General SDT failure handling procedure.
Q16: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 2
	BFD could be considered as SDT failure. It’s simple to follow general SDT failure handling procedure.

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Same as legacy, but as discussed online, it is better to ask RAN1.

	LG
	Option 2
	According to current specification, when a beam failure is detected, the UE shall initiate a RA procedure b.ecause there is only one cell configured for the UE in RRC_INACTIVE. However, unless UE performs SDT procedure, beam failure recovery is not needed. If there is no UL data available for transmission in RRC_INACTIVE, triggering RA procedure for BFR is useless and should be avoided. We think it would be better to handle the BFD as a SDT failure rather than BFR.

	Samsung
	Option 1
	As in legacy.

	Nokia
	Option 1
	Rather simple given we agreed to perform RA for other triggers during SDT as well (e.g., TAT expiry).

	CMCC
	Option 1
	Same as legacy.

	ZTE
	Postpone the discussion until RAN1 feedback is received
	Option 1 requires the configuration of BFR search space. We are not sure whether the BFR search space is available for RA-SDT. 
We can leave this (procedure of BFR) to RAN1

	OPPO
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	
	Preference is option 1. But as discussed yesterday this should be addressed in RAN1.

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	Same as legacy.

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	

	Sharp
	Option 1
	

	NEC
	Option 1
	The legacy behaviour is fine.

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	

	FGI, APT
	Depends on RAN1
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Postpone the discussion
	As we commented during online, this can be resolved as part of the PDCCH monitoring mechanism, that if the UE is unable to receive PDCCH when the timer is running, one of the reasons might be beam failure. 

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1/postpone
	

	Sony
	Option 2
	We understand TAT and Beam failure are different procedures as related timers are different.
If it is treated as SDT failure, there no need for recovery search space configuration. But RAN1 can send feedback to RAN2.


	China Telecom
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	Option 1 (depending on RAN1) or option 2
	Whether BFD applies or not to SDT operation should be discussed by RAN1. But if RAN1 agreed as explained above, our suggestion is to rely on option 1 instead of triggering immediately a failure of the SDT operation

	vivo
	Option 1
	

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Comment
	First, we should decide whether BFR is supported in SDT.



Rapporteur summary on Q16
- 	Option 1: 18
-	Option 2: 4
-	Depend on RAN1 or postpone: 6
If BFD is indicated by PHY, majority companies prefer to trigger RA procedure, same as legacy. However, as this issue requires RAN1 involvement, the rapporteur think it is better to wait for RAN1 decesion.
Proposal 16: Leave the BFD/BFR issue to RAN1 .

2.10	DL SPS
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[2] Proposal 7: DL SPS configuration cannot be configured for NR SDT.



Issue 17: Should the DL SPS be supported for SDT?
-	Option 1: Yes.
-	Option 2: No.
Q17: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 2
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 2
Option 1
	The SDT procedure is UL procedure. There is no need to configure SPS since it is DL-specific procedure.
[ZTE] seems the answer and the comment don’t match?? Do you mean to say option 2?
[Fujitsu] Thanks for spotting this…

	LG
	Option 2
	

	Samsung
	Option 2
	

	Nokia
	Option 2
	This can be looked in a future release.

	CMCC
	Option 2
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	This is excluded by the WID!! We should not even discuss this. 

	OPPO
	Option 2
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 2
	DL SPS Can be supported in Rel-18.

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	

	InterDigital
	Option 2
	This can be in a future release

	NEC
	Option 2
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 2
	No enough time to discuss this in this release.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 2
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	China Telecom
	Option 2
	

	Intel
	Option 2
	Not essential understanding that SDT sessions aim to be short.

	Vivo
	Option 2
	

	Apple
	Option 2
	IT can support in futher release. 

	Xiaomi
	Option 2
	

	CATT
	Option 2
	For downlink, paging is efficient enough.



Rapporteur summary on Q17
- 	Option 1: 0
-	Option 2: 24
All companies agreed to Option 2.
Proposal 17: DL SPS is not supported for SDT. (24/24)

2.11	Data inactivity timer
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[6] Proposal 9: DataInactivityTimer is not applicable to SDT.



Issue 18: Should the DataInactivityTimer be supported for SDT?
-	Option 1: Yes.
-	Option 2: No.
Q18: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 2
	We agree with the proposal in [6]. The new T319 in inactive state can handle the similar purpose to DataInactivityTimer in connected state.

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	DataInactivityTimer was introduced for other purpose. There is no need to configure this timer.

	LG
	Option 2
	

	Samsung
	Option 2
	

	Nokia
	Option 2
	We have agreed T319-like timer to dictate the SDT procedure already.

	CMCC
	Option 2
	

	ZTE
	Option 2
	

	OPPO
	Option 2
	We have agreed that connected DRX function is not supported in SDT. DataInactivityTimer is used in connected mode DRX.

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 2
	

	Panasonic
	Option 2
	

	ITRI
	Option 2
	

	InterDigital
	Option 2
	

	Sharp
	Option 2
	

	NEC
	Option 2
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 2
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 2
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 2
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 2
	

	Ericsson
	Option 2
	

	Sony
	Option 2
	

	China Telecom
	Option 2
	

	Intel
	Option 2
	Not essential understanding that SDT sessions aim to be short.

	Vivo
	Option 2
	RRC state transition is not needed. 

	Apple
	Option 2
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 2
	

	CATT
	Option 2
	In RRC spec, it is indicated that the UE which is in RRC_CONNECTED will goes to RRC_IDLE if DataInactivityTimer expires. We think this function is not needed. The network can indicate the UE goes to RRC_IDLE if necessary.



Rapporteur summary on Q18
- 	Option 1: 1
-	Option 2: 25
Clear majority companies agreed to Option 2.
Proposal 18: DataInactivityTimer is not supported for SDT. (25/26)

2.12	RLC polling
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[2] Proposal 5: For NR SDT, RAN2 confirms RRC will defer actions 60 ms from the moment the RRCRelease message was received or optionally when lower layers indicate that the receipt of the RRCRelease message has been successfully acknowledged (i.e. same action as in legacy NR).
[2] Proposal 6: For NR SDT, RAN2 confirms polling bit can be set in the RLC PDU including RRCRelease message (i.e. same action as in legacy NR).



Issue 19: Should the RLC polling be supported for SDT?
-	Option 1: Yes.
-	Option 2: No.
Q19: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Same as RLC failure, existing function would be kept.

	LG
	Option 2
	RLC polling is used to avoid window stalling. However, not many data will be transmitted in SDT. Then, there is no need to send the poll. The UE can just rely on HARQ feedback.

	Samsung
	Option 1
	

	Nokia
	Option 1
	It would be more specification work to disable this – we don’t see no harm to having the polling given it is anyway triggered based on NW configuration.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	Agree, no need to disable anything explicitly (needs more work to do this)

	OPPO
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	

	Sharp
	Option 1
	

	NEC
	Option 1
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 1
	No need to change this legacy behavior.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option1
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericssson
	Option 1
	Reuse legacy

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	Option 1
	While we agree with LG that is not essential, we also agree with Nokia it will be simpler to just keep it.

	vivo
	Option 1
	We can follow the legacy behaviour.

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	We think there is no need to change the legacy behaviour.



Rapporteur summary on Q19
- 	Option 1: 25
-	Option 2: 1
Clear majority companies agreed to Option 1.
Proposal 19: RLC polling is supported for SDT. (25/26)

2.13	RLC re-establishment
The related proposals in the submitted documents are captured below.
	[7] Proposal 1: UE performs RLC re-establishment implicitly, i.e. without explicit indication for RLC re-establishment, when the UE initiates SDT procedure.
[7] Proposal 2: If RRCResume is sent by the network during SDT, the baseline is network only configures reestablishPDCP and reestablishRLC for the non-SDT radio bearers.



It was agreed that UE performs PDCP re-establishment implicitly at initiation of SDT procedure. However, when and how to perform RLC re-establishment is not discussed yet.
Issue 20: Should the RLC re-establishment be performed implicitly at initiation of SDT procedure, similar to PDCP re-establishment?
-	Option 1: Yes.
-	Option 2: No.
Q20: Which option do you prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Detailed Comments

	ASUSTeK
	Option 1
	

	Fujitsu
	Option 1
	Same as PDCP re-establishment.

	LG
	Option 1
	We think this is missing part of previous agreement.

	Samsung
	Option 1
	

	Nokia
	Option 1
	Implicit seems wrong word, RRC procedure orders to trigger RLC re-establishment.

	CMCC
	Option 1
	

	ZTE
	Option 1
	But agree with Nokia observation, RRC will request this anyway (as is the case in the current running CR)

	OPPO
	Option 1
	

	Lenovo, MotM
	Option 1
	

	Panasonic
	Option 1
	

	ITRI
	Option 1
	

	InterDigital
	Option 1
	

	Sharp
	Option 1
	

	NEC
	Option 1
	

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	

	FGI, APT
	Option 1
	Agree with Nokia.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Option 1
	

	Spreadtrum
	Option 1
	

	Ericsson
	Option 1
	

	Sony
	Option 1
	

	China Telecom
	Option 1
	

	Intel
	Option 1
	We understand that implicitly is the correct term and refers that is captured in spec. without explicit signaling.

	Vivo
	Option 1
	

	Apple
	Option 1
	

	Xiaomi
	Option 1
	

	CATT
	Option 1
	



Rapporteur summary on Q20
- 	Option 1: 26
-	Option 2: 0
All companies agreed to Option 2. The previous RAN2 agreement for PDCP re-establishment can be applied for RLC re-establishment with small modification.
Proposal 20: The UE performs RLC re-establishment implicitly, i.e. without explicit indication for RLC re-establishment, when the UE initiates SDT procedure. (26/26)

3.	Conclusions

For easy agreement:
Proposal 1.1: At initiation of SDT procedure, the PDCP status report is not triggered even if the RB is configured with statusReportRequired. (23/30)
Proposal 3: The area scope of ROHC continuity is specified in the specification, i.e. gNB configuration is not needed. (21/24)
Proposal 6: Same data volume threshold is used for CG-SDT and RA-SDT. (23/26)
Proposal 10.1: The BSR configuration used for SDT can be different from the BSR configuration used in RRC_CONNECTED. (21/26)
Proposal 13: Legacy PHR triggers are applied for SDT. (22/26)
Proposal 17: DL SPS is not supported for SDT. (24/24)
Proposal 18: DataInactivityTimer is not supported for SDT. (25/26)
Proposal 19: RLC polling is supported for SDT. (25/26)
Proposal 20: The UE performs RLC re-establishment implicitly, i.e. without explicit indication for RLC re-establishment, when the UE initiates SDT procedure. (26/26)

For potential agreement:
Proposal 1.2: At initiation of SDT procedure, the RRC indicates to the PDCP to disable the PDCP status report, e.g. by de-configuring statusReportRequired. (13/23)
Proposal 2: For SDT, ROHC continuity is supported within a same cell. (15/33)
Proposal 12: The LCP priority of PHR MAC CE in SDT is same as in RRC_CONNECTED, i.e. the PHR MAC CE in SDT is prioritized over SDT data. (17/27)
Proposal 14: During the SDT procedure, all the triggered PHRs are cancelled if all SDT data are included in the UL grant. (17/25)

For further discussion:
Proposal 7: RAN2 discuss whether LCH restrictions are applied or not for SDT. (applied 15 / not applied 11)
Proposal 10.2: Whether the BSR configuration used for SDT is configured by gNB or used from default configuration needs further discussion. (gNB 10 / default 11)

For pending easy agreement:
Proposal 8: If Proposal 7 is decided that LCH restrictions are applied for SDT, the LCH restrictions used for SDT can be different from the LCH restrictions used in RRC_CONNECTED. The gNB may configure LCH restrictions used for SDT via RRCRelease message. (22/24)
Proposal 11: If Proposal 10.2 is decided that BSR used for SDT is configured by gNB, it is signaled via RRCRelease message. (22/25)

[bookmark: _GoBack]Postpone or left for RAN1 decision:
Proposal 15: Postpone the TAT issue to the next meeting.
Proposal 16: Leave the BFD/BFR issue to RAN1 .
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	Company
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	Lenovo
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	Faris.alfarhan@interdigital.com

	NEC
	Wang_da@nec.cn

	Qualcomm
	Ruiming Zheng (rzheng@qti.qualcomm.com)

	FGI, APT
	Hsin-Hsi.Tsai@fginnov.com

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yinghao Guo (yinghaoguo@huawei.com)

	Spreadtrum
	Lifeng.Han@unisoc.com

	China Telecom
	Jincan Xin (xinjc@chinatelecom.cn)

	Intel Corporation
	Marta Martinez Tarradell (mart.m.tarradell@intel.com)

	vivo
	Yitao Mo (yitao.mo@vivo.com)

	Apple
	Fangli XU (fangli_xu@apple.com)

	Xiaomi
	Yumin Wu (wuyumin@xiaomi.com)

	CATT
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