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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]This is to discuss the issue in CT1 LS C1-221835.
Discussion
In the LS from CT1, the question was formulated as 
In order to implement the requirement above, CT1 would like to check with RAN2 whether "Ethernet PDCP SDU type" and "Unstructured PDCP SDU type" are supported by AS layer.
And LS[1][2] were exchanged between RAN2 and SA2 on the need of ARP code-point. I.e., RAN2 may adopt a new SDU type for ARP as in LTE PDCP [4]. 
Combining the two, the issue can be summarized that: in current NR PDCP, IP and non-IP are defined in SDU type and no further differentiated SDU type within the non-IP is defined.
Table 6.3.12-1: SDU Type
	Bit
	Description

	000
	IP

	001
	Non-IP

	010-111
	Reserved


In order to reply the LS by CT1:
Firstly, whether R2 has to do the change on non-IP code-point already now? Our understanding is no since
· CT1 did not require R2 to do the change, yet just ask whether the related SDU type is supported by AS layer.
· Even if the change is necessary, it is unclear whether the change is to be done for "Ethernet PDCP SDU type" and "Unstructured PDCP SDU type" only or for ARP as well;
After S2 / C1 confirm the necessity clearly, it can be done by R2 by limiting to R17 ProSe (considering the need of this comes from TS 23.304), so no impact to V2X and thus no backwards compatibility.
Secondly, on how to reply CT1 question, a short Yes / No is not helpful, since the said "Ethernet PDCP SDU type" and "Unstructured PDCP SDU type" is supported by “Non-IP” code-point yet not differentiated in detail. So it is preferred to clarify the detailed status clearly.
Proposal 1 [bookmark: _Toc99989233]R2 reply C1 question by clarifying the detailed status, i.e., R2 spec include a Non-IP code-point which is used to carry the "Ethernet PDCP SDU type" and "Unstructured PDCP SDU type", but did not differentiate the two using separate code-point.
Proposal 2 [bookmark: _Toc99989234]R2 ask C1 and S2 whether there is a need to introduce separate code-points for "Ethernet PDCP SDU type", "Unstructured PDCP SDU type" and “ARP SDU type”.

Conclusion
We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1	R2 reply C1 question by clarifying the detailed status, i.e., R2 spec include a Non-IP code-point which is used to carry the "Ethernet PDCP SDU type" and "Unstructured PDCP SDU type", but did not differentiate the two using separate code-point.
Proposal 2	R2 ask C1 and S2 whether there is a need to introduce separate code-points for "Ethernet PDCP SDU type", "Unstructured PDCP SDU type" and “ARP SDU type”.
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