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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
In the RAN2 #125 meeting, co-existence between SDT and the configuration of 2 PTAGs was discussed, focusing on two scenarios:
1. The UE performs an RRC Resume.
2. SDT procedure and configuration of 2 PTAGs.
	R2-2401048	Considerations On Remaining Issues for 2TA 	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	discussion	Rel-18	NR_MIMO_evo_DL_UL-Core
?? It is confirmed that the following is aligned with the legacy behaviour and there is no need for further specification: In the case of RRCResume is received within SDT transmission, RAN2 clarify that UE always associates the TA for the SDT transmission is applied to the PTAG configured with tag-ID no matter how many TAGs are configured to the target PCell.

Discussions in the CB
-	ZTE reports that there are some offline checking with companies, and think only Samsung wants to clarify sth in the spec.
-	LG E think there are two issues, 1st is about SDT procedure and configured with TA, 2nd is when UE resumes Connect. And think for the 2nd case the previosu tentative wording of agreement is OK. 

Resume case
-	Nokia think we do not need to do anything. 
-	Xiaomi agree with Nokia and think we just release the 2TA configuration. Xiaomi think during the SDT procedure, it is possible for UE to select any beam. 
-	LG E think with 2TA the UE behaivor is same, i.e., UE select the legacy PTAG. ZTE agree that it is already clear. 
-	QC prefer a simple way, which follows the legacy, and think network just release the 2TA config. 
-	Nokia suggest to add that ‘NW should release the 2PTAG configuration when releasing UE to RRC_INACTIVE’. Ericsson agrees. CATT has concern. 



We also co-sourced another paper proposing two solutions for RAN2 to discuss. This paper presents our analysis and preference.
Discussion
For the RRC Resume case, the UE applies the configuration in SIB1 of the PCell, making the 2-TA configuration irrelevant. In the event of RRC Resume failure, leading to the UE performing the RACH procedure, new configurations received in RRC Setup are applied, posing no issue for the RRC Resume case.

Proposal 1: for the RRC Resume case, the 2-TA configuration presents no issue, thus no specification change is required.

For SDT procedures and 2-TA configuration, RACH-based SDT poses no issue as the UE obtains TA from the RACH procedure. However, for CG-SDT with two PTAGs configured, it's unclear which TA value is used for UL transmission, and we need to address this issue.
Given that the concept of multi-TRP with 2-TA configuration only applies in the RRC connected state, it's unnecessary and unrealistic to discuss CG-SDT and 2-TA configuration at this stage for rel-18. To address this, we propose a simple network solution making CG-SDT and 2-TA configuration mutually exclusive.
Proposal 2: the network should prevent the co-existences of CG-SDT and 2-TA configuration by:
· Either not configure CG-SDT if 2 PTAGs are configured; 
· Or release 2 PTAGs.

Benefits of the network-based solution include minimal impact on the specification and, even if not correctly implemented by the network, the UE has its own recovery procedures, such as always associating to PTAG with ID=0 or through other UE implementations.

Conclusion
In this paper, we disucssed the open issue of co-existence of SDT and 2-TA configuration and gave the following proposals:
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]Proposal 1: for the RRC Resume case, the 2-TA configuration presents no issue, thus no specification change is required.
Proposal 2: the network should prevent the co-existences of CG-SDT and 2-TA configuration by:
· Either not configure CG-SDT if 2 PTAGs are configured; 
· Or release 2 PTAGs.
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