


[bookmark: _Hlk101780234]3GPP TSG-RAN2#125-bis									        											R2-2403714
ChangSha, China, April 15-19, 2024		         
Source: 			ZTE Corporation (rapporteur)
Title: 	SDT RIL List
[bookmark: Source]Agenda item:	7.18.1
[bookmark: DocumentFor]Document for: Discussion and Decision
1. RIL summary
The SDT related RILs from the embedded RIL file are listed below: 
	ID
	Delegate
	Work Item
	Class
	TDoc
	Status
	Description
	Proposed Change
	Comments

	E075
	Ericsson (Tony)
	CGSDTEnh
	1
	R2-2402756
	ToDoOld
	The original text was changed with “While T319a is running”, however, all over the spec we extensively used “SDT procedure ongoing” or “SDT procedure not ongoing” (see also text in the subsequent bullet points). It would be good to align the terminology with the one mostly used in the spec
	Roll back to the previour change as follows: - While T319a is runningWhile SDT procedure is ongoing, monitors control channels associated with the shared data channel to determine if data is scheduled for it; - While SDT procedure is not ongoingT319a is not running, monitors a Paging channel for CN paging using 5G-S-TMSI and RAN paging using fullI-RNTI, except if the UE is acting as a L2 U2N Remote UE; - If configured by upper layers for MBS multicast reception, while SDT procedure is not ongoingT319a is not running, monitors a Paging channel for paging using TMGI;
	ZTE(Eswar). The above change was intentional. There is now a long period between when the UE considers SDT procedure as ongoing and when T319a is started. So, The intention is to make the UE monitor the paging during this period. Without this change this agreement to make the UE monitor paging whilst waiting for T319a to start (for extended CG-SDT periods) will be not possible. So, the proposed change is incorrect and should be rejected.

	H071
	Huawei (Xubin)
	MBS, SDT
	1
	R2-2402765
	ToDoOld
	According to current text, when mt-SDT indication is included in the paging, UE will resume with the cause as mt-SDT and NW will not let the UE go to RRC_CONNECTED. However, if group paging is received at the same time which request the UE to go to RRC_CONNECTED, UE needs to go to RRC_CONNECTED to receive multicast.
	Discuss how to modify the current procedure to solve the case when both group paging and unicast paging with mt-SDT indication are received by UE.
	ZTE(Eswar): If the network needs to perform group paging and MT-SDT at the same time and it wants the UE to move to connected mode instead (as a result of group paging), then MT-SDT indication need not be included in DL. Since this is up to network, we don’t see why we need to clarify anything here.

	S081 
	Samsung (Anil)
	SDT
	1
	 
	PropAgree
	 “listed in the same order” in definition of  pagingRecordList should be further clarified in similar manner as done for pagingGroupList  pagingRecordList If the network includes pagingRecordList-v1700, it includes the same number of entries, and listed in the same order, as in pagingRecordList (i.e. without suffix). If the network includes pagingRecordList-v1800, it includes the same number of entries, and listed in the same order, as in pagingRecordList (i.e. without suffix). pagingGroupList If the network includes pagingGroupList-v1800, it includes the same number of elements, and listed in the same order, as in pagingGroupList-r17. The first element corresponds to the first TMGI in pagingGroupList-r17. The second element corresponds to the second TMGI in pagingGroupList-r17, and so on.
	pagingRecordList If the network includes pagingRecordList-v1700, it includes the same number of entries, and listed in the same order, as in pagingRecordList (i.e. without suffix). If the network includes pagingRecordList-v1800, it includes the same number of entries, and listed in the same order, as in pagingRecordList (i.e. without suffix). The first element in pagingRecordList-v1700/ pagingRecordList-v1800 corresponds to the first UE identity in pagingRecordList (i.e. without suffix). The second element in pagingRecordList-v1700/ pagingRecordList-v1800 corresponds to the second UE identity in pagingRecordList (i.e. without suffix), and so on.
	ZTE (Eswar): Agree with the proposal. One comment is that this is also related to the v1700 IEs (which I believe comes from the Rel-17 MUSIM WI). So, for the correction CR, we need to have both WI codes in the cover sheet. I think correction from Rel-18 would be enough as this is probably the common understanding anyway (i.e. this is a clarification).

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


The following proposals are made: 
Proposal 1: Agree S081. Changes will be made only from Rel-18 although this impacts Rel-17 IEs (from Rel-17 MUSIM WI)
Proposal 2: Discuss E075 based on [POST125][026] email outcome
Proposal 3: Discuss H071 in MBS session (see R2-2402765)


  





