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1. Introduction
While capturing the agreements from RAN2#97 meeting during e-mail discussion [97bis#26] (i.e. running TS 38.321), several issues which should be confirmed by RAN2 were identified. The contribution discusses such issues, and asks RAN2 to confirm them.
2. Discussion

The running TS 38.321 [1] now include the following Editor's Notes, which can be confirmed by RAN2.

Subclause 3.2
PTAG/STAG vs. pTAG/sTAG
	Editor's note: Now PTAG and STAG are all in capital (to be consistent with RRC); was pTAG and sTAG.


As RRC itself has specific naming rules for ASN.1, we think the RRC terminologies (i.e. PTAG/STAG) should be used, instead of pTAG/sTAG.
Proposal 1: To use the terminologies PTAG/STAG, instead of pTAG/sTAG.

Subclause 4.2.1
One MAC entity (i.e. UE only) vs. two MAC entities (i.e. UE and NB)
	Editor's note: One MAC entity (i.e. UE and NB) and two MAC entities can be discussed further next meeting. Editor still prefers to describe two MAC entities as the objective of the section is to describe the MAC entity (of the UE and NB). If we agree to describe one MAC entity (i.e. UE only), section 4.1 should also be updated.


As stated in the Editor's Note, we prefer to describe two MAC entities (at least in clause 4) as in LTE.
Proposal 2: To describe two MAC entities (i.e. UE and NB) in clause 4 for single connectivity (as in LTE).

Subclause 4.2.1
DCCH in SCG in Figure 4.2.1-2
	Editor's note: In Figure 4.2.1-2, in SCG, the DCCH was added compared to LTE figure. RAN2 should confirm it.


Compared to LTE, the figure for DC now includes DCCH, and it should be confirmed by RAN2. Also, maybe the number of logical channels for DCCH (i.e. the number of lines in the figures) should be only one, and it also needs to be confirmed by RAN2.
Proposal 3: To confirm that DCCH can be carried by SCG. The number of DCCH should be one (i.e. SRB3).

Subclause 5.1.1
Random Access triggering events (whether in stage-2 or stage-3)
	Editor's note: Editor thinks the triggering events should be listed in the MAC specification (not stage-2), but just added the reference. Need to confirm by RAN2.


Even though LTE specifies RA triggering events in stage-2 i.e. TS 36.300, it would be good if they are included in stage-3 i.e. TS 38.321 for NR for the clarity and better readability, instead of adding the reference only.
Proposal 4: To list random access triggering events in the stage-3 specification (i.e. TS 38.321), instead of stage-2.
Subclause 5.4.5
LTE BSR framework
	Editor's note: The concept of periodicBSR-Timer and retxBSR-Timer were copied from LTE specification since Editor thinks they are part of existing LTE BSR framework. Need to confirm by RAN2.

Editor's note: The concept of logical channel group (LCG) is NOT captured since no consensus reached, but the term LCG is used concerning retxBSR-timer (to not modify the definition from LTE arbitrarily, even though Editor thinks it is unnecessary). This should also be discussed by RAN2.

Editor's note: The cancellation part was copied from LTE specification since Editor thinks they are part of existing LTE BSR framework. Need to confirm by RAN2.


Even though we think the concept of periodicBSR-Timer and retxBSR-Timer is part of existing LTE BSR framework, it should be confirmed by RAN2. Also, we think LCG (Logical Channel Group) concept should also be part of existing LTE BSR framework, and can be re-used for NR. The procedure text for the BSR cancellation in LTE can also be re-used as well.
Proposal 5: To confirm that the concept of periodicBSR-Timer, retxBSR-Timer is part of existing LTE BSR framework.
Proposal 6: To confirm that the concept of LCG is part of existing LTE BSR framework.

Proposal 7: To confirm that the procedural text for the BSR cancellation in LTE is part of existing LTE BSR framework, and can be re-used for NR.
Subclause 5.7
DRX basic

	Editor's note: whether to have separate drx-RetransmissionTimers for DL and UL (as in LTE) is NOT determined yet in RAN2.
Editor's note: optionality of short DRX cycle is unclear (optional in LTE), and need to confirm by RAN2.


We think drx-RetransmissionTimer should be separate for DL and UL (as in LTE), and it should be captured. Also, since RAN2 made agreement to have short DRX cycles (as in LTE), we think short DRX cycle is optional (as in LTE).
Proposal 8: drx-RetransmissionTimers are separately configured for DL and UL (as in LTE).
Proposal 9: Short DRX cycle is optional (as in LTE).
We also propose to remove corresponding Editor's Note on the issue which RAN2 agree/ confirm.

Proposal 10: To remove corresponding Editor's Notes on the issues which RAN2 agree/ confirm.
3. Conclusion

Proposal 1: To use the terminologies PTAG/STAG, instead of pTAG/sTAG.

Proposal 2: To describe two MAC entities (i.e. UE and NB) in clause 4 for single connectivity (as in LTE).

Proposal 3: To confirm that DCCH can be carried by SCG. The number of DCCH should be one (i.e. SRB3).

Proposal 4: To list random access triggering events in the stage-3 specification (i.e. TS 38.321), instead of stage-2.
Proposal 5: To confirm that the concept of periodicBSR-Timer, retxBSR-Timer is part of existing LTE BSR framework.

Proposal 6: To confirm that the concept of LCG is part of existing LTE BSR framework.

Proposal 7: To confirm that the procedural text for the BSR cancellation in LTE is part of existing LTE BSR framework, and can be re-used for NR.

Proposal 8: drx-RetransmissionTimers are separately configured for DL and UL (as in LTE).

Proposal 9: Short DRX cycle is optional (as in LTE).
Proposal 10: To remove corresponding Editor's Notes on the issues which RAN2 agree/ confirm.
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