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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 thanks RAN2 for the LS on their progress.

RAN3 has briefly discussed how to support SDT in RRC_INACTIVE WI, and would like to inform RAN2 about our initial progress on RACH-based SDT as followings:

· 	Comment by Ericsson: The scope has been captured in the WID, also RAN2 LS. We don’t see the point to repeat again by sending the same sentence back to RAN2 unless there is any challenge to this point. Instead, can add “for RACH-based SDT” in the initial progress.

· WA1: The existing Retrieve UE Context procedure can be reused for both with and without anchor relocation scenarios with some enhancements. These Any further enhancements will be discussed later.

· WA2: UL data for SDT is buffered at the receiving node in the successful context retrieval procedure. For the unsuccessful case, i.e., without anchor relocationother cases, the common understanding is that UL data will may need to be buffered as well, details are pending, unless any serious latency issue is foreseen by RAN2.	Comment by Qualcomm2: There are a number of cases, so maybe better not to try to be too specific or prescriptive here

· WA3: The last serving gNB, i.e., anchor gNB, will be the decision maker on whether to relocate anchor or not. Assistance information or guidance provided by from the receiving gNB may help on the decision. Details of assistance information or guidance are pending future discussion in RAN3 and/or RAN2 inputs.	Comment by Qualcomm2: “From” somehow implies that this is generated by the receiving gNB, which cannot be the case. Maybe better to be a bit clearer.	Comment by Ericsson: Nice rewording.

· 
· RAN3 discussed sees restriction on network solutions with RAN2’s assumptionthe statement in the LS that RLC handling is processed in the receiving gNB and would like to ask if this is confirmed as a firm agreement in RAN3, thus would propose no limitation on which node to process RLC configuration at this stage unless RAN2 has technical concern. Several companies in RAN3 proposed to analyse the topic further, but RAN3 does not know whether RAN2 needs an immediate decision in order to make further progress.	Comment by Huawei: (help to solve the crossing email issue)
NEC:
Is this the common understanding in RAN3? What sort of restriction? Would it not be better, at this stage, to ask RAN2 for clarification on the assumption that the RLC handling is processed in the receiving gNB?	Comment by Ericsson: This is one of the most important points being discussed in RAN3, and companies prefer to clarify with RAN2 on their assumption. How does the removal help? 

To NEC, please check the summary and the solutions proposed by companies. There is concern that such assumption will restrict the solutions in RAN3, which PDU or SDU will be transferred. RAN3 should be the one who decides the network solution, and asks RAN2 to clarify if there is any technical issue by not following their assumption. 	Comment by Huawei1: We share the view with NEC that this is not the common understanding.



[bookmark: _Hlk61377456]	Comment by ZTE: RAN3 shall ask if this case is existing or not. It makes sense for context fetch solution. 
If yes, the anchor shall relocate UE context if deciding to not relocate during SDT period.	Comment by Ericsson: In Issue 6, 9 companies objected to ask RAN2 as absolute majority. Also there is email discussion hold by ZTE in RAN2 on how to handle subsequent data transmission.	Comment by Huawei1: We should focus on SDT scenario first, there is no clear concept of this scenario, and proponents can discuss directly in RAN2, no need for RAN3 to ask.


Furthermore, considering the without anchor relocation, there is potential concern on security. One possible scenario could be if context is fully fetched from the last serving gNB to the receiving gNB, how the encryption keys work for both nodes as both nodes may be able to decode the same data.


Based on the above considerations, RAN3 will continue discussing on possible simple solutions when the WI starts in RAN3 in Q4 2021.


2. Actions:
To RAN2 working group.
ACTION: RAN3 kindly RAN2 to take the progress into account and provide further inputs if any.

To SA3 working group.
ACTION: RAN3 respectfully requests SA3 to provide feedback on the above question related to security.
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