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1 Introduction
This is the summary document for the following come back:    
CB: # R18eRedcap
- Focus on reply LS to SA2 first as mentioned above
- Work on other stage2/3 open issues 
- Provide TPs to capture the agreements
(moderator - E///)
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
The following TPs are agreed
· R3-235757 TP to NGAP
· R3-235758 TP to XnAP
· R3-235756 TP to F1AP
3 Discussion
Reply LS to SA2/CT4
· Opt1: Do nothing.
	Pros
	Cons

	No further impacts on CN
	MT-SDT is not supported together with long eDRX>10.24 seconds in Rel-18
Nokia: the use case of IoT devices receiving MT-SDT is not big use case – whole optimization might not be critical
ZTE: suggest to try our best to support this feature
Hw: SA2 does not support MT-SDT (MO-SDT yes)? Nok: no


· Opt2: introduce the data size of the first packet of the highest PPI QFI (as communicated in SA2 LS) - supported by QC and E///
	Pros
	Cons

	No further impacts on CN – aligned with SA2 consensus. 
One IE in N2 message
Xiaomi: might be useful in some scenario
Nok/Xiaomi: limit the SDT anchor relocation to full relocation
	MT-SDT may always be triggered by NG-RAN.
Is that major issue? If further data received, RAN can do normal paging and switch to non-SDT
Nok/ZTE/Hw/Xiaomi: not accurate method, if consider non-anchor relocation,
QC: UPF informs AMF and AMF informs RAN of the highest QFI PPI
Nok: this is a supportive functionality
Xiaomi: anchor gNB when it receives the RAN PAGING REQUEST message can decide anchor relocation



· Opt3: introduce the list of data sizes per QFI which arrived at the time of eDRX timer expired - supported by Nokia/Hw/CATT/Xiaomi/CT/ZTE
	Pros
	Cons

	NG-RAN has more granular knowledge of total size of SDT and non-SDT QFIs, and decide if it should trigger MT-SDT paging or not.

	May have major SA2 impacts – more impacts on NG signalling
Having “mixed” multiple QFIs arriving at UPF should be a race condition?
Hw/ZTE: ask SA2 if they can support Opt2, otherwise opt1 for this release
What happens if non-SDT QFI is received and small data size?


· Opt4: introduce the total data size of packets which arrived at the time of eDRX timer expired 
	Pros
	Cons

	One QFI one data size
	Has CT4 impacts, new capability at UPF to accumulate the data, more impacts may be needed/checked by other groups
Nok: to eliminate



Ranking: Opt 3 is preferred 
RAN3 will question CT4 and SA2 on the feasibility of reporting the data size per QFI at the end of the long eDRX cycle in the RAN PAGING REQUEST message (opt 3). In case this is not possible, mention that RAN3 will consider less optimized alternatives.
Alternatives: Do nothing, proceed with SA2 size of first DL packet, and add limitation to always perform anchor relocation.
Proposed way forward:
· Agree: AMF needs not to be made aware of the SDT configuration for PDU session in NGAP MT COMMUNICATION HANDLING REQUEST.
· If Opt 2 (SA2) is not agreeable, ask CT4 for clarification how is the data size mentioned in their LS is reported, is it accumulated data size from different QFIs, or per QFI
	CT4 Answer: CT4 discussed the matter and agreed it is feasible to request the UPF to report the DL data size to the SMF over N4 interface. Similar function has been specified for an SGW-U reporting DL data size to the SGW-C over Sxa interface to support the MT-EDT feature in EPS. 


 
· Otherwise, no consensus, proceed with option 1.
LS to be drafted…
Stage 3 issues
	TS
	Agreements
	TP author

	38.413
	1. Remove the FFS in the MT Communication Handling Request message. 
2. Add the Criticality Diagnostics IE instead of FFS in the MT Comm Handling Response message.
3. Change the presence of the PPI, QFI and PDU Session ID in the Paging Policy Differentiation IE from mandatory to optional.
4. Remove FFS on 5QI and keep 5QI in PPD
5. Update the description of MT COMMUNICATION HANDLING RESPONSE message with the following: “This message is sent by the AMF to indicate that CN based MT Communication handling was successfully activated or deactivated, as specified in TS 23.501”. And FFS can be removed.
	Nokia

	38.300
	Work on stage2 TP in TS38.300, clarify that UE can keep RRC inactive mode to receive DL SDT data for UE configured with eDRX beyond 10.24s. (depends on outcome of which option? If option 1 we do nothing)
	postponed

	38.423
	See options below on HD-FDD limitation in Xn
	Huawei

	38.473
	Change the WA (the Rel-18 long eDRX info is signalled to DU) into agreement.
See options below on HD-FDD limitation in F1
	ZTE

	LS to CT4/SA2
	
	E///



· Option 1: Re-use the third bit in the Rel-17 RedCap Broadcast Information IE (ruled out)
· Option 2: A separate eRedCap half-duplex Broadcast Information IE is added:
	[bookmark: _Hlk143582228]eRedCap half-duplex Broadcast Information
	O
	
	BIT STRING (SIZE(8)) 
	The presence of this IE indicates that the intraFreqReselectionRedCap IE is broadcast in SIB1 of the corresponding cell, see TS 38.331 [10].
Each position in the bitmap indicates which eRedCap UEs are allowed access, according to the setting of eRedCap barring indicators in SIB1, see TS 38.331 [10].
First bit = halfDuplex,
 other bits reserved for future use. Value '1' indicates 'access allowed'. Value '0' indicates 'access not allowed”.
	YES
	ignore



· Option 3: Use the third bit in the new Rel-18 eRedCap Broadcast Information. 
	eRedCap Broadcast Information
	O
	
	BIT STRING (SIZE(8))
	The presence of this IE indicates that the intraFreqReselection-eRedCap IE is broadcast in SIB1 of the corresponding cell, see TS 38.331 [10].
Each position in the bitmap indicates which eRedCap UEs are allowed access, according to the setting of eRedCap barring indicators in SIB1, see TS 38.331 [10].
First bit = 1Rx, 
second bit = 2Rx, 
third bit = halfDuplex, 
other bits reserved for future use. Value '1' indicates 'access allowed'. Value '0' indicates 'access not allowed”.




4 Conclusion
<TBD>



1


1


