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1	Introduction
In RAN4 94-e, the topic of UE behaviour under successive UL LBT failures during event-triggered reporting has been discussed. Companies’ views were summarized in WF [1], the content copied below: 
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 This paper discusses the open issues listed above in the WF and provide our view.
2	Pending issues
The issue whether to extend the event-triggered reporting delay has been discussed during the last meeting. Before discussing into this issue, we should note that in TS 38.133 [2], it’s clearly stated that:
	The measurement reporting delay is defined as the time between an event that will trigger a measurement report and the point when the UE starts to transmit the measurement report over the air interface. This requirement assumes that the measurement report is not delayed by other RRC signalling on the DCCH. This measurement reporting delay excludes a delay uncertainty resulted when inserting the measurement report to the TTI of the uplink DCCH. The delay uncertainty is: 2 x TTIDCCH. This measurement reporting delay excludes a delay which caused by no UL resources being available for UE to send the measurement report on.


In our view, it’s already clear that the problem raised has been clarified by the statement highlighted in yellow. The delay caused by no UL resources has already been excluded according to the definition and thus it’s never a part of the event-triggered reporting delay. It's unreasonable to extend some value by a part which is excluded from the value itself.
No need to extend the event-triggered reporting delay as the delay caused by no UL resources has already been excluded according to the definition.
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: No need to extend the event-triggered reporting delay as the delay caused by no UL resources has already been excluded according to the definition.
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Further discussion is needed
Issue 3-2:  Reporting delay for (event-triggered) periodic reporting

* FFS: Decide the event-triggered periodic and periodic reporting delay:
* Option 1: Adopt the same definition as in Rel-15.

* Option 2: For periodic and event-triggered periodic measurement reporting,
the UE measurement reporting delay is extended due to UL LBT failures until
the time point of the successful reporting attempt or until the new periodic
measurement is available, according to [TBD RAN2 specification]. No
extension for UL channel access category 1.
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Further discussion is needed
Issue 3-3:  Reporting delay for event triggered reporting

* For the event-triggered reporting delay:

* Option 1: No need to extend the delay, clarify that the measurement
reporting delay excludes a delay which is caused by no UL resources available
due to CCA. Wording can be further discussed.

* Option 2: For event-triggered measurement reporting, the UE measurement
reporting delay is extended due to UL LBT failures until the time point of the
successful reporting attempt, according to [TBD RAN2 specification]. No
extension for UL channel access category 1.





