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1 Introduction

At RAN2#86, the basic format of ProSe BSR and ProSe BSR triggering conditions were agreed. In this contribution, we would like to discuss further issues for ProSe BSR. 
2 Discussion
At RAN2#86, the agreement “As a baseline, transmission of the ProSe-BSR is triggered by the same triggers as for transmission of Legacy BSR.” was made [1]. And if we see MAC specification, several triggering conditions are specified in order for regular BSR, padding BSR and periodic BSR [2]. Thus we understand a regular ProSe BSR, a padding ProSe BSR and a periodic ProSe BSR, all will be used for communication. 
With a regular ProSe BSR, the current triggering condition may need to be somewhat modified since it just compares priority of the logical channels regardless of if the logical channel is configured for WAN or ProSe communication. For instance, if the WAN BSR with the logical channel group (LCG)#N has been already triggered, ProSe BSR will not be triggered even though communication data is available from PTCH with LCG#N or #smaller value than ‘N’. Furthermore we should also note there is no QoS distinction in Rel-12 communication, so probably only one LCG can be determined for all Rel-12 PTCHs. 
[Proposal-1]: RAN2 is asked to discuss how to adapt the existing regular BSR triggering condition to meet both WAN BSR and ProSe BSR. 

In order to avoid too frequent regular ProSe BSR transmissions, we assume a prohibit timer such as retxBSR-Timer would be also needed. Then the question would be whether it is allowed to configure a separate retxBSR-Timer for a regular WAN BSR and a regular ProSe BSR. One can say the existing retxBSR-Timer is defined per UE not per service and a ProSe BSR is also sent to the eNB over the LTE resources, so the common retxBSR-Timer should be sufficient. Meanwhile the opposite one can say a separate retxBSR-Timer would bring more flexibility and easier maintenance of the specification, e.g. otherwise a separate variable may also need to be defined in order to distinguish each prohibit timer. Considering today the retxBSR-Timer and periodicBSR-Timer are the names of the timers that are really running, we would like to configure a separate retxBSR-Timer and periodicBSR-Timer for a ProSe BSR.
[Proposal-2]: It is proposed to configure a separate retxBSR-Timer and periodicBSR-Timer for a ProSe BSR.

For the need of a truncated ProSe BSR, we think the motivation is not clear at the moment. With the following agreements made so far, it seems not clear if we support both a long ProSe BSR and a short ProSe BSR in Rel-12.

· The ProSe BSR contains at least a logical channel group ID, and a buffer size
· The value of the logical channel group ID is taken from the set {0, 1, 2, 3} 
The need of a truncated BSR would be persuasive only when we have both a long ProSe BSR and a short ProSe BSR. However if we have both of them, we think a truncated ProSe BSR is also applicable for ProSe communication. 
[Proposal-3]: RAN2 is asked to discuss the need of a truncated ProSe BSR. A truncated ProSe BSR is proposed only when we support both a long ProSe BSR and a short ProSe BSR. 

3 Conclusion

In this contribution, we have seen further issues of ProSe BSR. And the following proposals are made.
[Proposal-1]: RAN2 is asked to discuss how to adapt the existing regular BSR triggering condition to meet both WAN BSR and ProSe BSR.
[Proposal-2]: It is proposed to configure a separate retxBSR-Timer and periodicBSR-Timer for a ProSe BSR.
[Proposal-3]: RAN2 is asked to discuss the need of a truncated ProSe BSR. A truncated ProSe BSR is proposed only when we support both a long ProSe BSR and a short ProSe BSR.
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