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1	Introduction
This document summarizes the discussions under the following email thread assigned by RAN1 Chair:

[Post-115-RRC] Email discussion to revise Rel-18 higher layers parameter list and endorse LS to RAN2 by Nov 28 – Sorour (Ericsson)


Please find the v013 as the starting point for the discussions/input at this meeting under Collection of RRC Parameters.
· Similar to previous meetings, v013 is the RAN1 backlog list R1-2312698 from the last LS endorsed R1-2312661 with the following changes:
· NES: The range values in Rows 3 to 9 are updated based on the inputs v05 from Rapporteur in [115-R18-RRC-NES]
· Moreover, the status of inputs in v013 is as the following:
· Note that the stable entries may still include open issues.


	Sheet label
	Any unstable row? If yes, which one?

	1 (NCR)
	No

	2 (eDSS)
	No

	3 (MCE)
	No

	4 (MIMO)
	No

	5 (SL)
	Yes: Rows (16)

	6 (POS)
	No

	7 (RedCap)
	No

	8 (NES)
	Yes: Rows (16)

	9 (CovEnh)
	No

	xx (UAV)
	

	10 (XR)
	No

	11 (Mobility)
	No

	12 (FR1<5MHz)
	

	13 (BWP w/o Rest)
	No

	14 (NR-NTN)
	No

	15 (IoT-NTN)
	No

	16 (TEI)
	No



The WoW described in Appendix is used for coordinating the activities during this discussion. Companies are encouraged to follow the WoW for discussion and exchanging views.

This document summarizes the discussions during the email discussion. 
[bookmark: _Ref178064866][bookmark: _Ref62449171]2	Discussion
2.1	RRC parameter lists of Rel-18 WIs
The sub-sections below are organized for collection of comments on RRC parameters per WI. Please provide you comments, if any, for the input RRC list of a WI in the corresponding sub-section using the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters.
Please note that the grayed-out sub-sections are not activated for discussion at this meeting. 

2.1.1	NCR (WI code: NR_netcon_repeater-Core)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for NCR.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for NCR, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 



	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.2	eDSS (WI code: NR_DSS_enh)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for eDSS.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for eDSS, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.3	MCE (WI code: NR_MC_enh)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for MCE.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for MCE, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 



	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.




2.1.4	MIMO (WI code: NR_MIMO_evo_DL_UL)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for MIMO.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for MIMO, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 
 

	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.5	SL (WI code: NR_SL_enh2)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for SL.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for SL, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 


	Company
	Comment

	OPPO
	R16: 
The parameter should be marked as stable with excluding 0 from value range of nrofCRBs.

[bookmark: OLE_LINK7]Based on the discussion in the last meeting, configuring nrofCRBs to 0 on a SL BWP would increase LBT failure possibility for a UE, and prevent a UE not supporting multi-channel access from using the channel. It was argued that 0 may be needed for support of TDM-only multiplexing, e.g. by configuring the whole SL BWP as a single sub-channel, but the purpose (i.e. TDM-only multiplexing) can also be achieved by configuring nrofCRBs to non-zero and restricting the minimum number of subchannels to the total number via sl-MinSubChannelNumPSSCH.

	Vivo
	Regarding Row 16 intraCellGuardBandsSL-List, which is marked as unstable, the yellow highlights and FFS should be removed and this row can be marked as stable.
In RAN1#114bis, the below agreement was reached for this parameter (row 3 in the table below), along with the approval of its value range, which already includes 0. In other words, 0 has already been agreed in October.
Although there is a proposal in this meeting to remove '0' from the value set, it has not been approved and was marked as FFS (FFS: whether to exclude 0 from the value range of
nrofCRBs). Reverting the agreement of RAN1#114bis and excluding 0 based on an FFS wouldn't make sense. This row should be marked as stable with the removal of the FFS.
Agreement in RAN1#114
For SL-U PHY, following higher layer parameters are endorsed.
	row
	Parameter name in the text
	Description
	Value range
	Default value aspect
	Per (UE, cell, TRP, …)

	1
	startRBResourcePool
	Indicates the lowest RB index in the resource pool with respect to the lowest RB index of a SL BWP. 
UE expects that the lowest RB in the resource pool is not within intra-cell guard band.
	INTEGER (0..224)
	N/A
	Per resource pool

	2
	numInterlacePerSubchannel
	Indicates the number of interlaces per sub-channel within a resource pool, i.e. 1 sub-channel =K interlace(s). The applicable values are related to the subcarrier spacing as below:
For SCS = 15 kHz: K=1 or 2
For SCS = 30 kHz: K=1
	ENUMERATED{1, 2}
	N/A
	Per resource pool

	3
	intraCellGuardBandsSL-List
	List of intra-cell guard bands for operation with shared spectrum channel access. If not configured, the guard bands are defined according to 38.101-1 [15], see TS 38.214 [19], clause 7. For operation in licensed spectrum, this field is absent, and no UE action is required.
	SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxSCSs)) OF IntraCellGuardBandsPerSCS-r16
	N/A
	Per SL BWP


38.331
IntraCellGuardBandsPerSCS-r16 ::= SEQUENCE { guardBandSCS-r16 SubcarrierSpacing, intraCellGuardBands-r16 SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..4)) OF GuardBand-r16 }
GuardBand-r16 ::= SEQUENCE { startCRB-r16 INTEGER (0..274), nrofCRBs-r16 INTEGER (0..15) }

	OPPO1
	Just to clarify that the parameter intraCellGuardBandsSL-List was not approved at the end of post RAN1#114bis email discussion [Post-114bis-R18-RRC], as captured in R1-2310694, because there was no corresponding multi-channel access behavior for all the possible configurations of this parameter.
If there was still objection to exclude “0” from the value range of nrorCRBs, we propose to remove the parameter intraCellGuardBandsSL-List, as we have not seen any solution to address the issues introduced by allowing nrofCRBs=0 and any piece of reason to allow it.

	Moderator
	It seems both OPPO and vivo suggest to consider Row 16 as stable.
Regarding the FFS, there was no comment after OPPO1 clarification. Hence, Moderator includes “excluding value 0”. If there is any concern in the final round, we can add an FFS for that and still consider it as stable.



	Vivo2
	We do not agree with removing 0. 
Agreement in RAN1#114b clear shows that this parameter and its value range are agreed. FFS introduced in RAN1#115 is about whether to reverse the previous agreement by excluding 0, rather than whether to exclude new, not-yet-approved values. It does not make sense to exclude 0 just based on a FFS. If this row is to be marked stable, we should adhere to the RAN1#114b agreement.
Additionally, it also appears strange that one company proposed deleting of the whole parameter, which is crucial for SLU, merely due to the FFS, especially considering that this parameter has already been approved. We don’t understand the logic behind this. 
Regarding nrofCRBs=0, we have explained several times in this meeting that it is needed for a resource pool containing a single subchannel. Otherwise, it would be problematic as PSCCH transmission would not be allowed. We don’t see the issues introduced by allowing nrofCRBs=0.
We still kindly request to remove the FFS rather than 0. But for sake of progress, we can also live with moderator’s proposal (i.e., keep FFS and consider the row as stable)
Agreement in RAN#115
For SL-U PHY, following higher layer parameters are endorsed.
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK16]intraCellGuardBandsSL-List
	List of intra-cell guard bands for operation with shared spectrum channel access. If not configured, the guard bands are defined according to 38.101-1 [15], see TS 38.214 [19], clause 7. For operation in licensed spectrum, this field is absent, and no UE action is required.
	SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxSCSs)) OF IntraCellGuardBandsPerSCS-r16

FFS: whether to exclude 0 from the value range of
nrofCRBs.





	OPPO2
	Thanks Moderator for coordinating the discussion, we support including “excluding value 0”. But we have strong concern on introducing the parameter with value 0 even adding the FFS, therefore we cannot accept to consider the parameter as stable unless excluding value 0, sorry for that. So far the common ground is the non-zero values of nrofCRBs, as a compromise, we are fine to approve these non-zero values for now and add a NOTE to further consider value 0. 

According to the current specification, nominal intra-cell guard band is used if intraCellGuardBandsSL-List is absent, hence the system works even without the parameter, we are also fine not to have the parameter.

We’d like to make following clarification to the comments above from vivo:
1. As we already clarified, there was post RAN1#114bis meeting email discussion on RRC parameters, approved parameters were captured in R1-2310694, but intraCellGuardBandsSL-List is not there.
2. The issues introduced by allowing “nrofCRBs=0” can be found in our first-round comments, and intensively discussed in the last meeting.
3. Also explained in the first round and discussed in the last meeting, configuring multiple RB sets as a single sub-channel would prevent UEs not supporting multichannel access from using the channel, the purpose of this configuration can also be achieved even nrofCRBs is non-zero. Please note that it is maintenance phase now, it makes no sense at all to risk the entire system for such a configuration. 

	Vivo3
	We do not agree with OPPO2's proposal to approve these non-zero values for now and add a NOTE for value 0, as it has evidently deviated from the scope of the agreement made in RAN1#115. 
We cannot support to modify the parameter without RAN1 agreement

	Moderator
	Based on the inputs from companies, it seems further discussion in RAN1 is needed to settle the open issues regarding input in Row(16).
· OPPO disagrees to consider parameter stable without excluding 0. 
· OPPO can accept to consider parameter stable with endorsing non-zero values and further discuss “0” value.
· Vivo disagrees with compromised proposed by OPPO without RAN1 agreement. 

Based on the feedback, Moderator suggests to mark the parameter as unstable (as it was when the email discussion was kicked-off) and discuss further in next meeting.

· Row(16): Marked as “unstable”




2.1.6	POS (WI code: NR_pos_enh2)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for POS.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for POS, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.

	
	

	
	



2.1.7	RedCap (WI code: NR_redcap_enh)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for RedCap.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for RedCap, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number.  


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.8	NES (WI code: Netw_Energy_NR)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for NES.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for NES, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 


	Company
	Comment

	Intel
	Row 16 should be marked as stable. The row entry is consistent with TPs agreed for 38.212 and 38.213 of the specification.

	Moderator
	There was no comment to Intel’s suggestion (posted about 1 hours after Moderator had kicked off the discussion).
Therefore:
· Row 16 is marked as stable.


	Samsung
	We still think Row 16 should be marked as unstable. We do not agree with Intel’s comment that Row 16 is aligned with agreed TPs. For example, the candidate values are enabled, disabled, the following text for TS 38.212 is not aligned with the values. Further discussion is necessary.

If higher layer parameter cellDTXDRX-L1activation is configured

	Moderator
	It seems there is concern to mark Row(16) as stable. 
Therefore, Moderator suggests to keep the row as “unstable” and continue the discussion in next RAN1 meeting.

· Row(16): Marked as “unstable”




2.1.9	CovEnh (WI code: NR_cov_enh2)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for CovEnh.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for CovEnh, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 



	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.




2.1.10	UAV (WI code:NR_UAV)
	If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet corresponding to this WI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	



2.1.11	XR (WI code: NR_XR_enh-Core)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for XR.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for XR, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.12	Mobility (WI code: NR_Mob_enh2)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for Mobility.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for Mobility, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number. 


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.13	FR1<5MHz (WI code: NR_FR1_lessthan_5MHz_BW)
	Based on the information from Rapporteur, no higher layer parameter is provided for this WI.

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	



2.1.14	BWP w/out Restriction (WI code: BWP_wor)
	
Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for BWPwoR.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for BWPwoR, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number.


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.15	NR-NTN (WI code: NR_NTN_enh)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for NR-NTN.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for NR-NTN, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number.  
 

	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.16	IoT-NTN (WI code: IoT_NTN_enh)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for IoT-NTN.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for IoT-NTN, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number.  


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



2.1.17	TEI (WI code: TEI18)
	Please see the latest version of Excel sheet available at folder Collection of RRC Parameters for TEI.
.

Q1: If you have any comment for a row in the Sheet for TEI, please provide your comment below by indicating the Row number, highlighting the corresponding sub-feature group.  


	Company
	Comment

	Moderator
	No comment was received.



[bookmark: _Ref85396968]3	Conclusion
The final LS is endorsed and submitted.


The followings are outcome of this email discussion:

	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	For

	R1-2312708
	Corrected consolidated Rel-18 higher layers parameter list
	Moderator (Ericsson)
	discussion
	Endorsement

	R1-2312709
	DRAFT LS on updates of the Rel-18 higher-layers parameter list
	RAN1, Ericsson
	LS out
	Decision

	R1-2312710
	LS on updates of the Rel-18 higher-layers parameter list
	RAN1, Ericsson
	LS out
	Approval

	R1-2312715
	Collection of updated Rel-18 higher layers parameter list
	Moderator (Ericsson)
	discussion
	Information

	R1-2312716
	Email discussion summary on LS for Rel-18 higher layer parameters
	Moderator (Ericsson)
	discussion
	Decision





[bookmark: _Ref85396938]4	References
[bookmark: _Ref132320636][bookmark: _Ref85413373][bookmark: _Ref89073698]R1-2305769	Recommendations for RAN1 RRC Parameter Preparation; Moderator (Ericsson)
5	Appendix
The following WoW adopts the similar approach used in Rel-17 for coordination to prepare the RRC parameter list, as well as RAN1##114bis for Rel-18. 
The examples below are based on RAN1#114bis. The same approach is going to be used in RAN1 meetings in Rel-18.
The description below is structured as the following:
· First, the structure of the folders is explained.
· Then, the WoW procedure is explained in three steps.
· Finally, the instruction on how to update the list needed for each step is explained.
5.1	Folders Structure:
The following folders are created under draft folder created in RAN1#114bis-e:
	· 8(NR_R18)
· RRC
· Information and Instructions
· Collection of RRC parameters
· Draft LS
· Final output
· For Rapporteur Only
· [114bis-R18-RRC-eDSS] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-FR1lessthan5MHz] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-IoT_NTN] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-MCE] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-MIMO] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-Mobility] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-NCR]
· [114bis-R18-RRC-NES]
· [114bis-R18-RRC-NR_NTN]
· [114bis-R18-RRC-POS] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-RedCap] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-SL] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-XR] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-CovEnh] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-BWPwoRestriction] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-TEI]



The following folders are updated only by Over-all Rel-18 RRC moderator (Sorour).
· Information and Instructions
· This folder includes this document. As well as information about WI and Rapporteurs, and the template for RRC list.
· Collection of RRC parameters
· This folder is used to update and share the updated overall RRC parameter list.
· Draft LS
· This folder is used for sharing and reviewing the draft LS.
· Final output
· This folder is used to share the submitted tdocs as the outcome of the work for the meeting.
The following folder is updated only by WI Rapporteur/Moderator for updating the RRC parameter list. A folder is dedicated to each WI Rapporteur/Moderator.
· Note:
· The corresponding Rapporteur/Moderator can use the dedicated folder as suits best for her/his discussion, for example in addition to update of the corresponding RRC Excel sheet, to exchange views via updating FL summary.
· Sorour will use the latest update of Excel sheet for a WI in the corresponding following folders to update the overall Rel-18 RRC list for LS. 
· ForRapporteursUseOnly
· [114bis-R18-RRC-MIMO] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-SL] 
· ….
· [114bis-R18-RRC-MCE] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-BWPwoRestriction] 
· [114bis-R18-RRC-TEI]
The Main folder will be used for delegates’ review of the Consolidated higher layer parameters to finalize the LS to RAN2/RAN3..
· RRC

5.2	Procedures for updating the RRC list:
The procedures include three steps as explained below, using the instructions for marking stable/unstable and using color-coding in the next section.
Initial step (Initial RRC list to kick-out activity):
· An Excel sheet with v000 in Collection of RRC parameters is provided by Sorour.
· For example: draft_Rel-18_higher_layer_parameters_list_v000.xls
· Note: In case of revision, Sorour announces the latest version to be used.
· The WI Rapporteur uses V000 (or later revision if announced) and applies the updates in the RRC parameter list, if any. 
· The WI Rapporteur uses the updated RRC parameter list for submission to the meeting. 
· The WI Rapporteur uploads the submitted RRC parameter list in the respective WI RRC folder as V000.
· For convenience, please include the corresponding label for the WI in Excel sheet.
· For example: higher_layer_parameters_NCR_v000.xls in folder [114bis-R18-RRC-NCR].
· Note: Please see the instructions in next section for how to mark stable/unstable and use color-coding.

Intermediate step (Update and review process of RRC list):
· Review per WI phase (timelines are set by RAN1 Chair):
· The WI Rapporteur has full freedom to use the dedicated WI folder for any update of the corresponding RRC parameter list based on the discussion during the meeting. 
· Over-all review phase (timelines are set by RAN1 Chair):
· The WI Rapporteur informs Sorour the files that Sorour can use to update the existing file in Collection of RRC parameters to the next version.
· For example: higher_layer_parameters_NCR_v015.xls
· Sorour updates the overall RRC parameter list with the updates received from the WI Rapporteurs and kicks off the over-all RRC list review.
· For example: draft_higher_layer_parameters_v001.xls
· All delegates can review and further updates are applied to the list, if needed using [114bis-R18-RRC] folder.
· The WI Rapporteur can provide additional updates if needed during this step, for example based on the comments received during the review process.
· The WI Rapporteur can use the dedicated folder, similarly to Intermediate Step, and inform Sorour on the needed updates. The best way is to create a new version that can REPLACE the old version.
· Note: It is crucial that Sorour and WI Rapporteurs coordinate tightly to remain in sync and avoid any inconsistently in the list.
· Note: Sorour consults WI Rapporteur to apply technical changes.
· Note: Please see the instructions in next section for how to mark stable/unstable and use color-coding.

Final step (LS and backlog RRC list):
· When the review is completed, Sorour uses the latest version in Collection of RRC parameters.
· For example: draft_higher_layer_parameters_v005.xls
· Sorour provides two files of the latest RRC parameter list:
· Backlog-list:
· This list, includes the entries in ALL rows and will be submitted to RAN1 as backlog. 
· For example: Backlog-list = draft_higher_layer_parameters_v005.xls
· Output-list: 
· This list, includes only entries in rows that are STABLE and can be sent to RAN2/RAN3. If this list is endorsed by Chair, a draft LS in Draft LS folder is prepared by Sorour to be reviewed for sending the RRC list to RAN2/RAN3.
· Note: Output-list is sub-set of Backlog-list. Output-list is RAN1 official output. Backlog-list is RAN1 backlog for continuation of work, if needed.
· Sorour submits the following from Final Output folder:
· LS including Output-list (Official output to RAN2/RAN3)
· Backlog-list (For RAN1 use only)
· Summary of discussion (For information)
· This Backlog-list is used in the next meeting as “The Excel sheet with v000 in Collection of RRC parameters to be provided by Sorour” for the Initial Step.
· Note: Please see the instructions in next section for how to mark stable/unstable and use color-coding.

5.3	Instructions for updating the entries in the RRC list:
The description below is based on the approach used in Rel-17 is used for coordination and regular update of RRC parameter list:
Important note: Please consider the Recommendation guidelines provided in R1-2305769. 
It is beneficial to consider only stable (not necessarily complete) RRC parameters in the LS to RAN2/RAN3 (please see motivations in R1-2305769). The remaining RRC parameters can be discussed further in RAN1 at the next meetings to be included in the earliest LS to RAN2/RAN3, when identified as stable.
	Regarding the RRC recommendation guidelines, RAN2 finally reviewed R1-2202913 last meeting and with some comments, acknowledged it. The guidelines are updated accordingly and submitted in R1-2305769.
· Please rename “Column N” in the list as “Required for initial access or IDLE/INACTIVE
· Please ensure that the guidelines are followed.



Hence, the following stable/unstable marking approach is used similarly to Rel-17:
How to mark Stable/Unstable:
· For each sheet dedicated to a WI RRC parameter list, a column at the end of the list is included for “Status”. This column is used to identify whether the content of a row in the list is stable or not by using {stable, unstable}, respectively. 
· This column is for RAN1 information only and will not be included in the Output-list for LS to RAN2/RAN3.
· The Output-list for LS to RAN2/RAN3 includes Only the rows that are indicated as “stable”.
· The Backlog-list contains all rows and columns, including Rows indicated as unstable and the Status column, for discussion in next RAN1 meeting.
· The unstable rows will be discussed further in RAN1 at the next meetings to be included in the earliest LS to RAN2/RAN3 when stable.

Important note: Proper color-coding is crucial to properly indicate to RAN2/RAN3 the changes in the list as compared to previous version. The basic principle is as the following:
When an LS is sent to RAN2/RAN3 using the Output-list:
· The updates in the Output-list as compared to the previous lists sent to RAN2/RAN3 are shown with blue.
· The unchanged part of the Output-list as compared to the previous lists sent to RAN2/RAN3 are shown with black.
Hence, the following color-coding approach is used similarly to Rel-17:
How to use color coding:
· In Initial step:
· Sorour: draft_higher_layer_parameters_v000.xls is based on Backlog-list from previous meeting, if any. Note that Backlog-list includes Output-list, if any.
· All rows corresponding to Output-list in the previous LS if any, are shown in black.
· The remaining rows are highlighted in yellow in a colored font (preferably blue). Note that black is NOT used.
· WI Rapporteur (e.g. NCR): higher_layer_parameters_NCR_v000.xls
· All rows corresponding to Output-list in the previous LS are shown in black.
· The remaining rows are highlighted in yellow in a colored font (preferably blue). Note that black is NOT used.

· In Intermediate step:
· Any text that was in Initial Step black and remains unchanged, is shown in black.
· The remaining texts are shown in a colored font (preferably blue). Note that black is NOT used.
· In Final Step:
· In Backlog-list, rows identified as stable, use only black and blue colors without yellow highlight.
· Any font color except black is changed to blue.
· Then, Output-list is prepared using only stable rows of Backlog-list, with removing the status column.
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]
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