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1 Introduction
In RAN2#103bis and #104 meetings, following agreements were made:

	Agreements in RAN2#103bis

· Working assumption: For MTCH in SC-PTM, configuration for multiple scheduling is transmitted in MCCH. Backwards compatibility is FFS.
· SPS is not supported for NB-IoT in Release 16. Enhancements for “SR with SPS for BSR” can be considered.
Agreements in RAN2#104

· RAN2 intends to support separate/shared SC-MTCH transmission.
· Multiple TB scheduling is supported for UEs in connected mode. It is FFS if it is supported for EDT.
· UEs in connected mode are configured with multiple TB scheduling via dedicated RRC signalling assuming that a new DCI format is introduced. This is pending RAN1 agreement.
· UEs report capability to indicate support of multiple TB scheduling in connected mode.


In this contribution, we discuss whether multiple TB scheduling is supported for EDT.
2 Discussion
In Rel-15, MO-EDT was introduced for the case where all UL data can be transmitted in one single transmission, with the TB size being signalled in system information.
It is not clear what would be the benefit of using multiple TB scheduling for this use case, except maybe that smaller TBS allows higher MCS and thus higher robustness. 

On the other hand, there is no way it can work for the CP solution where the data cannot be segmented (both MSG3 and MSG4). 

For the UP solution, the eNB cannot know the UE capability for MSG3. For MSG4, the eNB can know the specific UE capability, however it is not clear how this could work considering that MSG4 transmission is contention based and multiple UEs may receive the transmission unless early contention resolution is always used. Also, the UE would have to know whether multiple TB scheduling for MSG4 is enabled and this would require some indication in system information.

Multiple TB scheduling is useful for large data transfer which is not the use case of EDT. Only in the case of fallback to RRC_Connected due to large DL data, multiple TB scheduling for MSG4 (i.e. RRCConnectionResume multiplexed with data) could be potentially useful. However, we should not introduce complexity for a fallback case. 

Proposal: Multiple TB scheduling is not supported for EDT MSG3 and MSG4.
3 Conclusion
In this document, we discussed the support of multiple TB scheduling for EDT, we have the following proposal:
Proposal: Multiple TB scheduling is not supported for EDT MSG3 and MSG4.
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