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The e-mail discussion on RLC proved to be quite efficient. In the following the outcome of this correspondence activity is summarized. The new version of 25.322 (v1.3.0) that incorporates the changes agreed during the e-mail discussion (outlined by revision marks) is available as Tdoc B43.

Conclusions:

Tdoc 747 (Proposal for change in RLC control PDU – Silicon Automation Systems). A revised control PDU format was proposed in order to facilitate the packing. Moreover, two new SUFI types (LIST_2 and BITMAP_2) were proposed. No objections were received and therefore the proposed changes are incorporated into the relevant sections of Tdoc B43.

Tdoc 882 (RLC Reset procedure - Nokia) Nokia clarified a point on this contribution. No objections were received and therefore the proposed changes are incorporated into the relevant section of Tdoc B43.

Tdoc 852 (Proposal for changes in 25.322 for Timing Advance – Siemens AG) No objections were received and therefore the proposed change is incorporated into section 8.1 of Tdoc B43.

Some editorial changes were proposed in order to cover SHCCH; no objections were received and therefore the proposed changes are incorporated into Tdoc B43.

Open items:

Tdoc 823 (Real-time Support for Acknowledged Mode in RLC - CCL/ITRI). A proposed change to 25.322 was circulated but some concern was expressed on whether the proposed change is necessary and whether it is actually in line with the original proposal contained in Tdoc 823. The proposed change was included into [] in section 9.7.2.3. WG2 is asked to take a decision on whether the inclusion of this text is appropriate.

There was some discussion on the use of header compression; Ericsson announced a contribution that tries to clarify the issue capturing the comments that were circulated through the reflector.

There was some discussion on the use of timer based discard, without explicit signaling. It was realized that this function has to used preferably in unacknowledged mode. Also the timer based discard with explicit signaling and the SDU discard after MaxDAT number of retransmissions was questioned: if STATUS PDU containing MRW is lost problems would be avoided if a retransmission mechanism for the STATUS PDU is foreseen. However, no concrete proposal was formulated to cover the above mentioned issues; therefore, no action was taken.

A clarification on the origin of Li value in LIST SUFI was proposed (origin value: 0) as well as a clarification on the bit alignment of bitmap in BITMAP SUFI (from left to right). However, there was an objection to the need for the inclusion of these clarifications.

