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1	Overall description
During the ongoing SDT session with anchor relocation, the UE context is transferred from the anchor gNB to the serving gNB.  For the CCCH solution, when there is data for a non-SDT RBradio bearer, the UE aborts the ongoing SDT session and before the network would not have sent a RRCRelease message with new I-RNTI or security key information.  The In this case, the UE will send a second RRCResumeRequest message using the I-RNTI that was issued by the old anchor gNB and performs horizontal key derivation.  The ResumeMAC-I is expected to be updated as discussed in [Reference to SA3 LS]. 
RAN2 would like to ask RAN3:	Comment by OPPO: We are wondering whether we also need to check with RAN3 if it is possible for old anchor gNB and/or serving gNB to distinguish this is the second RRCResumeRequest without any explicit indication from UE. Since the security might be different for the second RRC resume procedure, it is important for gNB to determine which security information shall be used, especially for the case that the first resume request is not received successfully.	Comment by Qualcomm (Ruiming): Agree. It is worth to check with RAN3 impact on distinguishing the second RRCResumeRequest by either anchor or serving gNB.	Comment by Rapporteur (Intel - Marta): [1/20] Added a new question Q3 capturing this question/scenario	Comment by CATT: Agree with OPPO that we need to clarify if it is possible for old anchor gNB and/or serving gNB to distinguish this is the second RRCResumeRequest without any explicit indication.	Comment by Rapporteur (Intel - Marta): [1/20] Added a new Q3 as explained in the response comment to OPPO capturing their explanation.
· Q1: Which node (old anchor gNB or serving gNB) will process the second RRCResumeRequest message with I-RNTI associated to the old anchor gNB and will perform ResumeMAC-I verification and key derivation?
· Q2: When UE autonomously terminates the ongoing SDT session and sends second RRCResumeRequest message, can serving gNB may have the buffered DL data from the previous ongoing SDT session. Could the serving gNB be able to associate that buffered DL data with the new UE AS context relocated for the second RRC resume procedure in order for in the serving gNB be to send itt without loss after the UE gets RRC_CONNECTED?	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): We do not agree to include this question as it has no impact on RAN3. This is purely RAN2 issue and it was discussed in the previous meeting where companies indicated that at least for RLC AM mode there is no data loss, there can only be some retransmissions needed, i.e. some small resource waste can occur. Many companies indicated also this is a corner case and does not have to be addressed. We do not see the need to bother RAN3 with this. They should focus on what is important and this is covered in Q1. 	Comment by Nokia (Samuli): Agree	Comment by Rapporteur (Intel - Marta): [1/20] UL data can indeed be retransmitted by UE. However DL data that was stored in serving gNB during the SDT session, will have to be associated with a new UE AS Context that is relocated again with the 2nd RRC Resume procedure. Update the question to clarify this point and the potential impact/question to RAN3. Moreover, if we take the figure provided on SA3 LS by Huawei, old anchor gNB provides the UE AS context twice to the serving gNB; and the new context should be able to still use buffered DL data associated with the 1st UE AS context	Comment by seungjune.yi: Agree with Huawei. It's not related to RAN3, and also there is no consensus in RAN2. Remove the Q2.	Comment by Nokia (Samuli): Agree	Comment by Rapporteur (Intel - Marta): [1/20] Please see the response to previous comment from Nokia and the corresponding changes done to clarify the scenario and the question to RAN3	Comment by Fujitsu - Ohta: Is this question relevant to Xn interface? If not, we are reluctant to include Q2.	Comment by Rapporteur (Intel - Marta): [1/20] How to enable/address this operation is up to RAN3. A potential solution might be to update message exchange over Xn interface for the anchor gNB to indicate the serving gNB that this UE already has a previous context relocated as it is the 2nd RRC Resume procedure initiated after UE autonomously terminated the ongoing SDT session.	Comment by zte: In our view there could be some impacts to identify the UE’s ongoing SDT session. However, the details can be discussed in RAN3. What is important in our view is to ensure that RAN3 can complete any required procedures if these are needed (if none are needed it is well and good). So, we propose to just ask one open question for this: 
 
Q2: Are there any other RAN3 impacts with the proposed solution above and if so, can RAN3 specify the necessary changes in time for Rel-17 completion?  	Comment by Rapporteur (Intel - Marta): [1/20] Added a general question Q4 in case there might be other RAN3 impacts that they might identify
· Q3: Is it possible for the old anchor gNB and/or the serving gNB to distinguish the second RRCResumeRequest message without any explicit indication from UE? gNB needs to differentiate them because the security for this second RRC resume procedure is different than for the first resume procedure used to initiate the SDT session, as discussed in [Reference to SA3 LS]. This is important for gNB to determine which security information shall be used, especially for the case that the first resume request is not received successfully.
· Q4: Are there any other RAN3 impacts with the proposed CCCH solution explained above and if so, can RAN3 specify the necessary changes in time for Rel-17 completion?  
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2	Actions
To RAN3 
ACTION:
RAN3 is respectfully requested to provide reply thea response and any additional feedback on the proposed CCCH based solution, above questions (Q1 and to Q42) and provide any additional feedback on the proposed CCCH based solution, if anyany network handling of the second RRCResumeRequest message.	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): The action is a bit complicated. We propose to simplify as:
“RAN3 is respectfully requested to reply to the above question and provide any additional feedback on the proposed CCCH based solution, if any.”	Comment by Nokia (Samuli): Agree	Comment by zte: We are okay with the proposed from Dawid. May be the alternative is to repeat the questions here in action just for clarity… 	Comment by Rapporteur (Intel - Marta): [1/20] Updated based on Huawei’s suggestion
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