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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank RAN3 for the reply LS on SDT signalling optimization for partial context transfer in R2-2404123 (R3-242198). 
With regards to the network-based solution discussed in RAN3, RAN2 would like to inform RAN3 that: 
· If RRCSetup is received during SDT, the UE will discard any pending UL data and set up a new RRC Connection. Thus, the pending UL data will be lost.  
· If RRCSetup is received during SDT, the UE will discard the current INACTIVE AS context and AS security context which requires RRC establishment related signalling to establish AS context and AS security context again	Comment by Jussi-Pekka Koskinen (Nokia): RAN3 asked RAN2 impact or issues which this is not and should be removed. This is only intended behavior.	Comment by ZTE(Eswar): This is included based on what was agreed at the last meeting. We only add the paragraph below based on what we discussed at this meeting. We shouldn’t rediscuss this part. 	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): I also thought this is what we agreed to include last time, so I think it should be kept.
In addition, RAN2 also discussed whether there is any issue if MAC is not reset upon receiving RRCSetup after data is exchanged during SDT. RAN2 discussed whether the network can handle this scenario without performing a MAC reset by network implementation or if a MAC reset is needed to handle this. Some companies in RAN2 are not sure whether network implementation can handle this without MAC reset. RAN2 would like to point outadd that if a MAC reset is needed, this would be a non-backward compatible change to Rel-17 and would need a separate capability and is not desirable. 	Comment by CATT(Haocheng): Maybe we can specify the issue that receieving RRCSetup after data exchange. Acknowledge that there is an issue for the cases that there is some data in the buffer which causes dy-synch issues. It is better to understand the issue for RAN3.	Comment by ZTE(Rapp): I guess just saying “de-sync” is a bit vague. Hence I avoided this formulation. Going into detail of what the problem is also difficult since we don’t have online agreements for this. Hence, I chose this wording to leave the analysis of this also to RAN3. Hope we can leave it as it is. 
	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): This sounds as if we are giving RAN3 our blessing, but I think they just need to consider our reply and make a decision based on this. Suggest to remove this.	Comment by Ericsson (Oskar): It is not intended to give RAN3 a blessing or not, it is just a statement that it is up to RAN3 if they which to proceed. I don’t think it is up to RAN2 to say if it can be done or not. Perhaps we can formulate it as: “It is up to RAN3 to judge wether to proceed with the solution or not, and take necessary actions.”?	Comment by ZTE(Rapp): I propose to simply capture it in the action as in the modified action below. 
2. Actions:
To RAN2 group.	Comment by CATT(Haocheng): Should be RAN3
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks RAN3 to take the above considerations into account for Xn-based network solution for partial context transfer.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN3 #127-bis	Oct 14 to 17, 2024	Hefei, China		Comment by CATT(Haocheng): Should be RAN2



