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1
Introduction

This is the report of [AT113bis-e][203][LTE] One-shot configurations.
· [AT113bis-e][203][LTE] One-shot configurations (Huawei)

Scope: 

· Discuss whether something needs to be done for one-shot configurations in 36.331


Intended outcome: 

· Discussion summary in R2-2104323 (by email rapporteur)


Deadline for providing comments and for rapporteur inputs:  

· Initial deadline (for companies' feedback):  1st week Thu, UTC 0900
· Initial deadline (for rapporteur's summary):  1st week Fri, UTC 0900
Please companies provide the contact information in the table below so that it would be easy to find the relevant delegate for the comments.

	Company
	Delegate contact (email)

	Intel
	Sudee.k.palat@intel.com

	Qualcomm
	Umesh Phuyal (uphuyal at qti.qualcomm.com)

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


2
Discussion

2.1
Relevant contributions
As indicated by the session chair, the following contributions are to be discussed by email [203].

Web Conf (Monday 1st week) (1)

Ambiguity in Need ON for one-shot configurations:

R2-2104013
Discussion on one-shot configuration
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
Rel-15
TEI15

Offline discussion [203] (Huawei)
2.2
Companies’ feedbacks
R2-2104013
Discussion on one-shot configuration
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
Rel-15
TEI15
Proposal 1: In TS 36.331, for the fields that are not defined in one-shot manner but they actually implement one-shot configuration, it is proposed to collect companies’ opinions. At least the reestablishRLC IE is observed as a problematic case.

Proposal 2: The following options can be discussed:

· Option 1: A general way to solve all possible issues, e.g. up to UE implementations. This option may or may not need any spec impacts

· Option 2: Discuss clarifications case by case. This option may need some spec impacts
Question 1: Do companies agree with proposal 1 in R2-2104013?

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Intel
	No
	In our understanding, the statement that “In the ASN.1 definition, the reestablishRLC IE has Need ON, and it is not one-shot handling.” Is not correct.  In LTE spec, ON is used both for one shot and to continue using the same value. Continue to use  value is only where applicable “where applicable shall continue to use the existing value” and this is not the case for reestablishRLC.  This issue has been discussed a few times before in LTE.  If there is any ambiquity, it can be clarified in the field description.  But for reestablishRLC field, we don’t think there is a possibility of confusion on whether UE continue to store it.  

	Qualcomm
	No
	Similar view as Intel - we don’t think there is any ambiguity in general. If there is ambiguity for specific field(s), field description clarification can be considered case by case. Regarding reestablishRLC, it seems to be clear that it is a one-shot parameter.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Question 2: For proposal 2 in R2-2104013, which option do companies prefer?
	Company
	Preferred option
	Comments

	Intel
	
	It most cases, it should be fairly obvious on whether the field is a one-shot or not.  If there is any confusion on the UE behaviour, it can be discussed on a case by case basis and if felt necessary, can be clarified specific for that field.

	Qualcomm
	
	Can consider case by case if needed. We do not see a need for a generalized approach.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


3
Conclusion

[To be updated]
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