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During RAN2#122 meeting, RAN2 made the following agreement:
	1. RRC explicitly indicates to MAC whether resume is trigged due to MT-SDT



This was raised by RIL H700 which was rejected by the RRC CR rapporteur:
	H700
	Huawei (Dawid K.)
	SDT
	1
	PropReject
	Missing agreement: “RRC explicitly indicates to MAC whether resume is trigged due to MT-SDT”
	The agreement mentioned above was made to make sure that RRC informs MAC about whether MO-SDT or MT-SDT conditions need to be checked. It is proposed to capture this at the beginning of the section, as follows:
“When requesting lower layers to check the conditions for initiating SDT, RRC indicates to lower layers whether the resume procedure is initiated for mobile originated or mobile terminated case.”
	Intel (Marta) We understand that different behavior is defined depending on whether resume is initiated for MO-SDT vs MT-SDT. When checking TS 38.321, there are references to 38.331 on this regard within section 5.27.1. e.g. "SDT procedure is initiated for MO-SDT as specified in TS 38.331 " or "SDT procedure is initiated for MT-SDT as specified in TS 38.331". Therefore we are not sure whether it si critical to define an explicit indication from RRC to MAC on this.

ZTE(Eswar): When the RRC checks with lower layers that conditions “for” MT-SDT are fulfilled, the RRC implicitly has to indicate to lower layers that it is “for” MT-SDT. Same for MO-SDT too. So, we don’t think we need to make this any more explicit. The rest is a UE internal modelling.

Huawei (Dawid-v02): Yes, we can guess that RRC needs to do it implicitly, but since we had an agreement saying that "RRC indicates explicitly", then we thought it was worthwhile capturing this. We'd still prefer to have this, as per the agreement, but if it is only us, then we will not insist. More views would be welcome.



[bookmark: _Toc462957202][bookmark: _Toc463066102][bookmark: _Toc462960524][bookmark: _Toc462880706]Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk47445522][bookmark: _GoBack]The RIL was rejected based on the comment that it can be currently implicitly derived based on procedural text that RRC needs to indicate to MAC the SDT procedure type (i.e. MO-SDT or MT-SDT). However, it should be noted that the agreement made in RAN2 mentioned that this should be explicitly indicated. If that does not happen, then MAC layer is not aware of which conditions for initiating SDT (i.e. MO-SDT or MT-SDT conditions which are different in MAC procedures) should be checked while MAC currently depends on such indication. At the same time, adding a simple clarification in the RRC specifications about this allows the specifications to become clear and aligned with the RAN2 agreements. The required change may be as simple as:
	[bookmark: _Toc156129812][bookmark: _Hlk85563926]5.3.13.1b	Conditions for initiating SDT
When requesting lower layers to check the conditions for initiating SDT, RRC indicates to lower layers whether the resume procedure is initiated for mobile originated or mobile terminated case. A UE in RRC_INACTIVE initiates the resume procedure for SDT when all of the following conditions are fulfilled:
1>	for the resume procedure initiated by the upper layers (i.e. mobile originated case):
2>	SIB1 includes sdt-ConfigCommon; and
2>	sdt-Config is configured; and
2>	all the pending data in UL is mapped to the radio bearers configured for SDT; and
2>	for an (e)RedCap UE when (e)RedCap-specific initial downlink BWP includes no CD-SSB, ncd-SSB-RedCapInitialBWP-SDT is configured; and
2>	lower layers indicate that conditions for initiating MO-SDT as specified in TS 38.321 [3] are fulfilled.
1>	for the resume procedure initiated in response to RAN paging (i.e. mobile terminated case):
2>	mt-SDT indication was included in the paging message for the UE's stored fullI-RNTI; and
2>	lower layers indicate that conditions for initiating MT-SDT as specified in TS 38.321 [3] are fulfilled.
NOTE:	How the UE determines that all pending data in UL is mapped to radio bearers configured for SDT is left to UE implementation.


 
Based on this we propose the following:
Proposal 1: Clarify at the beginning of section 5.3.13.1b that: “When requesting lower layers to check the conditions for initiating SDT, RRC indicates to lower layers whether the resume procedure is initiated for mobile originated or mobile terminated case.”
Conclusion
Based on the discussion in this paper, the following proposal is made:
Proposal 1: Clarify at the beginning of section 5.3.13.1b that: “When requesting lower layers to check the conditions for initiating SDT, RRC indicates to lower layers whether the resume procedure is initiated for mobile originated or mobile terminated case.”
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