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Introduction
This is the final meeting for the sTTI work item and we provide a list of outstanding issues for this WI collected from the contributions submitted to the previous meeting, etc. The following topics remain and are to our knowledge not treated in other contributions:
· BSR details
· MAC CE prioritization
Discussion
BSR details
In R2-1711586 it was proposed that RAN2 should discuss which logical channels should be included in the truncated BSR. It was mentioned in the paper that legacy behaviour can work, but perhaps that RAN2 would like to prioritize including logical channels which can be sent on this TTI-type, e.g. include the logical channel which can be sent on short TTI if the BSR is send on short TTI. For simplicitly we propose: 
[bookmark: _Toc496618081][bookmark: _Toc496619969][bookmark: _Toc498363026]RAN2 to discuss whether the Truncated BSR includes the LCG with the highest priority logical channel with data available for transmission.

Another proposal from the same paper is that, if the UE has resouces on both short TTI and long TTI, the UE shall send a BSR on the TTI-type which the highest priority logical channel with data in can be sent on. Our interpretation of this is that the UE would send a BSR on a long TTI if the highest priority logical channel can only be sent on long TTI, while the BSR would be sent on the short TTI if the highest prioritiy logical channel can only be sent on short TTI. It should be noted that current LTE specification would leave this to UE implemenation so RAN2 is to discuss if a certain UE behaviour should be mandated.
[bookmark: _Toc496618082][bookmark: _Toc496619970][bookmark: _Toc498363027]RAN2 to discuss if it should be mandated that the UE sends the BSR on a certain TTI-type based on restrictions for the highest priority logical channel.

In R2-1710754 it was proposed that a new BSR triggers is to be added for sTTI. The argument for the need for this was that in legacy, if the UE has high priority data in the buffer while new low priority data arrives then the UE would not trigger a BSR, even if that data cannot be sent on the same TTI-type as the existing high prio data.
[bookmark: _Toc496618083][bookmark: _Toc496619971][bookmark: _Toc498363028]RAN2 to discuss if a new BSR trigger is to be added to ensure that a BSR is triggered due to the arrival of low priority data which cannot be sent on the same TTI-type as existing data in the buffer.


MAC CE prioritization
In R2-1710400 it was discussed how MAC CEs should be prioritized in the LCP procedure when sTTI is used. The proposal was to not do any changes.
[bookmark: _Toc496618084][bookmark: _Toc496619973][bookmark: _Toc498363030]RAN2 to discuss whether prioritization between MAC CEs and Logical channels needs to be changed for sTTI.

Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on the discussion above, we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN2 to discuss whether the Truncated BSR includes the LCG with the highest priority logical channel with data available for transmission.
Proposal 2	RAN2 to discuss if it should be mandated that the UE sends the BSR on a certain TTI-type based on restrictions for the highest priority logical channel.
Proposal 3	RAN2 to discuss if a new BSR trigger is to be added to ensure that a BSR is triggered due to the arrival of low priority data which cannot be sent on the same TTI-type as existing data in the buffer.
Proposal 4	RAN2 to discuss whether prioritization between MAC CEs and Logical channels needs to be changed for sTTI.
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