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1 Introduction
A new WID on further NB IoT enhancements was approved at RAN#75 and revised at RAN#76 and RAN#77[1]. 
One of the objective is about support for RLC UM:

· Support for RLC UM in addition to Rel-14 SC-PTM support [RAN2]. 
Support for RLC for DRB has been captured in the NB-IoT running CRs [], []. However, some aspects are still FFS.

In this document, we discuss the remaining FFSs .
2 Discussion 
2.1 Support for uni-directional bearers
In the traffic model defined in [4], it is assumed that 50% of the mobile originated reports are UL only (i.e. no application ACK) while the mobile originated exception reports are UL follows a DL application ACK so the use case for unidirectional bearer exists.
As LTE supports uni-directional and that an EPS bearer can be configured as uni-directional, we do see a motivation for not allowing uni-directional RLC UM bearer in NB-IoT.
Proposal 1: Unidirectional bearer is supported for RLC UM.
2.2 SN length

In LTE, the eNB configures the RLC SN size and the PDCP SN for a RLC UM bearer

PDCP-Config ::=





SEQUENCE {
…

rlc-UM







SEQUENCE {



pdcp-SN-Size





ENUMERATED {len7bits, len12bits}


}














OPTIONAL,


-- Cond Rlc-UM
…
}
UM-RLC ::=





SEQUENCE {


sn-FieldLength





SN-FieldLength
}

DL-UM-RLC ::=





SEQUENCE {


sn-FieldLength





SN-FieldLength,

t-Reordering






T-Reordering

}

SN-FieldLength ::=




ENUMERATED {size5, size10}
The benefit of short SN is to reduce the signalling overhead, and short SN are normally configured at the same time in both RLC and PDCP, i.e. (7-bit PDCP SN and 5-bit RLC SN) or (12-bit PDCP SN and 7-bit RLC SN).  
In NB-IoT, the amount of data to transmitted is limited and power consumption is important, and we have agreed on a 7-bit SN number for PDCP for the DRBs using RLC AM while LTE uses a 12-bit SN. 
Following the same principle, we propose to use a fixed 7-bit PDCP SN and a fixed 5-bits RLC SN for RLC UM in NB-IoT 
Proposal 2: Fixed 7-bit PDCP SN and fixed 5-bit RLC SN are used for RLC UM in NB-IoT. 
There is no need for any RRC signalling and this can be captured in PDCP and RLC specifications respectively as shown below:

Changes required in TS 36.323

	6.2.4
User plane PDCP Data PDU with short PDCP SN (7 bits)

Figure 6.2.4.1 shows the format of the PDCP Data PDU when a 7 bit SN length is used. This format is applicable for PDCP Data PDUs carrying data from DRBs mapped on RLC UM or in NB-IoT DRBs mapped on RLC AM and on RLC UM.
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Figure 6.2.4.1: PDCP Data PDU format for DRBs using 7 bit SN


Changes required in TS 36.322

	7.4
Configurable parameters

The following parameters are configured by RRC [5]:

a) maxRetxThreshold
This parameter is used by the transmitting side of each AM RLC entity to limit the number of retransmissions of an AMD PDU (see subclause 5.2.1).

b) pollPDU
This parameter is used by the transmitting side of each AM RLC entity to trigger a poll for every pollPDU PDUs (see subclause 5.2.2).

c) pollByte
This parameter is used by the transmitting side of each AM RLC entity to trigger a poll for every pollByte bytes (see subclause 5.2.2).

d) sn-FieldLength
This parameter gives the UM SN field size in bits (see subclause 7.1). For NB-IoT, the UM SN field size is 5 bits. 


2.3 RLC UM for SRB(s)

Support for RLC UM was discussed at RAN2#99 and it was left FFS whether this was supported for SRBs
· Support RLC UM for NB-IoT DRBs.

· FFS if to Support RLC UM for NB-IoT SRBs
We can see benefit in using RLC UM instead of RLC AM for the user data for some applications. However, in NB-IoT, we have only one SRB which is used for RRC signalling, NAS signalling and user data. NAS layer assumes a reliable delivery of the NAS signalling and also some applications required reliable communications. To use RLC UM for user data carried over the control plane would require to introduce a new SRB for the transport of these data but RRC cannot distinguish between NAS signalling and user data, so this would have impact on NAS layer. Based on these considerations, we propose not to support RLC UM for SRB in NB-IoT in Rel-15.
Proposal 3: RLC UM is not supported for SRB in Rel-15.
3 Conclusion
In this document we have discussed the remaining FFS for support of RLC UM in NB-IoT and we have made the following proposals:

Proposal 1: Unidirectional bearer is supported for RLC UM.
Proposal 2: Fixed 7-bit PDCP SN and fixed 5-bits RLC SN are used for RLC UM in NB-IoT.
Proposal 3: RLC UM is not supported for SRB in Rel-15.

We propose this to be captured by the rapporteurs in the corresponding running CRs.
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