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1   Introduction

In this document – based on initial comments received and captured in R2-2002120 (in response to discussion [AT109e][022][IAB] kick-off at the start of the e-meeting), and the resulting initial set of proposals (Set I), discussed and submitted to Chair for confirmation, and captured in draft R2-2002162 – the discussion rapporteur proposes in this document a further set of candidate proposals (Set II) for approval via email. For these proposals there were 2 or 3 companies objecting and therefore they still have significant majority support.
2   Proposals for discussion and approval (Set II)
The rapporteur has re-organized (and in a small number of cases, reworded or dropped certain) proposals into several groups, keeping the same numbering as in the original discussion document (‘[AT109e][022][IAB] User Plane Aspects…’). Those below should be straightforward to agree due to strong majority support. Each of the proposals is followed by the ratio of companies in favour of the proposal. 
Additional candidate proposals that could be agreed due to majority support

Proposal 3: RAN2 to rule out sending pre-emptive BSR as padding. (11/13)
Proposal 4: The only reporting format supported for the pre-emptive BSR is the Long BSR. (10/13)
Proposal 11: Pre-emptive BSR shall be cancelled when a MAC PDU that contains the pre-emptive BSR MAC CE is sent. (11/13)
Proposal 12: Pre-emptive BSR may be used for the case of dual-connected node, when configured. (11/13)
Proposal 13: Pre-emptive BSR is applied to a dual-connected IAB node, and it is down to network implementation to work out the associated MAC entity and the associated expected amount of data. (11/13) 

Proposal 14: We will not apply any further normative constraints to this case (e.g. CG-aware mapping between ingress LCGs and egress LCGs). (11/13)
Proposal 15: RAN2 to insert a NOTE in TS 38.321 to acknowledge the issue of CG-aware mapping between ingress and egress LCGs for the DC-connected node. (11/13)
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