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Foreword

This Technical Report has been produced by the 3rd Generation Partnership Project (3GPP).

The contents of the present document are subject to continuing work within the TSG and may change following formal TSG approval. Should the TSG modify the contents of the present document, it will be re-released by the TSG with an identifying change of release date and an increase in version number as follows:

Version x.y.z

where:

x
the first digit:

1
presented to TSG for information;

2
presented to TSG for approval;

3
or greater indicates TSG approved document under change control.

y
the second digit is incremented for all changes of substance, i.e. technical enhancements, corrections, updates, etc.

z
the third digit is incremented when editorial only changes have been incorporated in the document.

Introduction

This clause is optional. If it exists, it is always the second unnumbered clause.

1
Scope

The purpose of this TR is to record the discussion and agreements that arise from the study item “CU-DU lower layer split for NR” in RP-170818 [2]
2
References

The following documents contain provisions which, through reference in this text, constitute provisions of the present document.

-
References are either specific (identified by date of publication, edition number, version number, etc.) or non‑specific.

-
For a specific reference, subsequent revisions do not apply.

-
For a non-specific reference, the latest version applies. In the case of a reference to a 3GPP document (including a GSM document), a non-specific reference implicitly refers to the latest version of that document in the same Release as the present document.

[1]
3GPP TR 21.905: "Vocabulary for 3GPP Specifications".

[2]
RP-170818, "New SID on CU-DU lower layer split for New Radio ".
[3]
3GPP TR 38.801: " Study on new radio access technology: Radio access architecture and interfaces ".
3
Definitions, symbols and abbreviations
Delete from the above heading those words which are not applicable.

Clause numbering depends on applicability and should be renumbered accordingly.

3.1
Definitions

For the purposes of the present document, the terms and definitions given in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1] and the following apply. A term defined in the present document takes precedence over the definition of the same term, if any, in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1].

Definition format (Normal)

<defined term>: <definition>.

example: text used to clarify abstract rules by applying them literally.

3.2
Symbols

For the purposes of the present document, the following symbols apply:

Symbol format (EW)

<symbol>
<Explanation>

3.3
Abbreviations

For the purposes of the present document, the abbreviations given in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1] and the following apply. An abbreviation defined in the present document takes precedence over the definition of the same abbreviation, if any, in 3GPP TR 21.905 [1].

Abbreviation format (EW)

<ACRONYM>
<Explanation>

4
General
The aim of the study is as captured in the SI description document [2]:
1. Continue to further study on CU-DU lower layer split architecture [starting from June 2017 RAN3 NR Adhoc meeting]. 
2. The study should attempt to:
a. Identify functionalities and their distribution between CU and DU based on NR.
b. Develop the evaluation criteria and compare among potential options potentially to down select the CU-DU lower layer split options to consider for further study, where the down selection should target to select  option(s) from Option 6, Option 7 families (as captured in TR 38.801 [3]) for the downlink and the uplink (different Options may be selected for downlink and uplink).
c. Conclude on the feasibility of defining a standard interface for CU-DU lower layer split.
5
Functionalities and distribution between CU and DU
Editors note: Corresponds to 2-a in SI objective
6
Evaluation criteria and comparison of options
Editors note: Corresponds to 2-b in SI objective
7
Conclusion
Editors note: Corresponds to 2-c in SI objective
Annex A:
Discussion in Rel-14 NR SI
This annex captures the relative parts of discussion result in Rel-14 NR SI. The corresponding parts are extracted from [2].
General description of split options (from section 11.1 of TR 38.801 [2]):
In the study item for a new radio access technology, 3GPP is expected to study different functional splits between central and distributed units. E-UTRA protocol stack is taken as a basis for further discussion, with the understanding that the conclusions may need to be revisited, once RAN2 defines the protocol stack for NR. The following functional splits between central and distributed unit are possible, as illustrated in Figure 11.1.1-1.
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Figure 11.1.1-1: Function Split between central and distributed unit
Option 6 (MAC-PHY split)
-
Physical layer and RF are in the distributed unit. Upper layers are in the central unit.

Option 7 (intra PHY split)
-
Part of physical layer function and RF are in the distributed unit. Upper layers are in the central unit.
Detailed description of candidate split options and Justification (from section 11.1.2 of TR 38.801 [2]):
Option 6 (MAC-PHY split)
Description: The MAC and upper layers are in the central unit (CU). PHY layer and RF are in the DU. The interface between the CU and DUs carries data, configuration, and scheduling-related information (e.g. MCS, Layer Mapping, Beamforming, Antenna Configuration, resource block allocation, etc.) and measurements.
Benefits and Justification:
-
This option will allow traffic aggregation from NR and E-UTRA transmission points to be centralized.  Additionally, it can facilitate the management of traffic load between NR and E-UTRA transmission points.

-
This option is expected to reduce the fronthaul requirements in terms of throughput to the baseband bitrates as the payload for Option 6 is transport block bits.
-
Joint Transmission is possible with this option as MAC is in CU.
-
Centralized scheduling is possible for Option 6 as MAC is in CU.

-
It allows resource pooling for layers including and above MAC.

Cons: 
-
This split may require subframe-level timing interactions between MAC layer in CU and PHY layers in DUs. Round trip fronthaul delay may affect HARQ timing and scheduling.
Option 7 (Intra-PHY split)
Description: Multiple realizations of this option are possible, including asymmetrical options which allow to obtain benefits of different sub-options for UL and DL independently (e.g. Option 7-1 is used in the UL and  Option 7-2 is used in the DL). A compression technique may be able to reduce the required transport bandwidth between the DU and CU.

In the UL, FFT, and CP removal reside in the DU. Two sub-variants are described below. Remaining functions reside in the CU. 

In the downlink, iFFT and CP addition reside in the DU. Three sub-variants are described below. The rest of the PHY resides in the CU.

Benefits and Justification (common among Option 7-1, 7-2 and 7-3):
-
This option will allow traffic aggregation from NR and E-UTRA transmission points to be centralized.  A
dditionally, it can facilitate the management of traffic load between NR and E-UTRA transmission points.

-
These options are expected to reduce the fronthaul requirements in terms of throughput.

-
Centralized scheduling is possible as MAC is in CU. e.g. CoMP

-
Joint processing (both transmit and receive) is possible with these options as MAC is in CU.

Cons: 
-
This split may require subframe-level timing interactions between part of PHY layer in CU and part of PHY layer in DUs. 
Option 7-1

Description:
In the UL, FFT, CP removal and possibly PRACH filtering functions reside in the DU, the rest of PHY functions reside in the CU.  The details of the meaning of PRACH filtering were not discussed in the study phase.   

In the DL, iFFT and CP addition functions reside in the DU, the rest of PHY functions reside in the CU.

Benefits and Justification:
-
Allows the implementation of advanced receivers
Option 7-2

Description:
In the UL, FFT, CP removal, resource de-mapping and possibly pre-filtering functions reside in the DU, the rest of PHY functions reside in the CU.   The details of the meaning of pre-filtering were not discussed in the study phase.   

In the DL, iFFT, CP addition, resource mapping and precoding functions reside in the DU, the rest of PHY functions reside in the CU.

It is a requirement that both options allow the optimal use of advanced receivers. Whether or not these variants meets this requirement was not discussed in the study phase.

Option 7-3 (Only for DL)

Description:
Only the encoder resides in the CU, and the rest of PHY functions reside in the DU. 

Benefits and Justification
-
This option is expected to reduce the fronthaul requirements in terms of throughput to the baseband bitrates as the payload for Option 7-3 is encoded data.
Summary on characteristics of different CU-DU split options is shown in Table 11.1.2.9-1.

Table 11.1.2.9-1 Summary on characteristics of different CU-DU split option

	
	Opt.

1
	Opt.

2
	Opt.

3-2
	Opt.

3-1
	Opt.

5
	Opt.

6
	Opt.

7-3
(only for DL)
	Opt.

7-2
	Opt.

7-1
	Opt.

8

	Baseline available
	No
	Yes (LTE DC)
	No
	Yes (CPRI)

	Traffic aggregation
	No
	Yes

	ARQ location
	DU
	CU
May be more robust under non-ideal transport conditions

	Resource pooling in CU
	Lowest
	in between (higher on the right)
	Highest

	
	RRC only
	RRC + L2 (partial)
	RRC + L2
	RRC + L2 + PHY (partial)
	RRC + L2 + PHY

	Transport NW
latency requirement
	Loose
	NOTE 7
	Tight

	Transport NW Peak BW requirement
	N/A
	Lowest
	in between (higher on the right)
	Highest

	
	No UP req.
	baseband bits
	Quantized IQ (f)
	Quant. IQ (t)

	
	-
	Scales with MIMO layers
	Scales with antenna ports

	Multi-cell/freq. coordination
	multiple schedulers

 (independent per DU)
	centralized scheduler

 (can be common per CU)

	UL Adv. Rx
	NOTE 7
	NA
	NOTE 7
	Yes

	Remarks
	NOTE 4
	
	
	
	NOTE 5/6
	NOTE 5
	NOTE 5
	NOTE 5
	
	


NOTE 1:
This summary is based on LTE protocol stack and is to be updated if necessary based on NR protocol stack.
NOTE 2:
This summary table is not to be used for evaluation of split options in its current form.
NOTE 3:
The table is intended to provide a high-level summary on the characteristics of the different CU-DU split options. Therefore, the items listed are non-exhaustive (but rather limited to some of the main items), and the descriptions are abstractive (rather than being accurate but too detailed).
NOTE 4:
May be beneficial for URLLC/MEC.

NOTE 5:
Complexity due to separation of Scheduler & PHY processing.

NOTE 6:
Complexity due to separation of Scheduler & HARQ.

NOTE 7:
Was not clarified during the study phase.
Architectural and specification aspects (from section 11.1.3 of TR 38.801 [2]):
Number of split options to be specified and supported by open interface
There are transport networks with performances that vary from high transport latency to low transport latency in the real deployment. 3GPP specifications should try to cater for these types of transport networks. For transport network with higher transport latency, higher layer splits may be applicable. For transport network with lower transport latency, lower layer splits can also be applicable and preferable to realize enhanced performance (e.g. centralized scheduling). Thus, preferable option would be different between different types of transport networks (ranging from lower layer split for transport networks with lower transport latency to higher layer split for transport networks with higher transport latency). Furthermore, within lower layer split discussion, there are both demands to reduce transport bandwidth and demands to support efficient scheduling and advanced receivers.
The Option 8 has been available in today deployment based on a de facto standard from a forum other than 3GPP, 3GPP should not attempt to specify this option 8.
Standardization Issues with Centralized scheduling Options
Functional split Option 5, Option 6, Option 7 and Option 8 allow for scheduling of data transmission in the CU.

Having centralized scheduling can provide benefit particularly for interference management and coordinated transmission in multiple cells (like soft handover in UMTS, or CoMP in LTE). However this requires the CU to have an even better understanding of the state of the DU radio conditions than for CAC and other centralized RRM functions.

It also requires either very low latency/jitter transport or sufficiently tight coordination of timing and reception of user plane data (one solution is the window mechanism used on the UP in UMTS), but this can be challenging particularly for lower latency use cases in NR.

Centralization of RAN functions has strong potential for some benefits such as reduced cost, improved scalability, more efficient inter-cell coordination for interference management as well as improved mobility in ultra-dense deployments.
CU-DU specification aspects
Architectural aspects
The architecture of gNB with CU and DUs is shown in Figure 11.1.3.8-1. Fs-C and Fs-U provide C-plane and U-plane over Fs interface, respectively.

In this architecture, CU and DU can be defined as follows.
Central Unit (CU): a logical node that includes the gNB functions as listed in section 6.2 excepting those functions allocated exclusively to the DU. CU controls the operation of DUs.
Distributed Unit (DU): a logical node that includes, depending on the functional split option, a subset of the gNB functions. The operation of DU is controlled by the CU.
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Figure 11.1.3.8-1: gNB architecture with CU and DUs

Transport network aspects (from section 11.1.4 of TR 38.801 [2]):

General

This section summarizes transport network requirements of different functional splits.
NOTE:
It is understood that RAN3 has no intention to specify any transport network.
Transport network requirements for an example RAN architecture for NR
According to TR 38.913 [5], the NR shall support up to 1GHz system bandwidth, and up to 256 antennas. A calculation relative to one of several possible transport deployments applied to a possible RAN architecture example shows that transmission between base band part and radio frequency part requires a theoretical maximum bitrate over the transport network of about 614.4Mbps per 10MHz mobile system bandwidth per antenna port.

When the system bandwidth is increasing as well as the number of antenna ports, the required bitrate is linearly increasing. An example with rounded numbers is shown in the following table. Note that the figures in Table 11.1.4.2-1 are a maximisation of the needed bandwidth per number of antenna ports and frequency bandwidth.

Table 11.1.4.2-1 Examples of maximum required bitrate on a transmission link for one possible PHY/RF based RAN architecture split
	Number of Antenna Ports
	Frequency System Bandwidth

	
	10 MHz
	20 MHz
	200 MHz
	1GHz

	2
	1Gbps
	2Gbps
	20Gbps
	100Gbps

	8
	4Gbps
	8Gbps
	80Gbps
	400Gbps

	64
	32Gbps
	64Gbps
	640Gbps
	3200Gbps

	256
	128Gbps
	256Gbps
	2560Gbps
	12800Gbps


NOTE:
Peak bitrate requirement on a transmission link = Number of BS antenna elements * Sampling frequency (proportional to System bandwidth) * bit width (per sample) + overhead. The calculation is made for sampling frequency of 30.72 Mega Sample per second for each 20MHz and for a Bit Width equal to 30. 

Conclusions on functional split between central and distributed unit (from section 11.1.5 of TR 38.801 [2]):
Lower Layer Split

The study on lower layer split RAN architectures is not completed and postponed.

Further study is required to assess on low layer splits, their feasibility, the selection of options and assess the relative technical benefits, based on NR, before a decision to go to specification phase can be made. Discussions in the Study Item, favored option 6 and 7 for future study.
Transport network and RAN internal functional split (from Annex A of TR 38.801 [2]):

When considering functional split options, the following transport performance requirements may be expected. The values given in the table are informative and for reference. The following transport characteristics deemed to be relevant:
1)
Transport latency

2)
Transport bandwidth
Those transport characteristics are contributing finally to deployment costs.

On the other hand, certain features and/or use cases like Ultra Reliable and Low Latency communication (URLLC) may require a certain split to support the features and/or use cases.

The following Table A-1 is proposed to be maintained during the SI while the knowledge about the protocol stack for NR and the related requirements on the transport are evolving.

Table A-1 Requirements on the underlying transport network due to a certain functional split, as a consequence to support a certain feature/use case
	Protocol Split option
 

	Required bandwidth 
	Max. allowed one way latency [ms] 
	Delay critical feature

	Comment

	Option 1
	[DL: 4Gb/s]
[UL: 3Gb/s]
	[10ms]
	
	

	Option 2
	[DL: 4016Mb/s]
[UL:3024 Mb/s]                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
	[1.5~10ms]
	
	[16Mbps for DL and 24Mbps for UL is assumed as signalling]

	Option 3
	[lower than option 2 for UL/DL]
	[1.5~10ms]
	
	

	Option 4
	[DL:4000Mb/s]
[UL:3000Mb/s]
	[approximate 100us]
	
	

	Option 5
	[DL: 4000Mb/s]
[UL: 3000 Mb/s]
	[hundreds of microseconds]
	
	

	Option 6
	[DL: 4133Mb/s]  

[UL:5640 Mb/s]
	[250us]
	
	[133Mbps for DL is assumed as scheduling/ control signalling.

2640Mbps for UL is assumed as UL-PHY response to schedule]

	Option 7a
	[DL:10.1~22.2Gb/s]
[UL:16.6~21.6Gb/s]
	[250us]
	
	[713.9Mbps for DL and 120Mbps for UL is assumed as  MAC information]

	Option 7b
	[DL:37.8~86.1Gb/s]
[UL:53.8~86.1 Gb/s] 
	[250us]
	
	[121Mbps for DL and 80Mbps for UL is assumed as  MAC information]

	Option 7c
	[DL:10.1~22.2Gb/s]
[UL:53.8~86.1Gb/s]
	[250us]
	
	

	Option 8
	[DL:157.3Gb/s]
[UL: 157.3Gb/s]
	[250us]
	
	


Note: The values are examples provided by LTE reference, as provided in [11] and [14] (modification of required bandwidth in [11]), and are to be replaced by NR values when available. The assumptions for required bandwidth are in Table A-2.

Table A-2 Assumptions for required bandwidth in Table A-1

	Items
	Assumption
	Applicability

	Channel Bandwidth
	[100MHz(DL/UL)]
	All options

	Modulation
	[256QAM(DL/UL)]
	

	Number of MIMO layer
	[8(DL/UL)]
	

	IQ bitwidth
	[2*(7~16)bit(DL),

2*(10~16)bit(UL)]
	Option 7a

Option 7b

Option 7c

	
	[2*16bit(DL/UL)]
	Option 8

	Number of  antenna  port
	[32(DL/UL)]
	Option 7b

Option 7c(UL)

Option 8
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