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1. Introduction
At RAN#70, the initial plenary-level study for next generation Access Technologies (NextGen RAN or 5G NR saying below) was kicked off and the relevant technical findings in terms of deployment scenarios, use cases and requirements were captured in [1]. At RAN#71, the proceeding WG-level study for NextGen RAN was approved as captured in [2], which is targeting for a single technical framework addressing all usage scenarios, requirements and deployment scenarios. At RAN3#91bis, the initial WG-level discussion was made, which was summarized in [3].

After elaborating on current 38.801 TR, we found miscellaneous issues worth further clarification and discussion, so in this contribution, we shall highlight them but more detailed analysis may be up to other/future dedicated contributions.
2. Discussion
Throughout the whole TR38.801 so far, there are multiple places using either “NR BS” or “NR RAN” mixed, generally, unlike LTE case where LTE-RAN is almost equivalent with LTE-eNB, NR RAN may have broader meaning or be superset of NR BS (FFS), hence the description should be aligned and future-proof.
Proposal 1: We should use/align “NR RAN” throughout the whole TR 38.801 (both texts and figures), and one principle example is shown in Figure 1 below, as comparison to Figure 5.1-1.
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Figure 1
Besides, throughout the whole TR38.801 so far, there are several figures not editable, at least for some reviewers.
Proposal 2: All figures/tables throughout the whole TR 38.801 should be editable.
In section 6.1.1, there can be some confusion regarding following quoted statement:

“-
Interworking with LTE

-
This function provides tight interaction (e.g. DC) between NR and LTE in non-standalone scenario.”
Firstly, there should be common understanding that for the term “tight interworking/interaction”, it means essential involvement of direct/internal interface between NR RAN nodes and eNB, instead of being between NR and LTE. For any deployment scenario where there is no such interface, any kind of interworking/interaction cannot be referred as “tight interworking/interaction”.

Secondly, even if NR and LTE are deployed and operated in standalone manner (e.g. they can work independently, and NR RAN can be configured as the master controlling node), they can still perform “tight interworking” as long as conditions allow, e.g. coverage, interfaces. In another contribution from our side [4], we made comparison and proposals for different “NR-LTE tight-interworking” scenario prioritizations. If the NR standalone scenario is not supported, the NR RAN may perform tight-interworking anchoring on eNB; otherwise, eNB may also perform tight-interworking anchoring on NR RAN.
Based on above two arguments, we suggest modifying above statement as:
“-
Interworking with LTE

-
This function provides tight interaction (e.g. DC) between NR RAN nodes and eNB in both standalone and non-standalone scenarios”
Proposal 3a: To discuss and confirm the scope for “tight-interworking”.  
Proposal 3b: To accept above rewording for sub-bullet: “Interworking with LTE”
In section 14, there can be also some confusion regarding following quoted statement:
“i.e. to capture the required modification/upgrades to E-UTRAN in order to evolve to the RAN supporting new RAT”,

To our understanding, there is no mean for E-UTRAN to upgrade/evolve to NR RAN, or what does “evolve” here exactly mean? There might be following different understandings:

· E-UTRAN is evolved to support tight-interworking with NR RAN.

· E-UTRAN is evolved to support direct connection with NR Core.
· NR RAN may be some kind of “backward compatible” upon certain uni-air-interface configurations, so it can also serve some (e)LTE capable UEs.
Proposal 4: To clarify what “modification/upgrades to E-UTRAN in order to evolve to the RAN supporting new RAT” in section 14 exactly means.
3. Conclusion
Here we kindly propose follows:
Proposal 1: We should use/align “NR RAN” throughout the whole TR 38.801 (both texts and figures), and one principle example is shown in Figure 1 below, as comparison to Figure 5.1-1.
Proposal 2: All figures/tables throughout the whole TR 38.801 should be editable.
Proposal 3a: To discuss and confirm the scope for “tight-interworking”.  

Proposal 3b: To accept above rewording for sub-bullet: “Interworking with LTE”.
Proposal 4: To clarify what “modification/upgrades to E-UTRAN in order to evolve to the RAN supporting new RAT” in section 14 exactly means.
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