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1
Introduction
This contribution provides TP for the TR 38.801 based on the discussion in R3-170419. 
2.
Text Proposal for TR 38.801
Beginning of Text Proposal
11.1.3.1
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.
Option 2-1 should not require any additional specification for U-plane, i.e. Xn specification can be reused. Option 3-1 has clear technical benefits compared to Option 2-1 especially for cloud RAN deployment. RAN3 concluded that both options are feasible. However, only Option 3-1 requires additional specification for U-Plane. C-plane for Option 3-1 may be used for Option 2-1 as well.
End of Text Proposal
