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1 Introduction

CB: # 88_X2mappingRACS

- consensus to introduce a new procedure?

- check details

(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-205621
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
1.
It is agreed to introduce an UE Radio Capability ID Mapping procedure, which is initiated by the en-gNB on X2.

2.
The CR for 36.300 is agreed in R3-205363 [10].
3.
The CR for 37.340 is agreed in R3-204994 [9].
4.
The CR for 36.420 is agreed in R3-205070 [12].
5.
The CR for 36.423 is agreed in R3-205068 [13].
3 Discussion
3.1 Consensus to introduce the mapping procedure on X2 for EN-DC
From what I sensed during the meeting, it appeared, that we can ask right away for agreement on introducing the mapping procedure on X2 for EN-DC. So the following agreement text is proposed:
1.
It is agreed to introduce an UE Radio Capability ID Mapping procedure, which is initiated by the en-gNB on X2.
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	agree

	Huawei
	agree

	NEC
	Agreed. Further explanation:

The ue-CapabilityInfo is mandatory presence in CG-ConfigInfo for EN-DC during the SgNB Addition procedure.  However when RACS is supported, this can be handled similar with the X2 handover case, so in the SgNB Addition Request message the UE Radio Capability ID is sent without including the ue-CapabilityInfo.

With this assumption, we then think in order to complete the RACS function, and consider the en-gNB does not have C-plane connection with the CN, the UE Radio Capability ID Mapping procedure can be introduced in X2 for EN-DC only.

Otherwise we would not need the RACS function in EN-DC, i.e. take the UE Radio Capability ID IE out from SgNB Addition Request message .

The other way as commented, i.e. the SN can reject the SgNN Addition Request  if the ue-CapabilityInfo is not included, then the MN can insert ue-CapabilityInfo in next SgNB Addition Request message, this will be the way to do when the SN is legacy node. But if SN support RACS, we would think to have the normal handling is better than abnormal handling.


3.2 Stage 2 CR 36.300
Please don’t ask for reasons ;-) - the moderator [14] proposes the following:

2.
The CR for 36.300 is agreed in R3-205363 [10].
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	agree

	Huawei
	agree

	NEC
	agree


3.3 Stage 2 CR 37.340
The moderator proposes the following:

3.
The CR for 37.340 is agreed in R3-204994 [9].
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	agree

	Huawei
	agree

	NEC
	agree


3.4 Stage 2 CR 36.420

The moderator proposes the following:

4.
The CR for 36.420 is agreed in R3-205070 [12].
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	agree

	Huawei
	It seems to us that the CR is not quite needed since the UE Radio Capability ID Mapping is a function for EN-DC, and should not put in parallel with EN-DC. 

	NEC
	It to provide the CR:
- The Work item code should be “RACS-RAN”

- the category should be “F”


3.5 Stage 3 CR 36.423

The moderator proposes the follwing:

5.
The CR for 36.423 is agreed in R3-205068 [13].
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	agree

	Huawei
	Agree. 
In section 7, some procedural texts (e.g. this function is used by the en-gNB to request a connected eNB to provide the UE Radio Capability information that maps to a specific UE Radio Capability ID) is needed after UE Radio Capability ID Mapping.

	NEC
	- the Work item code should be “RACS-RAN”

- the category should be “F”

- in Table 7-1, the added “UE Radio Capability ID Mapping” should be placed under the “E-UTRA-NR Dual Connectivity” since this is only for EN-DC. 
(but I also see the existing “EN-DC Configuration Transfer” is not under “E-UTRA-NR Dual Connectivity”)


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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