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1 Introduction

CB: # NRNTN_Architecture

- Discuss the RAN architecture options of regenerative payload, focus on the current 5GS architecture to support regenerative payload?
(moderator - E///)

Summary of offline disc R3-242172
2 For the Chair’s Notes
TBD
3 Discussion
From the status of online discussion, it does not seem agreeable to pursue work on a single architecture option (e.g. as proposed in R3-242044 and related papers) at this meeting. Some observations and comments have been made on the technical content presented in R3-242044 and related papers; the Moderator suggests to take them at a later time.
One company proposes to discuss IWF (R3-241607), which is currently studied in SA2, and to consider it as within the scope of the current RAN3 WID (RP-240775).
The Moderator proposes to attempt to formulate a way forward, if agreeable by the group.
3.1 Proposal to Discuss IWF in RAN3 (R3-241607)
This solution is currently being studied by SA2.
It is proposed (R3-241607) to discuss and agree the IWF (proxy node) based solutions for architecture for regenerative payload.
The same solution is presented for information in R3-241909, which observes that “RAN3 needs to pay continuous attention to SA2 progress and wait for the LS if any.”
The Moderator notes that SA2 is currently discussing proposals to capture the IWF solution in an informative annex of a specification; it is then possible that no normative impact might be expected for this solution. Companies are encouraged to check the situation with their respective SA2 colleagues.

The Moderator proposes the following possible ways forward for this issue:
a) Continue this discussion in RAN3 only on the basis of an incoming LS from SA2, if any, within the scope of giving feedback to the ongoing SA2 study.

b) Continue this discussion in RAN3 only on the basis of an incoming LS from SA2, if any; then consider the IWF as being in the scope of the current RAN WID (RP-240775) and include this solution in the technical discussion.

c) Consider the IWF as being in the scope of the current RAN WID (RP-240775) and include this solution in the technical discussion.
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	a).
As it stands, this solution is part of a Study Item in SA2. RAN3 may provide feedback to SA2 upon receiving an LS, with the understanding that the scope will be limited to the ongoing SA2 Study Item. According to 3GPP ways of working, any subsequent normative work will require approving a specific WID in TSG SA and/or RAN.
Options b) and c) are not even procedurally correct: an ongoing study cannot pre-empt an ongoing work item. Furthermore, in our view this particular solution cannot be considered to be in the scope of the RAN WID. The observation that the RAN WID does not explicitly exclude the presence of an IWF does not seem justified; as also mentioned by NTN operators, if there is consensus to do normative work on this, the appropriate way forward is to propose to update the WID in TSG RAN.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed.
