3GPP TSG-RAN WG3 #131	R3-260662
[bookmark: _Hlk61362165]Goteborg, Sweden, 9 – 13 Feb. 2026
Agenda Item:	10.4.1. Higher Layer Split (HLS)
Source:	NTT DOCOMO INC. (moderator)
Title:	Summary of offline discussion on higher layer split in 6G
Document for:	Approval
Introduction

CB: # 19_6G_HLS
- Revise 0633 to resolve comments e.g., by simplifying the text, adding notes where needed, etc. Move bullet #4 into a single sentence e.g. “The standardized F1 interface enables operators to select CU and DU components from multiple vendors.”
- Revise 0482, clarifying the meaning of “traffic handling” in the first bullet, and simplify/clarify the newly added bullet (remove “Inter vendor interoperability complexity” and focus on technical issues)
- Perhaps a general sentence can be added that not all benefits/challenges are seen in all deployments.
(moderator - Docomo)
Summary of offline disc R3-260662

For the Chairman’s Notes


Discussion on TP
[bookmark: _Toc214968884]6.2.2	Disaggregated RAN Architecture
RAN3 acknowledges that depending on deployment scenarios, there are benefits of HLS:
-	CU centralization and resource pooling: with HLS, it is possible to deploy CU and DU functions on cloud infrastructure. Multiple DUs may be connected to a common CU, allowing non-delay critical processing to be centralized at regional or central sites. This enables pooling of compute resources across cells.
-	Elastic scalability: CU and DU capacity can be scaled independently, supporting incremental addition of cells or small‑cell deployments.
-	Support for diverse deployment scenarios: HLS architecture supports flexible placement of DU, CU at cell sites, edge locations, or central data centers.  This allows adaptation to different traffic patterns and service requirements.
A standardised disaggregated RAN enables operators to select CU and DU components from multiple vendors.
The main areas of study (as a starting point) RAN3 is going to address within this study item for HLS are:
[bookmark: _Hlk221641358]-	UE context handling and control plane signallingtraffic handling (e.g. UP configuration via RAN internal interfaces) between CU and DU which has impact on the service latency, flexibility of the RRC development and UE experience.
-	F1-U interface optimizations (e.g. flow control, additional latency, difficult to support UP enhancement solutions).
-	Limited and streamlined CU–DU capability exchange as well as dependencies (regarding e.g. scheduling and resource allocation, beam management, radio resource management, …) for both basic and advanced features.
Conclusions (agreed TP)
TBD
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