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Introduction

CB: # 1_R19_SONMDT

- Further discuss 38.401 corrections in 8460 and 8673, merge if agreeable

- Reply LS to SA5 (if agreeable) to explain why in RAN3 we use two different PLMN lists,

- Further discuss all open CRs above

(CATT - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-25xxxx
For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following CRs:

R3-258516 rev in R3-258707 – agreed

R3-258149 rev in R3-258708 – agreed

R3-258645 rev in R3-258709 – agreed

R3-258460 rev in R3-258762 – agreed

Propose a reply LS to SA5 and RAN2:

R3-258651 rev in R3-258710 – agreed
Discussion 

 Open CRs
 R3-258149
	R3-258149
	Corrction on MRO for SCG failure in EN-DC (ZTE Corporation, China Telecom, Pengcheng Laboratory)
	draftCR

HW: We only describe cases that require internode signaling, so need to list Addition

- check if 1st change is agreeable, and whether/how to revised 2nd/3rd change

Rev in R3-258708


The change as below
22.4.2.9
 PSCell addition/change failure
For analysis of PSCell addition/change failures in EN-DC, the UE makes the SCG Failure Information available to the MeNB. If the MeNB can perform an initial analysis for PSCell change failure, it transfers the SCG Failure Information to the relevant SgNB as defined in TS 37.340 [76].
Conclusion:
Keep the 1st change and the section header (2nd change). No 3rd change in text.
  R3-258516
	R3-258516
	BFR in CSI-RS beam (Ericsson)
	CR1661r, TS 38.473 v19.0.0, Rel-19, Cat. F

HW: support

ZTE: wording should be made more general

- check wording of the semantics

Rev in R3-258707


The change as below

	>BFR SSB Index
	O
	
	INTEGER (0..63)
	SSB Index of the recovery beam used at successful Beam Failure Recovery. In case of BFR in CSI-RS resources, corresponds to the SSB Index of the beam which is QCLed with CSI-RS resources.
	-
	


Conclusion:
No change at this time. Check in draft folder.
  R3-258516
	R3-258645
	Correction on MRO for S-CPAC and CHO with candidate SCG for 37.340 (CATT, Samsung)
	draftCR

1st change:

Nok: prefer to first clarify the scenario

SS: scenario seems already clear by the following sentence

Rev in R3-258709


The change as below

The MN performs the initial analysis when SCGFailureInformation is received from the UE. The MN determines the type of PSCell addition/change, e.g., whether it is CPA or CPC or CHO with candidate SCG(s) or S-CPAC in case of conditional mobility, if CPC/S-CPAC whether it is MN initiated or SN initiated. 
The detailed detection mechanisms for Too Late CPC Execution, Too Early CPC/CPA Execution and CPC/CPA Execution to wrong PSCell are carried out in the NG-RAN node which initiates the CPC/CPA or S-CPAC procedure. In case of CHO with candidate SCG(s), the detection mechanisms are carried out in the MN node that served the UE before the reported SCG failure:

Conclusion:
For 1st change, the non conditional PScell is duplicate with 10.18.2 PSCell change failure,  update the cover page.
Agree 2nd change.
Agree 3rd change
 Geographical area scope MDT
- Reply LS to SA5 (if agreeable) to explain why in RAN3 we use two different PLMN lists,

SA5: Reuse PLMN ID list in configuration parameters which are specific for MDT.
5.10.24
MDT PLMN List

This is an optional parameter indicating the PLMNs where measurement collection, status indication and log reporting is allowed. E.g. the UE performs these actions for Logged MDT when the RPLMN is part of this set of PLMNs. Maximum of 16 PLMNs can be defined.

To the UE it is communicated as the plmn-IdentityList. Between the NEs it is communicated either as the Management Based MDT PLMN List or as the Signalling Based MDT PLMN List, depending on how the MDT was activated. For further details see also TS 37.320 [30], TS 36.331 [32], TS 38.331 [43], TS 36.413 [36] and TS 38.413 [49]. 

Question:
Whether SA5 specs could meet the requirements in RAN3?
Option 1: Yes. E/// is ok for option 1. 
Next step: Whether the reply LS is needed?
Option 2: No. (Not align with chair notes)
Next step: Reply LS to SA5 that SA5 specs could not meet the requirements and explain why in RAN3 we use two different PLMN lists.
Option 3: No consensuses and it is out of scope in RAN3
Next step: Explain why in RAN3 we use two different PLMN lists and let SA5 to make final decision.
Conclusion:
In RAN3 signaling, two different PLMN list IEs are used for the user consent and for Geographical area. The content of the PLMN list for the user consent may be different than the content of the PLMN list for Geographical area. Since SA5 mentions reuse of PLMN list IE, RAN3 asks SA5 to verify if the SA5 solution addresses this case.

 Failure without RLF report

	R3-258460
	Correction of Failure report without RLF report (Huawei, Nokia, JIO plattforms, Ericsson)
	CR0512r, TS 38.401 v19.0.0, Rel-19, Cat. F

SS: prefer to make as simple as possible

QC: we should try to include both scenarios

	R3-258673
	Correction of missing stage 2 description of LTM MRO without RLF Report (ZTE Corporation, Google, NEC)
	CR0520r, TS 38.401 v19.0.0, Rel-19, Cat. F


The change as below
7.12
MRO support for LTM 
The gNB-CU receives an RLF report associated to an LTM mobility event from the UE or via the Failure indication message over Xn. The gNB-CU performs initial analysis. In case of failures due to inappropriate cell switch triggering or wrong target cell selection for LTM cell switch, the gNB-CU forwards the RLF report to the last serving gNB-DU in case of too late LTM cell switch, or to the source gNB-DU in case of too early LTM cell switch or LTM cell switch to wrong cell.
The target gNB-DU identifies that a Beam Failure Recovery (BFR) has happened in the UE shortly after a successful LTM cell switch by detecting that a time gap between the successful LTM cell switch and the BFR in the same cell is smaller than the configured threshold (e.g. Tstore_UE_cntxt). The target gNB-DU performs initial analysis and sends the recovery beam information to the source gNB-DU via the gNB-CU. 

The target gNB-DU identifies that the UE successfully performs a RACH-based access while re-establishing or recovering to the same target cell. The target gNB-DU sends the re-established or recovery beam information, the TA value used at successful RACH-based access, or both to the source gNB-DU via the gNB-CU.
8460:

If a UE re-establishes or re-connects after failure, or if the gNB-CU receives a Failure Indication without an RLF report from another gNB, the gNB-CU may send a failure report (without an RLF report) to the last serving gNB-DU in case of too late LTM cell switch, or to the source gNB-DU in case of too early LTM cell switch or LTM cell switch to wrong cell.
8673:

If an RLF Report is not available (e.g., due to UE capability), the gNB-CU may perform initial failure analysis when identifying the UE's Re-establishment Procedure or LTM recovery procedure after LTM failure, and forward the derived information (i.e., gNB-DU UE F1AP ID, Re-establishment or Recovery cell ID, and Failure Type) to the source gNB-DU.
Conclusion:
Take 8460 as baseline. FFS on change “re-connects” to “recovery to the serving CU ” offline.
 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]

If needed

 References

After some offline with Nokia and Huawei, the 1st change is not needed, and the updated version is given, please companies have a check on it.





