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1 Introduction

This contribution provides the observations of Tdoc R2-2003834 and identify the remaining open issue in Ethernet Header Compression for this stage completion.

2 Discussion

Refer to the conclusion of Tdoc R2-2003834 [1]
P4, P5, P6, P7, P8, P9 are have overwhelming support and are easy agreements. In addition, UP protocols can easily be extended by specifying new formats by CP and 7-bit CID compared with 6-bit CID makes a significant difference in the usefulness. Thus, P1, P2, P3 have majority support.

Following issue is postponed to next meeting:

· Proposal 10: RAN2 to postpone the discussion to next meeting regarding whether to capture example of operation on different Ethernet header structures as informative text. 
· R2-2003172 [2] proposes to adopt a TP regarding detailed example of operation on different Ethernet header structures as informative text. 

· Question 10: please provide your preference on whether to capture example of operation on different Ethernet header structures as informative text.

	Company
	Whether to capture an informative text (Yes/No)
	Comments (including proposed changes to the TP if any)

	LG
	No
	We don’t see any clear reason to include such informative example.

	Ericsson
	No
	

	Futurewei
	Yes
	An informative section (e.g., an annex) can be helpful. 

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	Not a strong view though

	OPPO
	No
	

	vivo
	
	No strong view. The informative text could be helpful for the readers.

	Samsung
	No
	

	Huawei
	No
	Agree with LG

	Nokia
	Yes
	We can of course discuss the exact form of the TP and we think it is OK to have this as informative Annex. The reason is simple – we believe the way EHC is currently described will not be sufficiently clear to people implementing the feature even if it is clear to us at the moment. For example, the level of detail as compared to how RoHC is described by IETF is much much lower, even when we consider that EHC is simpler in general.

	ZTE
	Yes
	Such example would be helpful for understanding EHC.

	CATT
	-
	No strong view

	Intel
	No
	We don’t think Ethernet frame handling details should be captured in PDCP specification. If the example is captured, RAN2 needs to maintain it if any update of Ethernet specifications results in updated operation on Ethernet header handling in EHC.

	DOCOMO
	No
	Agree with Intel. We need to maintain it once we introduce it. 

	MediaTek
	Yes
	Agree with Nokia

	Sony
	
	No strong view

	III
	-
	No strong view


Observation 1:  Among 16 companies, 5 companies prefer to capture the informative text (including 1 company do not have strong view), 7 companies prefer not to capture, and 4 companies do not have strong view. Given that there is no clear majority support of capturing the informative text.

Observation 2: The issues are whether the way that EHC is currently described is sufficiently clear to implement the feature and RAN2 needs to maintain the informative text if any Ethernet specification has been updated.

3 Conclusion

We obtain the following observations from Tdoc R2-2003834:
Observation 1:  Among 16 companies, 5 companies prefer to capture the informative text (including 1 company do not have strong view), 7 companies prefer not to capture, and 4 companies do not have strong view. Given that there is no clear majority support of capturing the informative text.

Observation 2: The issues are whether the way EHC is currently described is sufficiently clear to implement the feature and RAN2 needs to maintain the informative text if any Ethernet specification has been updated.

We suggest discussing the issues in the observation 2 in this meeting or we may leave these issues for discussion in R17.
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