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1
Agreements

Agreements: 
N/A

The following papers have been treated: 
R3-193693, R3-193966, R3-194242, R3-193694, R3-194237, R3-193686
The following topics have not been treated: 
N/A

2
Comebacks

CB: # DisAgg_CB_1

· Clarify solution

· Add FFS as needed

· Simplify if needed

· Produce TP for TR 

(CATT)

R3-193694 rev in R3-194746
CB: # DisAgg_CB_2

· Clarify the scenario of when different security domains are in use

(CATT)

R3-193686 rev in R3-194747
3
Minutes
	· 22. Enhancement for Disaggregated gNB Architecture SI (RAN3-led)

WID [FS_enh_disagg_gNB]: RP-191481 (target: RAN #86) [TU: 0.5 (0.5 0.5 0.5)]

	· 22.1. General
Time plan, skeletons, BLs

	R3-193693
	Work plan for study on Enhancement for disaggregated gNB (CATT,China telecom)
	discussion

noted

	R3-193966
	Skeleton TR for Study on Enhancement for Disaggregated gNB  (China Telecommunications)
	discussion

Rev in R3-194531
Endorsed 
For the next version make sure to use the latest template

	· 22.2. Flow Control Enhancements

Considering the following aspects:

- PDCP PDUs may be delivered out of sequence over Uu

- Re-transmitted PDCP PDUs may arrive out of order at the gNB-DU

- in DC, data transmitted to UE from 2 legs may arrive out of order, exceeding re-ordering mechanism capability; this may result in out-of-order delivery to higher layers: related to desired buffer size for UP (Previously treated as Rel-15 correction; Go for “Interpretation 2” (see R3-191976, R3-191783); agreed CR in R3-192036; Previous summary of offline disc in R3-193193 (noted); Proposed solution requires further study (Rel-16))

The solution shall be backwards-compatible (there is currently no criticality handling in UP protocol)

	R3-194242
	Mitigation of Unnecessary (Fast) Retransmissions in Split gNBs (Ericsson)
	other

noted

	R3-193694
	Discussion on user plane enhancement (CATT,CAICT,China telecom)
	discussion

# DisAgg_CB_1

· Clarify solution

· Add FFS as needed

· Simplify if needed

· Produce TP for TR 

(CATT)
Rev in R3-194746

	R3-193695
	Discussion on desired buffer size in DC scenario (CATT,China telecom)
	Discussion



	R3-194448
	Considerations on retransmitted PDCP PDUs issue (Huawei)
	discussion



	R3-194446
	PDCP PDUs delivered over Uu interface out of sequence (Huawei)
	discussion



	R3-194243
	Transport Network Delay Compensation in Split gNB Architecture (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-194447
	Introduction of successfully delivered PDCP SN ranges (Huawei)
	CR0091r, TS 38.425 v15.6.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-194449
	Introduction of successfully delivered retransmitted PDCP SN ranges (Huawei)
	CR0092r, TS 38.425 v15.6.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	E//

to agree that the existing DL NR PDCP PDU discard feature in TS 38.425 is sufficient for mitigation of unnecessary retransmissions in another leg and that a new mechanism is not necessary.
CATT

to capture the two solutions in 3694 for the case that PDCP PDUs which are delivered to UE out of sequence in the TR.

to capture the above solution to avoid too much UL information transferred on the F1/Xn-U and also avoid complexity in corresponding node, i.e. the corresponding node report all PDCP SN which are delivered to UE successfully based on the request from hosting node.
E///: the problem is known since the SI, solutions proposed are costly; when one leg fails, good implementation will not try to keep using it; the problem does not happen often
CATT: we do not agree that fast retransmissions will not happen frequently 

CT: support CATT view
HW: the SI was agreed by RAN in the current scope, so it is acknowledged that there are gains; we can capture proposed solutions in TR
E///: in our view solutions proposed are inefficient

SS: no harm in listing solutions in TR



	· 22.3. Support for UE Connection to Several gNB-CU-UPs from Different Security Domains

SA3 should be involved

CP-UP separation and CU-DU split should be invisible to other nodes (especially UE should not be impacted)

	R3-194237
	Discussion on UE simultaneously connected to CU-UPs belonging to different security domains (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	discussion

noted

	R3-194450
	Considerations on UP located in different security domains (Huawei)
	discussion



	R3-193620
	Discussion on Multiple CU-UPs impact on NG interface (ZTE Corporation)
	discussion



	R3-193685
	Discussion on Security of Multi-CU-UP connectivity (CATT,China Telecom)
	discussion



	R3-193621
	Support multiple CU-UPs over NG (ZTE Corporation)
	CR0177r, TS 38.413 v15.4.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	R3-193622
	Support split PDU session served by multiple CU-UPs  (ZTE Corporation)
	draftCRr, TS 37.340 v15.6.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	R3-193686
	LS on security for multi-CU-UP connectivity (CATT,China Telecom)
	LS out

Nok: LS gives the impression that different locations are the main reason for having different security domains, which is not the case in our view

# DisAgg_CB_2
· Clarify the scenario of when different security domains are in use

(CATT)

Rev in R3-194747

	R3-194244
	Draft LS on UE Connected to Multiple CU-UPs (Ericsson)
	LS out



	R3-194451
	[DRAFT] LS on UP located in different security domains (Huawei)
	LS out



	Nok:

Contact RAN2 to evaluate the implications to UE and RRC protocol if multiple security domains are supported.

Contact SA3 to investigate the security implications of CU-UPs belonging to different security domains.

Support for having CU-UPs under different security domains shall be supported in Release 16.
HW:
-
Whether different security keys are needed for the PDU sessions established on different gNB-CU-UPs which are deployed in the different security domains;

-
If the different security keys are needed, what is the corresponding security key derivation solution? (related to RAN2)

-
Whether the security algorithm configurations of CU-UPs deployed in different security domain are the same or not.
E///: agree to LS SA3, describe scenarios but not detailed solutions
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