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1	Introduction
In their LS S5-194458 [1], SA5 has requested advice from RAN groups relative to RRM policies in split deployment scenarios, and also consider extending RRM policy for Network Slicing to Network sharing scenario. In this paper we comment upon SA5’s proposals.
2	Discussion
SA5 write in their LS: “The RRM Policies defined in TS 28.541, are today used in gNB-CU (NRCellCU). This could work when gNB is deployed in a non-split deployment scenario.” On this point RAN3 might like to point out that in a non-split deployment scenario there is no gNB-CU, as per RAN architecture description in TS 38.300.

Proposal 1: Inform SA5 that in a non-split deployment scenario there is no gNB-CU, as per architecture description in TS 38.300.

The main proposal in the LS concerns configuration of quotas for network slicing and network sharing scenarios as follows:

For 2-split scenario:
· (2-split): DRBs, RRC connected users and PDCP resources belong to gNB-CU, PRBs belong to gNB-DU
We understand SA5’s proposal as follows:

O&M configures quotas in the gNB-CU for:
· number of DRBs per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB and/or per gNB-DU.
· number of RRC connected user (RRC active, RRC inactive) per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB and/or per gNB-DU.
· PDCP resources (e.g. consumed bandwidth / bit rate) per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB.

O&M configures quotas in the gNB-DU for:
· PRB consumption per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB-DU and/or cell.

The gNB-CU will typically use the above mentioned gNB-CU parameters for admission control, while the gNB-DU will use the configured PRB information either for admission control or scheduling decision. It will be further discussed during the Rel-16 SON-MDT work item how the gNB-DU can report cell load, and in case the Composite Available Capacity is reported, the configured PRB information may constitute the maximum capacity for a given network slice or sharing operator. We assume that reported cell load will be used by the gNB-CU (or gNB-CU-CP) for load balancing, and not for admission control.


For 3-split scenario:
· (3-split): DRBs, RRC connected users belong to gNB-CU-CP, and PDCP resources belong to gNB-CU-UP (PDCP resources belonging to gNB-CU-CP not considered), PRBs belong to gNB-DU

We understand SA5’s proposal as follows:

O&M configures quotas in the gNB-CU-CP for:
· number of DRBs per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB-CU-CP and/or per gNB-CU-UP and/or per gNB-DU.
· number of RRC connected user (RRC active, RRC inactive) per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB-CU-CP and/or per gNB-DU.

O&M configures quotas in the gNB-CU-UP for:
· PDCP resources (e.g. consumed bandwidth / bit rate) per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB-CU-UP.

O&M configures quotas in the gNB-DU for:
· PRB consumption per network slice / per sharing operator. Granularity may be per gNB-DU and/or cell.

The main difference from the 2-split scenario is that PDCP resources are configured in the gNB-CU-UP, which will use this information for admission control.

Proposal 2: Confirm SA5’s proposal for 2- and 3-split scenario based on the understanding above.

Based on this, we propose to reply to SA5 (cc RAN2) and have submitted a draft reply LS to this meeting in [2].

Proposal 3: Send a reply LS to SA5 (cc RAN2) as submitted in [2].
3	Conclusion
We have made the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Inform SA5 that in a non-split deployment scenario there is no gNB-CU, as per architecture description in TS 38.300.
Proposal 2: Confirm SA5’s proposal for 2- and 3-split scenario based on the understanding above.
Proposal 3: Send a reply LS to SA5 (cc RAN2) as submitted in [2].
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