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Agreements: 

	R3-196857
	TR38.823 v0.2.0  (China Telecommunications,CATT)
	draft TR
 Endorsed

	R3-197333
	TP for TR 38.823: Transport Network Delay Compensation in Split gNB Architecture (Ericsson)
	pCRr, TS 38.823 v0.2.0, Rel-16, Cat. 

 Agreed

	R3-197241
	Evaluation of solutions for user plane enhancements (Huawei, CATT)
	pCRr, TS 38.823 v0.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. 

 Agreed

	R3-197714
	pCR for TR 38.823: Evaluation of flow control enhancements (Ericsson)
	 Agreed



The following papers have been treated: 
All; note: also R3-197665

2	Comebacks
CB: DissAgg # 0_DBS_Title
-  revise section title
(Nokia) rev in R3-197733

CB: DissAgg # 1_TransportNetworkDelay
-  make it a separate solution
-  remove “it is recommended”
-  add evaluation in a separate section
(HW) rev in R3-197734

CB: DissAgg # 2_EvalSol2
-  remove what needs to be removed
-  discuss multiple retransmissions
(E///) rev in R3-197736

CB: DissAgg # 3_Conclusions
-  discuss details the 2nd paragraph of flow control
-  fix typos
(CATT) rev in R3-197738



3	Minutes

	22. Enhancement for Disaggregated gNB Architecture SI (RAN3-led)
WID [FS_enh_disagg_gNB]: RP-191975 (target: RAN #86) [TU: 0.5 (0.5)]

	CB: # 34_Disaggr-gNB_SIsessRep
(Vice-Chair – Sasha)
Disaggregated gNB SI Session Report R3-197575

	22.1. General
Time plan, skeletons, BLs

	R3-196857
	TR38.823 v0.2.0  (China Telecommunications,CATT)
	draft TR
 Endorsed

	R3-197670
	Conclusion on disaggregated gNB enhancement SI (CATT, China Telecommunications)
	pCRr, TS 38.823 v0.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. 
E///: are we talking about this WI normative phase or IIoT
CATT: scenario 1 should be covered in IIoT
Nokia: we should remove the 2nd paragraph in flow control
The current text implies that all scenarios will be specified, which is not OK
CATT: for the 2nd paragraph, we should revise as “enhancements for scenarios 2 and 3”
 
[bookmark: _Hlk25258914]CB: DissAgg # 3_Conclusions
-  discuss details the 2nd paragraph of flow control
-  fix typos
(CATT) rev in R3-197738



	R3-197665
	LS reply to RAN WG3 LS on security for multi-CU-UP connectivity
	Moved to 22.1
noted

	22.2. Flow Control Enhancements
QUOTA: 2
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)
Mechanism for determining network delay between nodes and IOT impact from exceeding expected data rate are FFS

	R3-197242
	Solution on data compensation for transport network delay (Huawei)
	pCRr, TS 38.823 v0.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. 
		
The node hosting the PDCP entity is allowed to measure the transport network delay and send it to the corresponding node

The transport network delay should be sent from the node hosting the PDCP entity to the corresponding node via control plane messages

Nokia: TP needs to differentiate with other solutions?
E///: this is scenario 3, for which there is one solution already; this brings two more options on top of the existing solution; transport network delay changes quickly, hence the solution based on the control plane option is problematic; the second solution in the TP in wich CU sends to DU transport network delay, in which we see drawbacks:
1. Time lost in measuring the delay
2. DBS has been defined already, the proposal implies to change this value dynamically


E///: we may be OK to add this, but it should also include the evaluation
Nokia: must be clearly differentiated from existing solutions

 
[bookmark: _Hlk25258924]CB: DissAgg # 1_TransportNetworkDelay
-  make it a separate solution
-  remove “it is recommended”
-  add evaluation in a separate section
(HW) rev in R3-197734


	R3-197457
	(TP for TR 38.823): On reported DBS  (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other

E///: we have issues with the section title 

“Practical relevance of scenario 3” -> “requirements of solution 1 for scenario 3”

 
[bookmark: _Hlk25258936]CB: DissAgg # 0_DBS_Title
-  revise section title
(Nokia) rev in R3-197733


	R3-197333
	TP for TR 38.823: Transport Network Delay Compensation in Split gNB Architecture (Ericsson)
	pCRr, TS 38.823 v0.2.0, Rel-16, Cat. 

Nokia: agree to capture this in the TR
Huawei: there can be more options for solution 3

 Agreed

	

	R3-197025
	Benefit of accurate data delivery status report (CATT,Huawei,China Telecom)
	discussion

E///: we are OK to agree the TP

· Remove “conclusions” 
Rev in R3-197737 with this change it is  Agreed unseen

	R3-197241
	Evaluation of solutions for user plane enhancements (Huawei, CATT)
	pCRr, TS 38.823 v0.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. 

 Agreed

	R3-197714
	pCR for TR 38.823: Evaluation of flow control enhancements (Ericsson)
	 Agreed

	CATT: we are OK to agree both TPs from HW and E///

	R3-197334
	TP for TR 38.823: Evaluation of Solution 2 for Scenario 2 (Ericsson)
	pCRr, TS 38.823 v0.2.0, Rel-16, Cat. 

Intel: issues with the first sentence; we should only keep the technical part
HW: evaluation is based on multiple retransmissions, should be one retransmission
E///: OK to remove the first sentence
The evaluation is not based on multiple retransmissions, but rather that it has not been taken into account
Intel: we should remove the first two paragraphs

 
[bookmark: _Hlk25258946]CB: DissAgg # 2_EvalSol2
-  remove what needs to be removed
-  discuss multiple retransmissions
(E///) rev in R3-197736
 

	22.3. Support for UE Connection to Several gNB-CU-UPs from Different Security Domains
QUOTA: 1
SA3 should be involved
CP-UP separation and CU-DU split should be invisible to other nodes (especially UE should not be impacted)
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