3GPP TSG-RAN WG3 Meeting#107-e
R3-201149
24th – 28th February 2020

Agenda item:
14.1
Source: 
Huawei
Title: 
Summary of MTC NB-IoT BL CRs
Document for:
Discussion
1. Introduction

This is the summary for the following email discussion:

CB: # 61_Email061-MTC_NB-IoT_BLs

-  check details; revise if needed

- endorse all BLs and TPs

(HW)

Summary of offline disc R3-201149
2. Discussion

In AI14.1, there are a list of BL CRs and one TP (R3-200231) submitted.

Based on the email discussion scope, we need to discuss if the TP provided in R3-200231 is agreeable to be included in BL CR#188 38.413 R3-200034, any revision needed?

	Company
	Comments to R3-200231

	Nokia
	R3-200231 seems ok. What about R3-200232 which has been submitted as correction of rapporteur baseline in tdoc R3-200030?

	Huawei
	Ok for R3-200231. 
To Nokia: the R3-200232 is moved to 14.3.2 which will not be treated this meeting.

	Qualcomm
	Ok for us as well including R3-200232

	ZTE
	We are ok for R3-200231 and R3-200232.

Furthermore, in BL CR#0120, there are some FFS for “NB-IoT UE Identity Index value” IE. Since RAN2 has already agreed that 5G-S-TMSI is used as UE Paging Identity for PO determination for NB-IoT UE connection to 5GC, the “NB-IoT UE Identity Index value” IE is not useful in UE Paging Identity in Ng interface. To avoid this redundant IE in the NGAP specification, we suggest to delete the “NB-IoT UE Identity Index value” IE and related FFS from the BL CR#0120.

	Ericsson
	Ok for all including R3-200232

	Huawei
	Do not agree R3-200232, as it seems that the new eNB cannot distinguish “the Resume from an Idle-suspend UE” and “the resume form an inactive UE”. 
Agree with ZTE that “NB-IoT UE Identity Index value” IE and related FFS need to be removed, support to agree TP R3-200265.

	Ericsson
	See no harm in R3-200232 above. The document has separate indications for resume mechanisms, so eNB can effectively distinguish. Don’t understand Huawei’s comment.

	Huawei
	Let’s further discuss R3-200232 next meeting in AI 14.3.2, respect to the scope of this meeting.


3. Summary and conclusions 

Endorse all BL CRs,

Agree TP R3-200231.

