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1	Introduction	
This document provides a summary of offline discussion for the following tasked CB：
CB: # 20_Email020-SONMDT_BL_CRs
-  go for endorsement of all BL CRs and TPs
- rev if needed; check details
(CMCC)
Summary of offline disc R3-201124
2	Discussion
The papers in agenda item 10.1 can be divided into the following 3 groups:
· BL CRs that have been reviewed via the reflector before the E-meeting
· Proposed Stage 2 BL CRs to support the new functions/procedures already in stage 3 BLCRs
· TPs of corrections
The target of the discussion is to endorse these BL CRs and TPs if agreeable.
1. BL CRs that have been reviewed via the reflector before the E-meeting
The following BL CRs captured the agreed TPs from RAN3 #106 meeting, rebased on Rel-16 specs and add ASN.1 therein. We have reviewed them through the reflector, so it is assumed these BL CRs are easy agreeable.
	R3-200003
	Addition of SON feature (Huawei)
	CR0237r5, TS 38.413 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200004
	Addition of SON feature (Huawei)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200005
	Introduction of MDT to TS38.463 (ZTE)
	CR0477r1, TS 38.463 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200006
	Addition of MDT features (Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd)
	CR0492r2, TS 38.473 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200007
	Addition of MDT features (Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd)
	CR0099r2, TS 38.401 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200009
	Addition of SON features (Huawei)
	CR1710r6, TS 36.413 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200010
	Addition of SON feature (CATT)
	CR1373r7, TS 36.423 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200011
	Addition of MDT feature (Huawei)
	CR0280r3, TS 38.413 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200012
	Addition of SON feature (Samsung)
	CR0221r7, TS 38.423 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200013
	Addition of SON features (Ericsson)
	CR0142r7, TS 38.463 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200014
	Addition of SON feature (Huawei)
	CR0441r7, TS 38.473 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200015
	Addition of SON feature (CMCC,Huawei)
	draftCRr, TS 38.300 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200767
	MDT configuration support for XnAP (Ericsson)
	CR0291r5, TS 38.423 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B




Any comments on these BL CRs, please fill the below table. 
	Company
	Comments (Any revisions needed?)

	Ericsson
	R3-200003: The SON Information Report IE included in the intra system signalling over NG should follow the same structure as the Failure Indication over Xn, i.e. It should be a choice with re-establishment or with RRC Setup options. That is because we will need to include reports that are not the result of either a failure or an HO, e.g. RACH reports. The other alternative is to extend the Choice and include a new container for RACH reports.The Failure indication should be complemented with the Connection Establishment Failure Report.
[CMCC] It sounds reasonable, but it is a “Big” change, not discussed during the review period on the reflector. I would like to see other companies’ comments, especially the BLCR editor.
[Nokia] We agree with the idea of functional alignment on Xn and NG. For the detailed IE structure we should anyway double-check also on Xn after RAN2 has agreed on the ASN.1 for the different reports (UE RLF Report etc.). So I suggest to capture an FFS on this aspect in 9.3.3.Y1.
[HW] The task is to endorse the BL CR with the added ASN.1 and possible editorial corrections. The comments seems to relate more to possible enhancements. For this we normally require input papers with discussions and TP to change the BL CR.

R3-200005: 
This was discussed in part on the reflector but it was not corrected, correction below:
"	if the MDT Activation IE is set to "Immediate MDT and Trace", initiate the requested MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [24] and the gNB-CU-UP shall ignore Interfaces To Trace IE, and Trace Depth IE;"
That is because obviously the MDT Activation is set to Immediate MDT and Trace
[CMCC] I checked the reflector, it seems the BLCR editor has addressed all your comments. This one is not raised at that time. Anyway, we can check at this time.
[ZTE] Thanks for point this. We will update in new version.
[Nokia] needs correction, indeed. But it should be sufficient that the correction is included in TP handled at this meeting.

R3-200006:
· This sentence should be removed as in other BL CRs:
"If the Trace Activation IE does not include the MDT Configuration IE, initiate the requested trace session as described in TS 32.422 [x29];"
[Samsung]Yes, should be removed. There are two ways 1) to revise the baseline CR by ask new toc number, 2) reflect it in next version (anyway, merging the agreed TP is needed after the meeting). Which one do you prefer?
[Nokia] I think we commented on the reflector that this sentence was introduced for a reason, linked to how SA5 structured TS 32.422. And in the end I saw that the sentence was kept in some BL CRs, so we thought our comment was taken into account. Maybe this is not a big deal, but after all we would like implementations on this point to behave in the same way in NR as in LTE, so why not keep the same text? If we want a “perfect” specification without this kind of sentence I think we should fully restructure the related trace and MDT IEs. 

This needs to be corrected:
"	if the MDT Activation IE is set to "Immediate MDT and Trace", initiate the requested MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [24] and the gNB-CU-UP shall ignore Interfaces To Trace IE, and Trace Depth IE;"
· Add optionality to Management Based MDT PLMN List
[CMCC] The BLCR editor accept your suggestions, but some are missing when implementing the changes. 
[Samsung]Removing “ the gNB-CU-UP shall ignore” is new comment. We can discuss in this meeting. Generally, we think there is meaning to keep it. Since Trace ID, TCE IP, Trace interface and Trace Depth IE are MP, DU shall ignore two of them. Maybe keeping this sentence is clearer. Let’s hear more views.
[Nokia] For code-point “Immediate MDT and Trace", I’m not sure to understand why the IEs shall be ignored. So agree with Ericsson.
[HW] CMCC is right, but we prper a TP to capture such changes in CB: # 31_Email031-MDTactivation_reporting. We cannot change previous text in BLCR without any discussion..

 R3-200011:
These corrections were mentioned over the reflector but were not implemented:
-   if the Trace Activation IE does not include the MDT Configuration IE, initiate the requested trace session as described in TS 32.422 [11];
-	if the Trace Activation IE includes the MDT Activation IE, within the MDT Configuration IE, set to “Immediate MDT and Trace”, initiate the requested trace session and MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [11];
-	if the Trace Activation IE includes the MDT Activation IE ,within the MDT Configuration IE, set to “Immediate MDT Only”, “Logged MDT only”, initiate the requested MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [11] and the NG-RAN shall ignore Interfaces To Trace IE, and Trace Depth IE;
Note that these corrections need to be applied in two different sections of the BLCR 
[CMCC] During the review process, the BLCR editor has stated your proposed changes will be reflected by a TP to the BLCR at this meeting. The TP is in R3-200496, which captures the above as you proposed in addition to other corrections. 
[Nokia] For the first sentence: same comment as above. 
[HW] CMCC is right, we have consider your comments in BL rapporteur’s TP to this meeting, and is covered by CB: # 31_Email031-MDTactivation_reporting. Therefore, no need consider this issue here.
[bookmark: _GoBack]
R3-200015:
This MLB description does not take into account the decisions taken because it only talks about cells and not about SSB areas. As an example, the changes proposed in R3-196017 should be taken into account to make the BLCR correct.
For MRO is seems that nowhere it is captured that a UE can report an RLF Report in NR RRC only to a gNB. This should be described. For example, the sentence below could be modified as shown:
“After the RRC re-establishment or RRC connection setup succeed, and if the RLF Report generated by the UE is encoded according to the NR RRC protocol [cf 38.331], the UE makes the RLF Report available to a gNB, when possiblethe NG-RAN node. After the RRC re-establishment or RRC connection setup succeed, and if the RLF Report generated by the UE is encoded according to the LTE RRC protocol [cf 36.331], the UE makes the RLF Report available to the NG RAN node. The Failure Indication procedure may be initiated after the NG-RAN node fetches the RLF REPORT from UE.”
[CMCC] Technically I agree with your proposal here, but these proposals like a TP rather than a correction for the BLCR. CMCC has a TP in R3-200596 to reflect your corrections on MLB. For the MRO part, since RAN2 is still under discussion on the RLF reporting and RRC encoding, I would propose not to add it now to avoid opening discussion on a BLCR we have reviewed.
To summary, these corrections are proposed to be handled in the dedicated CB.
[Nokia] agree with CMCC



Summary: 
In general, the task is to endorse the BL CR with the added ASN.1 and possible editorial corrections. Companies think the proposals on MRO and MLB are not simple correction, which requires discussion and TPs. Some of the proposed corrections on MDT are agreeable, but considering anyway there will be TPs to the BLCRs as output of CB: # 31_Email031-MDTactivation_reporting, these corrections can be covered at BL rapporteur’s TPs. 
For the sake of reminding BL CR rapporteur, the agreeable corrections are listed as below,
· For MDT E1-AP
"	if the MDT Activation IE is set to "Immediate MDT and Trace", initiate the requested MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [24] and the gNB-CU-UP shall ignore Interfaces To Trace IE, and Trace Depth IE;"

· For MDT F1-AP
"	if the MDT Activation IE is set to "Immediate MDT and Trace", initiate the requested MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [24] and the gNB-CU-UP shall ignore Interfaces To Trace IE, and Trace Depth IE;"
· Add optionality to Management Based MDT PLMN List
· For MDT NG-AP
-	if the Trace Activation IE includes the MDT Activation IE, within the MDT Configuration IE, set to “Immediate MDT and Trace”, initiate the requested trace session and MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [11];
-	if the Trace Activation IE includes the MDT Activation IE ,within the MDT Configuration IE, set to “Immediate MDT Only”, “Logged MDT only”, initiate the requested MDT session as described in TS 32.422 [11] and the NG-RAN shall ignore Interfaces To Trace IE, and Trace Depth IE;

With the above clarification, these BL CR can be endorsed.
Conclusion 1: Agree to endorse these BLCRs that have been reviewed via the reflector before the E-meeting
Conclusion 2: The agreeable corrections for MDT BLCRs will be handled by BL CR rapporteur’s TP in CB: # 31_Email031-MDTactivation_reporting
2. Proposed Stage 2 BL CRs to support the new functions/procedures already in stage 3 BLCRs
In the past meetings, we have introduced some new functions and procedures over Xn/F1/E1-AP. However, stage 2 CRs to reflect these new functions/procedures are still missing. The following papers proposed the corresponding BL CRs.  
	R3-200586
	BLCR to 38.420_Addition of MDT features (CMCC)
	CR0018r, TS 38.420 v15.2.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200587
	BLCR to 38.420_Addition of SON features (CMCC)
	CR0019r, TS 38.420 v15.2.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200588
	BLCR to 38.470_Addition of SON features (CMCC)
	CR0064r, TS 38.470 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	R3-200589
	BLCR to 38.460_Addition of SON features (CMCC)
	CR0031r, TS 38.460 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B




Any comments on these BL CRs, please fill the below table.
	Company
	Comments 

	Samsung
	586, in 5.2.x, it’s better to use “This function enables….”to inline with other sections.
587, “Data exchange for self-optimisation function” may be too big ? it seems this function will cover 5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.2.x. 
[CMCC] For 586, the suggestion is fine, but it is just rewording, so propose to make this alignment in next revision.
For 587, as explained individually, it is basically follow the function we defined for LTE in 36.420.



Summary: Since no major comments received, these Stage 2 CRs are agreeable. 
Conclusion 3: Agree to endorse the proposed Stage 2 BLCRs

3. TPs of corrections
One paper dealing with the corrections of MRO OAM requirement was submitted to agenda 10.1. It is found that other papers in agenda 10.2.1.1 are also addressing similar corrections, it is proposed to have a common discussion there. 
	R3-200943
	MRO OAM requirement description TP 38.300 (Ericsson)
	other




Any comments on the proposal, please fill the below table.
	Company
	Comments 

	HW
	We cannot agree to this. The description was carefully crafted in LTE to relate to the allowed delta of HO trigger to the default point of operation (which is configured by OAM). 

	Ericsson
	We want to minimise the configuration from OAM. We think it is best for OAM to provide absolute range limits than to provide a default point and a range.

	Samsung
	Any big difference for OAM effort?  
The TP is not based on BLCR.

	Nokia
	Agree with HW and Samsung. We think the considerations and agreements made for LTE are valid also for NR.



Summary: The TP proposal is handled in CB: # 21_Email021-Conn_Fail dedicated for MRO discussion. So far companies cannot reach consensus on this TP.
Conclusion 4: The TP on MRO OAM will be handled in CB: # 21_Email021-Conn_Fail 
3	Conclusion
1. Some proposed corrections on MDT BLCR are agreeable, they will be added in TPs of CB #31, NG-AP (HW), Xn-AP (Samsung), E1-AP (ZTE)
2. To endorse the following BL CRs 
· R3-200003
· R3-200004
· R3-200005
· R3-200006
· R3-200007
· R3-200009
· R3-200010
· R3-200011
· R3-200012
· R3-200013
· R3-200014
· R3-200015
· R3-200767
· R3-200586
· R3-200587
· R3-200588
· R3-200589
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