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-  check details; go for agreement?

(ZTE)

Summary of offline discussion(ZTE)

Summary of offline disc
The email discussion would be organized as two phases:

Phase 1: Collecting company views on related questions, before Feb. 26 midnight CET 

Phase 2: Work split and provide draft CR for Rel-16, before Feb.27, 6pm CET
Discussion 
Question 1: Do you think the load information of MeNB should also be reported to SgNB? 

For example, there could be a scenario in NR, as shown in Figure 1, a specific gNB can be regarded as the Secondary node for EN-DC accessed by UE1and  the standalone NG-RAN node accessed by UE2 at the same time. In this case,  when the MLB is applied to the specific gNB, the load information of MeNB should be reported to gNB (SgNB) for load balancing, e.g., in case overload occurs in the SgNB, it can offload UE1 like UE back to MeNB. Furthermore, considering the cell on/off  based energy saving in NR, there could be the scenario where the eNB is used for basic coverage and the gNB is used for capacity booster. In this case, the load information of eNB should also be reported to gNB in order to help the gNB make switch off decision properly. Therefore, the Resource Status Reporting procedure from MeNB to SgNB should be supported over EN-DC X2 interface.
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Figure 1
	Company
	Yes/No
	Remark

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	CMCC
	Perhaps No
	For intra-system and EN-DC MLB, currently didn’t see a scenario to let MeNB to report its load status to en-gNB. The scenario proposed above looks like a inter-system inter RAT MLB case, although a gNB could serve as a secondary gNB and also as a standalone gNB from UE point of view, but from architecture point of view, they are different logical node. Considering inter-system MLB is not in the scope of the WI, maybe this issue could be discussed in later release.

	Nokia
	No
	We don’t see need for MeNB load in the SgNB

	
	
	

	
	
	


Question 2: Are there any other objectives that need to be considered in the SI?

We invite companies to provide comment on other issues here, if any.

	Company
	Yes/No
	Remark

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Conclusions

During the email discussion, received two companies ‘s reponse ( CMCC , Nokia).

The two companies provide the same with that scenario where MeNB proivde load inforamtion to SgNB is not needed. And there is no supportive or objection from other compaies. 
Based on above discussions, we made following conclusion:
Conclusion : No consensus achieved on report load information of MeNB to SgNB.
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