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1. Introduction

This is the summary for the following email discussion:

CB: # 17_Email017-EthernetTypeBearer
-  introduce EHC Parameters IE in the E1AP: PDCP Configuration IE, includes parameters separately for UL and DL; update the description of Ethernet type PDU session handling in NGAP, enable the NG-RAN node to perform appropriate header compression? (HW)
- E1AP: merge from 0553? (ZTE)
- check details; rev if needed
(HW)
Summary of offline disc R3-201204
2. Discussion

About the Ethernet Type Bearer Signaling in NG-RAN, there are two CRs technically CRs endorsed in previous meetings, and marked as pending to RAN2:

· R3-200327 Support of Ethernet Type Bearer (Huawei, Vodafone)
CR1691r5, TS 36.413 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

· R3-200329 Support of Ethernet Type Bearer (Huawei, Vodafone)
CR1340r5, TS 36.423 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Besides these two endorsed CRs, in this meeting there are 4 papers submitted as follows

· R3-200167 Consideration on Ethernet Header Compression (Huawei)
discussion

· R3-200168 Support of Ethernet Header Compression (Huawei, Samsung, CMCC)
CR0313r, TS 38.413 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

· R3-200169 Support of Ethernet Header Compression (Huawei)
CR0478r, TS 38.463 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

· R3-200553 TS38.463 Transfer of Bearer Type IE from CU-CP to CU-UP in EN-DC (ZTE)
CR0485r, TS 38.463 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Based on these input documents, and the above email discussion scope, it is needed for us to answer the following questions, and then update/merge corresponding CRs accordingly:

Question1: is it needed to provide EHC Parameters from CU-CP to CU-UP in the E1AP: PDCP Configuration IE (see R3-200169)?

Note: detailed parameters are pending to RAN2 further progress.

	Company
	Comment/Answer

	ZTE
	Technically ok.

	Nokia
	Ok but need to add procedural text.

	Huawei
	Ok.

About the procedural text, the existing RoHC parameters IE is also included in PDCP Configuration IE without procedural text.

	Ericsson
	We do expect work to be done on the PDCP Configuration, but would like to wait for RAN2 outcome first, before starting any E1AP exercise.


Question 2: is it needed to provide Bearer Type (IP, non IP, Ethernet, …) from CU-CP to CU-UP in the BEARER CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST and BEARER CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST messages (see R3-200553)?

	Company
	Comment/Answer

	ZTE
	We identified that “PDU session type” is transferd over E1 for NG-RAN mode, but missing for E-UTRA mode.  Since “HC” and “EHC” is optional feature, hence UP cannot tell the traffic type based on “PDCP configuration” alone.

	Nokia
	Not needed.

	Huawei
	Not needed.

	Ericsson
	Of course, not. This information is translated into PDCP parameters.

	
	


Question 3: is it needed to update the description of Ethernet type PDU session handling in NGAP to enable the NG-RAN node to perform appropriate header compression (see R3-200168).
	Company
	Comment/Answer

	ZTE
	Yes.

	Nokia
	OK.

	Huawei
	OK.

	Ericsson
	Yes

	
	


Any other comments to discuss?

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	I don’t see the opinion of Huawei: Would be good that the initiator of an email discussion first adds its position on topics to start with.

	Huawei
	No further comment.

	Ericsson
	Wondering why this is not in another Agenda, at least work done in RAN2 is performed under different WIs than in RAN3. I would also expect Xn aspects, but, as said, I would like to wait for RAN2 to finalise their job first, RAN3 work should be straight forward.

	
	


3. Summary and conclusions 

Based on the discussion, it is proposed to:

Endorse the following CRs:

· S1AP CR R3-200327

· X2AP CR R3-200329

· NGAP CR R3-200168 
· E1AP CR R3-200169, detailed EHC parameters pending to RAN2 progress.

Noted R3-200553.
