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1
Introduction

This is the summary of email discussions on the below CB:

CB: # NRIIOT7-Ethernet_Type_Bearer_Signaling
-  check BL CRs from last meeting

-  update the EHC parameters in order to align with RAN2 in R3-203421? (E///)
-  move the ethernet compression to fully optional for the receiver CU UP to perform and CU UP indicates when it decides to not run compression to the CU CP? (NN)
- revise/merge if needed
(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-204007
2
For the Chairman’s Notes

The Below Baseline CRs are endorsed:

· For TS 38.460:

R3-203032, Support of Ethernet type 

· For TS 36.413:

 R3-203070
Support of Ethernet Type Bearer 

· For TS 36.423:

R3-203071
Support of Ethernet Type Bearer

· For TS 38.413:

R3-203097
Support of Ethernet Header Compression 

· For TS 38.463:

R3-203098
Support of Ethernet Header Compression

In the next version of the Baseline CRs the co-souring companies will be added.
The below TP is agreed:
· R3-203421 is revised to R3-204142
EHC updates on E1AP TP

R3-203463 is noted. The proposal to “move the ethernet compression to fully optional for the receiver CU UP to perform and CU UP indicates when it decides to not run compression to the CU CP” is discussed but not agreed.
3
Discussion

Three topics are included in this CB.
We should discuss them one by one with the related proposed TPs. 
3.1
Check BL CRs from last meeting
Five BL CRs from last meeting are submitted to this meeting:

For TS 38.460:

R3-203032, Support of Ethernet type 

For TS 36.413:

 R3-203070
Support of Ethernet Type Bearer 

For TS 36.423:

R3-203071
Support of Ethernet Type Bearer

For TS 38.413:

R3-203097
Support of Ethernet Header Compression 

For TS 38.463:

R3-203098
Support of Ethernet Header Compression

Please provide your company view regarding to the Baseline CRs:
	Company
	Are the BL CRs from the last meeting agreeable? 
<If not, please state which ones and indicate the updates needed.>

	Ericsson
	YES to all BL CRs.

	Huawei
	Yes

	ZTE
	Yes to All.

	Nokia
	Yes except R3-203098. R3-203098 cannot be agreed because one cannot mandate CU UP to run header compression. CU UP may decide to not run compression due to overload or capacity reason.

	
	


Proposal 1: RAN3 to agree the baseline CRs. The issue raised to R3-203098 is address by the other proposals.
3.2
update the EHC parameters in order to align with RAN2 
The TP in R3-203421 proposed the E1AP update to align with RAN2. 
Please provide your company view regarding to TP in R3-203421  :

	Company View
	Is TP R3-203421 to update the EHC parameters in order to align with RAN2 agreeable?

	Ericsson
	Yes

	Huawei
	Yes

	ZTE
	Yes.

	Nokia
	Yes.

	
	


Proposal 2: RAN3 to agree the TP in R3-203421. The TP is revised to include the change from “shall, if supported” to “may” related to gNB-CU-U action.
3.3
Move the ethernet compression to fully optional 
TP R3-203463 proposes to:
· to move the ethernet compression to fully optional for the receiver CU UP to perform.
· inform the CU CP if CU UP decides to not run the compression
Two sets of changes in the TP are grouped in below: 
The first set is in the procedural text in the BL CR for TS 38.463, in chapter 8.3.1.2, change from the current “shall, if supported” to “may”.
Q1: do you see the need for the above update?

	Company View
	Do you see the need to change from “shall, if supported” to “may”?

	Ericsson
	No. We prefer to keep the existing wording, i.e. “shall, if supported”.

	Huawei
	No need for this change.

	ZTE
	Yes. Because the EHC may not be used, even if the UE supports it and EHC parameters IE is provided, e.g. the PDU may not comply an IEEE 802.3 Ethernet frame structure.
After further checking, ZTE is fine to keep the original Text, “shall, if supported”.

	Nokia
	Yes. It is a big mistake “shall, if supported”. Even if the node supports the feature, it may not be in condition to run compression. This is not a disaster. But it shall simply be allowed. 

	
	


As compromise, the “shall, if supported” is changed to “may” and included in the revised E1AP TP.

The second set is related to the indication “Ethernet compression Result” IE sent from CU CP to CU CP. This indicates the updates in the procedural text, tabular and ASN.1
Q2: do you see the need to introduce “Ethernet compression Result” in the BEARER CONTEXT SETUP RESPONSE and the updates related?
	Company View
	Do you see the need to introduce “Ethernet compression Result” in the BEARER CONTEXT SETUP RESPONSE and the updates related?

	Ericsson
	No. We do not see the need for such function. We do not see the issue.

	Huawei
	Need further discussion.
As the CU-CP cannot decide whether to perfrom RoHC together with EHC, therefore we provide both parameters to CU-UP. in case the CU-CP do not want the CU-UP to perform EHC, it will not provide EHC parameter to the CU-UP. If the compression result is needed, maybe it is needed to indicate whether RoHC is performed or not, instead of EHC performed or not...

the text chould be:

"Indicates whether IP compression is performed or not for the concerned ethernet type PDU Session Resource."

	ZTE
	No. Based on the RAN2 agreement, whether the EHC is performed is indicated by the field in EHC frame structure(e.g. CID =0). 

	Nokia
	Yes. CU UP may decide to not run compression due to capacity or overload reason. It is free choice of CU UP (optional function) to run compression or not. If it cannot run compression it should tell CU CP otherwise CU CP will configure the UE erroneously leading to compression error (desynchronization between UE and CU UP).

	
	


Proposal 3: RAN3 to conclude that the proposal to let CU UP indicate to CU CP its support to run compression is not agreed.
3
Conclusion

Proposal 1: RAN3 to agree the baseline CRs. The issue raised to R3-203098 is addressed by the proposal 3.
Proposal 2: RAN3 to agree the TP in R3-203421. The TP is revised to include the change from “shall, if supported” to “may” related to gNB-CU-U action.
Proposal 3: RAN3 to conclude that the proposal to let CU UP indicate to CU CP its support to run compression is not agreed.
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