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-  Topics for discussion
  -  quantityConfigNR IE
  -  HO from ng-eNB in stage-2
(CATT)
Summary of offline disc R3-20xxxx
For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
It is proposed to agree the TP in R3-204105
Discussion 
Issue 1 
In R3-203673, the type of quantityConfigNR-R15 IE in Inter-System Measurement Configuration IE is an index which is not correct. Propose to correct to OCTET STRING type.
	>>>quantityConfigNR-R15
	O

	
	INTEGER (1..maxNrofQuantityConfig) OCTET STRING
	Indicates the quantityConfigNR-R15
as defined in TS 36.331 [16].
	
	


Propose to agree the TP in R3-203673.If there is different opinion, please list in the following table
	Company
	Comment

	HW
	We are OK for this TP but there are some small things we can fix:
maxNrofQuantityConfig can be removed in all places in ASN.1?
ASN.1 change is done by removing and adding, why not just rename in the same line? Also, the font is not correct.
Can we also tackle the remaining FFS on maxnooffrequencies: Maximum no. of frequencies. Value is FFS.

	Samsung
	OK.

	CATT

	We are OK for this TP but there are some small things we can fix:
maxNrofQuantityConfig can be removed in all places in ASN.1?
[CATT]:Yes,thanks
ASN.1 change is done by removing and adding, why not just rename in the same line? Also, the font is not correct.
[CATT]:Yes,thanks
Can we also tackle the remaining FFS on maxnooffrequencies: Maximum no. of frequencies. Value is FFS.
[CATT]: For maximum no.of measure object in NR,  it is 64. So the value of maxnooffrequencies should be 64.

	ZTE
	OK for the above update.

	CMCC
	Ok for the suggestion from HW


[bookmark: _GoBack]Moderator’s summary: It is proposed to agree the TP in R3-204105

Issue 2 
In R3-203674 for TS38.300, for inter-system unnecessary HO, the case of handover from ng-enb to enb is not included.
Proposal 1: Reword the “NR” to “NG-RAN” in inter-system unnecessary HO. 
Proposal 2: Reword “gNB” to “NG-RAN”.
Propose to agree the TP in R3-203674.If there is different opinion, please list in in the following table 
	Company
	Comment

	HW
	When we discussed this from the start, we intentionally only covered HO to NR. One argument is that the coverage of eNB and ng-eNB is similar. And if we want to add this we also need we would also need to add the reporting configuration of LTE in the Inter System Measurement Configuration?
Therefore, we prefer not to add this for now.

	Samsung
	The change will bring misalignment between stage 2 and stage 3. E.g. in stage 3,
1) “The Inter-System Measurement Configuration IE contains information for instructing the incoming UE to continue measuring the cells of the NR RAT after a successful inter-system handover to LTE network.”
2) In the Measurement definition, several NR related IE were defined as mandatory
From the current stage 2 and stage 3, it could be observed that the feature is handover with NR node. Therefore, we prefer not to add ng-eNB now.

	CATT
	OK to keep it as it is for now

	ZTE
	To keep the TP as it is.

	CMCC
	Keep unchanged

	Ericson
	Share the same view as Huawei. LTE and eLTE are equivalent in coverage and actually LTE may even provide more services than eLTE due to higher service availability in EPS, so it is not correct to lable an HO to LTE as unnecessary if eLTE is available as a serving system.


Moderator’s summary: It is proposed to keep the stage 2 text unchanged
Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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