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1 Introduction

CB: # 1000_SONMDT_BLCRs

-  Work plan is noted

- Revise 38.300 BL CR (if needed) and endorse (if agreeable); ask for revision of 5445 if needed

(CMCC - moderator)
Summary of offline disc R3-205507
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Agree the following:

Proposal 1: The workplan in R3-205436 is noted
Proposal 2: Endorse R3-205651 (revision of R3-205445) as BL CR
Proposal 3: CHO and DAPS need to be included in the MRO section in 38.300, e.g. in the form of separate subsections.

3 Discussion
The workplan and a BL CR for TS 38.300 are proposed in this agenda. The moderator made two proposals and would like to check the views of companies on the two proposals.
	R3-205436
	Work plan for enhancement of data collection for SON_MDT in NR and EN-DC WI (CMCC, Ericsson)
	discussion

	R3-205445
	BLCR to 38.300_Addition of SON features enhancement (CMCC)
	draftCR


Proposal 1: The workplan is noted
In case you still have some comments, please indicate it in the table. 
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


Proposal 2: Endorse the CR to TS 38.300 in R3-205445 as BL CR.
In case you have some comments, please indicate it in the table. 
	Company
	Comment

	Samsung
	CCO and PCI part are ok.
For 15.5.y
Support for Mobility Robustness Optimization for Conditional Handover and 

15.5.z
Support for Mobility Robustness Optimization for Dual Active Protocol Stack,
Since we already have a 15.5.2
Support for Mobility Robustness Optimization, it is better to group all MRO related there.

It could be subsection of 15.5.2 or even in 15.5.2.2.2, because CHO and DAPS is only for intra-system.

Alternatively, we can leave CHO and DAPS out temporality and it could be added with TPs. With the actual contents, we can find an appropriate place.

	CMCC
	Ok with the suggestion, we can remove the section of CHO and DAPS for now, can be added later when we make it clear where to put it.

	Ericsson
	Ok with Samsung inputs. However we would like to at least have as FFS a sub-section within MRO for CHO. We are not sure if the same is needed for DAPS but we could add a subsection FFS for DAPS too.


4 Conclusion, Recommendations

Proposal 1: The workplan in R3-205436 is noted
Proposal 2: Endorse R3-205651 (revision of R3-205445) as BL CR
Proposal 3: CHO and DAPS need to be included in the MRO section in 38.300, e.g. in the form of separate subsections.

