3GPP TSG-RAN WG3 #108-e
R3-210969
Online, 1-11 June 2020

Agenda Item:
20.1.

Source:
Huawei (moderator)

Title:
CB: # 24_NTN_general - Summary of email discussion
 Document for:
Approval
1 Introduction

This is Summary of offline discussion on CB: # 24_NTN_general - Summary of email discussion.

Please provide your view and correction in the document uploaded by 28th Thursday CET 10am.
Thursday a first status will be provided online with an update, some first agreements and a Way Forward (WF) for next step, if any. 
The discussion is in 2 sections, first the update of the BL CR including the new proposal and how to proceed on RAN2 overlap.
2 For the Chairman’s Notes 

TBC: 

Recommendation for online session Thursday keep the CB open and continuing the review of R3-21xxxx_BLCR_update  
3 Discussion 

3.1 Stage 2 update 
All proposals from [1 to 6] are merged in single document R3-21xxxx_BLCR_update_v0 available in the draft folder. It is propose to work on this document directly.

Please raised you concern on the question below only if there is major objection on proposal in the document:
Question #1: Is there any major comment against the BL R3-210014 [1]?

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Question #2: Is there any major comment against the alignment on RAN2 structure R3-210703 [2]?

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Question #3: Is there any major comment against the agreements integration and emails comments R3-210704 [3]?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Question #4: Is there any major comment against the response paper R3-210987 [4]?

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Question #5: Is there any major comment against the NTN architecture update R3-210020 [5]?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	We are supportive of the comment on NTN-RRH and NTN-Control center, however these are not RAN3 e.g. NTN-RRH. We see benefit on the proposal for the global understanding but it seems to us difficult to standardize. 

We would like then to suggest an Informative Annex to describe the full NTN system (the architecture figure of  R3-210020 should be improve to remove confusion on gNB). 
Same we also see some benefit on the RAN2 figure remove by R3-210987 (response paper), this could be added in Annex…

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Question #6: Is there any major comment against the UL SYNC R3-210152 [6]?
	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Expectation, summary and/or conclusion:  

The TP for the Stage 2 BL CR should be revised in a merge and revised document in R3-21xxxx_BLCR_update. Endorse the R3-21xxxx_BLCR_update has new BL CR
3.2 Communication with RAN2 

There are overlap on stage 2 between RAN2 and RAN3 proposals. Note that RAN2 did not endorsed any document yet. It seems that there is no other action needed for now against RAN2 e.g. LS to RAN2.

The agreements of RAN3 #111 within the RAN3 stg2 BL CR endorsed after the meeting will be captured in RAN2 Running CR by the WI rapporteur. If any issue, the WI rapporteur will trigger an email on RAN3 reflector.
Question #7: Is there any need for now to communicate with RAN2?

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	No action is needed, the WI Rapporteur should manage, if any issue

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations

TBC; Endorse the R3-21xxxx_BLCR_update has new BL CR
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