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1 Introduction

CB: # 119_PDUtypeFrame

- consensus to use DL PDU type frame 0 for 5G->4G HO

- verify alternative?

- we should avoid specifying the conditions in the protocol

- check details

(Nok - moderator)

rev in R3-212754
Summary of offline disc R3-212755
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

Agree Tdoc R3-212754  (turned into CR TS 38.415 R15)
Agree tdoc R3-212775  (CR TS 38.415 R16)

3 Discussion

Q1: During the online discussions, consensus was reached on using DL PDU Type Frame as can be seen from chairman’s notes:

Consensus that 5G->4G HO uses DL PDU type frame 0

At the same time the following comment was received:

E///: ok to specify which node is supposed to receive what; concern about specifying the conditions in the protocol
In order to address the above comment on the procedural text change in 38.415 CR it is proposed to:

· Update the 38.415 CR to remove the procedural text change (on the condition) and just keep the removal of the restriction to send the DL PDU Frame to UPF

· Specify the use (= condition) of DL PDU frame in a draft TS 38.300 CR instead.

Both have been dropped in CB folder.

Any feedback on the two CRs? 

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	OK.

	Huawei
	As commented online, we think the similar changes should be applied to the intra-system case, in section 9.2.3.2.3 Data Forwarding of TS 38.300.

With that, we are OK with the CR.

	Ericsson
	Ok with the revised CR from Nokia.

Think there is no need to have the draft CR to TS 38.300.

If we would like to catch some more, I propose to revise the 38.415 CR as uploaded with in “draft_R3-212754_PDUType415cr15_Eric”

“In the case of Data Forwarding the Transfer of DL PDU Session Information procedure is to send control information elements related to the PDU Session from UPF/NG-RAN to NG-RAN/UPF.”
I hope it covers the data forwarding for:

1. Intra System direct/ indirect data forwarding.

2. Inter System data forwarding

Also remove NG-RAN from “UPF/NG-RAN to NG-RAN” in the existing text.

Also remove the old Figure now there is a new figure.

	ZTE
	Agree with HW, the intra system case shall be covered.

Ericsson's approach is simpler, we think only 38.415 CR is enough.


Q2: which release?

After the online I realize that the question of the release can be important.

Since 5G-4g handover can take place in release 15, it would be better to have the CR(s) from release 15 onwards if possible.

This would avoid a mismatch between R15 and R16 nodes.

I dropped both draft R15 and R16 CRs but we need to make the decision collectively:

Is it OK to have the CRs from release 15 onwards?

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	OK. It is safer if everybody is ok.

	Huawei
	OK.

	Ericsson
	OK from Rel 15.

	ZTE
	Yes, R15 CR is needed.


4 Conclusion

The following is proposed:

Proposal 1: Agree to have only TS 38.415 CR(s) from R15 onwards using the updated sentence. 
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