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1 Introduction

CB: # 61_eNBarchEvo
- Endorse BL CRs if agreeable

- Check details of TP

- Rapporteur check group view on spec series: Turn 38.46x REL-17 specs into pointers to the new 37.4xx REL-17 specs in order to cover both E-UTRAN and NG-RAN, the new introduced 37.4xx specs which will be approved in March 22
 (CU - moderator)

Summary of offline disc in R3-215896
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

Endorsed BL CRs in R3-214623, R3-214632, R3-214636, R3-214637, R3-214638, R3- 214639.

Agree TPs in R3-215493, R3-215782.
Agree TP in R3-216074 (rev of R3-215783) with changes of  

1. Remove “unless explicitly specified otherwise” in NOTE 1 and NOTE 2.

2. Change “within an eNB-CP” instead of  “within an eNB” in NOTE 2. 
Agree to move E1 series to 37.4xx and to add a pointer in 38.46x series from rel-17. Stage-2 should not be impacted.
R3-215494 noted.
3 Discussion

3.1 Discussion on the BLCRs

There is a set of baseline CRs [1]-[6] are submit for discussion.

Proposal: Endorse the baseline CRs in [1] to [6].

Please provide your comments for proposal in the table, if any.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	Agree

	Nokia
	Agree

	Samsung
	Agree

	ZTE
	For [1], the editorial change given in [9] should be considered.

	Ericsson
	Agree


3.2 Discussion on the Text Proposals

There are set of text proposals for BLCRs [7]-[10] are submit for discussion.

1. Please provide your comments for the text proposal in [7]and fill in the table, if any.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	We agree with the TP

	Nokia
	Agree with the TP

	Samsung
	Agree with the TP

	ZTE
	Agree with the TP

	Ericsson
	Agree


2. Please provide your comments for the text proposal in [8]and fill in the table, if any.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	We understand the motivation but we think it’s better to let LTE include these features first. If LTE supports the two features, I think it can be quite nature to capture these two in our E1 related protocol.

	Nokia
	We prefer to leave the BL CR as is for now.

	Samsung
	We’re ok with two features. But, as Huawei’s comment, it needs to be clarified first that these features are supported in E-UTRAN, especially the delay measurement.

	ZTE
	Share the view with Nokia, just keep the BL CR as it is.

	Ericsson
	Our understanding, at least for the radio link outage detection, is not that this is an NR feature as such, but a flow control feature, which could be applied at least between ng-eNB-CU-UP and en-eNB-CU-CP.

For delay reporting, ok to leave it as it is for now.


3. Please provide your comments for the text proposal in [9]and fill in the table, if any.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	We agree with the TP

	Nokia
	Agree with the TP

	Samsung
	Agree with the TP.

	ZTE
	Agree with the correction, but there seems to be the only editorial change, which could be corrected by the BL CR rapporteur.

	Ericsson
	Agree


4. Please provide your comments for the text proposal in [10]and fill in the table, if any.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	We agree with the TP. Since nothing is broken with the reuse of existing gNB-CU-UP ID, we should reuse it for eNB CP-UP separation.

	Nokia
	Agree with the TP

	Samsung
	Agree with the TP.

	Ericsson
	Ok to agree the TP with the following changes:

1. Remove “unless explicitly specified otherwise” in both notes. This is not really needed as this note applies to this paragraph only
2. In note 2, it should be “within an eNB” and not “within an eNB-CP”. An eNB can be split between an eNB-CP and an eNB-UP, but a eNB-CP cannot be split.


3.3 Views on new series of 37.4xx

As the specifications of E1 interface, i.e. series of 38.46x, are supporting to cover both NG-RAN and E-UTRAN, RAN3 group are invited to share the views on whether to turn the series of 38.46x of E1 interface into the new series of 37.4xx from Rel-17. If agreed in RAN3 WG, the new specifications of 37.4xx for E1 interface will be submit to approve in March 2022 RAN#95e-meeting.

Please provide your comments for proposal in the table, if any.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	Agree. We just turn the series of 38.46x set to 37.xxx, and leave 38.401 as it is.

	Samsung
	We’re ok with the new series of 37.46x.

	ZTE
	No strong view, but if the new specification is introduced, whether a new name of this interface should also be introduced?

	Ericsson
	Agree to move E1 series to 37.4xx and to add a pointer in 38.46x series from rel-17. Stage-2 should not be impacted.

To answer to ZTE’s comment: No new name is needed. The goal is just to move the specifications related to E1 interface to a new numbering
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