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1 Introduction

This document provides the email discussion on the following CB,
CB: # SONMDT7_InterSystemLB

- Check details on Stage 2 and Stage 3 TPs 

(CMCC - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-222423
This CB is planned to be carried out with two phases,

Phase 1: Till 1100UTC before the Friday online session. Collect comments and achieve consensus if any.

Phase 2: From Friday online session to CB deadline, prepare agreeable TPs according to agreements.

2 For the Chairman’s Notes
[To be completed later]

3 Discussion 
3.1 PRB usage
Last meeting we agreed the following,
Introduce PRB usage (i.e. the ratio of the utilised PRBS to the total number of PRBs) as a load metric and no further discussion on introducing additional parameters related to PRB usage.

WA: PRB usage is reported per cell
However, the stg3 details on PRB usage has not been decided yet.
Regarding the open issue above,

· CMCC [2]:
Proposal 1: Turn the WA into agreement, i.e. PRB usage is reported per cell for inter-system load balancing.
Proposal 2: Reuse the definition of Radio Resource Status as specified in TS 36.423, section 9.2.37 for inter-system load reporting from E-UTRAN to NG-RAN.
Proposal 3: Reuse the PRB usage for MIMO per cell for inter-system load reporting from NG-RAN to E-UTRAN.
Q1: Do you agree the above three proposals? Please provide your comments in the table below if any one of these proposals is unacceptable.
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	P1 and P2 are all right. However, we are not sure if PRB per MIMO shall be reported in inter-RAT scenarios.

	
	

	
	


3.2 Number of Active NR capable UEs
Whether to introduce Number of Active NR capable UEs has been discussed for several meetings. Regarding the open issue above,

· Ericsson [1]:

Proposal 1: No need to introduce Number of NR capable active UES for inter-system load balancing
It seems the controversy still remains, so we’d like to further check if new arguments could be provided.
Q2: Do you agree the above proposal? Please provide your comments in the table below.
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes, we agree with Ericsson’s proposal.

	
	

	
	


3.3 Stop/Pause indication
According to the open issue in RAN3#114-e,

Issue 2: Stop indicator - is this beneficial to have? Are there any technical questions on the proposed solution?

Regarding the open issue above,

· Ericsson [1]:

Proposal 2: Introduce indications of measurements stop, pause and resume for periodic inter-system resource status reporting.
Proposal 3: Introduce a Cause Value in periodic inter-system resource status reporting to indicate the reason for measurements stop or pause.

The moderator also notices that the similar discussion is also carried out in CB: SONMDT3 at both last and this meeting. And [1] does not provide stg3 details on how to enable Proposal 2 and 3 above.
Q3: Do we need to introduce stop/pause mechanism for periodic reporting? If yes, do we need to introduce Cause Value to indicate the reason for measurement stop/pause? Please provide your comments in the table below.

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Pause mechanism is not needed and overly complicated as compared to the benefits. Stop may be considered, if there is wide support for it in RAN3.

	
	

	
	


3.4 Stg2 detail
[1] proposes in TPs for 36.300 and 38.300 to capture call flows for the initiation and reporting for the load reporting.
Q4: Do you prefer to capture call flows in stg2 descriptions for the load reporting? Please provide your comments in the table below.
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	If we remember all right, in LTE, inter-RAT load reporting was not captured in stage-2, was it? If it was not, we prefer to skip adding it now; if it was, the existing description could be extended to take NR into account.

	
	

	
	


For other issues which are identified but not provided by the moderator, please describe the question and provide comments in the table below.
	Company
	Potential question
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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