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CB: # 12_R18UAV
- BL CR assignment
- Check the details of stage2 and stage3 CRs
- LS to RAN2?
(Nok - moderator)
Summary of offline disc in R3-226791

For the Chairman’s Notes 

Endorse the following BL CRs
· Stage 2 (TS 38.300) : draft CR in R3-226823
· Stage 3 (TS 38.413) : R3-226458 revised in R3-226840 (CR rev. number: 5)
· Stage 3 (TS 38.423) : R3-226618 revised in R3-226841 (CR rev. number: 1)

Discussion

At the online session for UAV at RAN3#118 it was agreed that also introduce the Aerial UAV Subscription Information also over XnAP, and seek BL CR allocation.

[bookmark: _Hlk119397401]The moderator proposes the following BL CR assignment, considering changes discussed at the UAV session and to be revised as needed.
· Stage 2 (TS 38.300) : Nokia
· Base on R3-226198
· Stage 3 (TS 38.413) : Ericsson
· Base on R3-226458 
· Stage 3 (TS 38.423) : Huawei
· Base on R3-226618 

In regard to a possible LS to RAN2 informing the agreements at this meeting, companies are also asked to provide their view.

Companies to provide valuable comments for the possible solutions

[bookmark: _Hlk116392416]Q1: Comments/remarks regarding Stage 2 (TS 38.300) 

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Changes will be updated to include the signaling agreed over Xn during online session

	Intel
	Minor editorials - make the message as all capitals, the procedure name as starting with capital (then lower cases). 

	Ericsson
	Minor comments in file.

	
	

	
	

	
	



	Moderator Summary  :
 The moderator proposes to endorse the revised TDoc




Q1: Comments/remarks regarding NGAP Stage 3 (TS 38.413)

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



	Moderator Summary  :
 The moderator proposes to endorse the revised TDoc




Q3: Comments/remarks regarding XnAP Stage 3 (TS 38.423)

	Company
	Comment

	CATT
	To avoid similar discussion for introducing duplication IE in NG and Xn, we suggest to specific the usage of subscription information IE in NG PATH SWITCH ACK message and the NG UE CONTEXT MODIFICATION message. When the subscription information is update, the AMF can signal to UE by the mentioned message as soon as possible.
For example,
If the Aerial UE Subscription Information IE is included in the UE CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST message,  the NG-RAN node shall, if supported, store the information or overwrite any previously stored this information in the UE context and use it as defined in TS 38.300 [8].


	Intel
	Minor editorials. Fixed the IE name "Aerial UE subscription information" to "Aerial UE Subscription Information" as following the convention and also aligned with the companion NGAP CR. 

	Ericsson
	Minor comment in file

	
	

	
	

	
	



	Moderator Summary  :
 The moderator proposes to endorse the revised TDoc




Q3: Do you agree to send LS to RAN2 at this meeting (RAN3#118) informing the agreements and progress?

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	We see useful to send LS, but fine to postpone to next meeting. 

	Huawei
	We do not see great benefit of sending a LS to simply informing other group our progress, where the impacts are limited to RAN3.

	ZTE
	Considering either additional codepoints issue or inter_RAT/DC scenarios is postponed due to the lack of input from other WGs(e.g. SA2, RAN2), to accelerate the UAV discussion progress, we prefer to send LS to relevant WGs and ask their progress in this meeting ASAP. So that RAN3 may receive their answers before the end of this ongoing meeting. 
We have already prepared a draft LS on RAN3 UAV progress and uploaded in the CB folder accordingly. The discussion of RAN3 LS can be based on our version.


	CATT
	Agree with Huawei, no need to inform RAN2 as it is no special difference with legacy procedure. Codepoints and inter-RAT issues no need to trigger by RAN3.

	Intel
	Tend to agree with Huawei that our progress has nothing to do with RAN2. But no strong view. 

	Ericsson
	Tend to agree no need to send LS to RAN2. Agree with CATT comment that RAN3 is not pending on RAN2.

	Qualcomm
	Don’t see need of LS to RAN2. RAN2 is still discussing and based on RAN2 and SA2 progress, we can discuss later. 

	NEC
	It seems that nothing special that need to inform RAN2.




	Moderator Summary  :
 The moderator proposes not to send an LS to RAN2 at this meeting




Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
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