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1 Introduction

	CB: # 16_SONMDT5_NRU

- Discuss the open issues above

- Capture agreements and open issues

(SS - moderator)
Summary of offline disc R3-230853


Please provide the comments before Thursday, March 2nd, 17:00 Athens Time.
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Proposal 1: The granularity of UL COT reporting in F1 interface should be NR-U channel level.

Proposal 2: Agree the TP to 38.473 for F1 enhancement to support UL COT reporting in R3-230959.

3 Discussion

In this meeting, the following agreement has been made:

DU shall report the UL COT to CU in resource status report procedure when it is requested by CU, how to obtained this information by DU is up to implementation.

There is one left issue:

The granularity of UL COT needs further discussion, e.g., cell level, NR-U channel level. 

The granularity of UL COT in Xn interface is NR-U channel level, so gNB CU should get the same level UL COT from gNB DU. Hence, moderator proposes 

Proposal 1: The granularity of UL COT reporting in F1 interface should be NR-U channel level.

Q1: Please provide your view about the above proposal for the granularity of UL COT.
	Companies
	Comments

	Samsung
	Yes. The granularity in F1 should match with Xn as NR-U channel level.

	Ericsson
	Yes, with NR-U Channel granularity

	Qualcomm
	Agree, per NR-U channel 

	ZTE
	Agree, align with Xn as NR-U channel level.

	CATT
	Yes. Align with Xn, both CU and DU has the same operation.

	Lenovo
	Yes, granularity of UL COT in Xn or F1 is NR-U channel level.

	Nokia
	All right.

	Intel
	Agree with P1

	Huawei
	Yes

	
	

	
	

	
	


Moderator’s proposal: 

All the companies are fine for proposal 1. 

As RESOURCE STATUS REQUEST is to request in “NR-U Channel List” level (not the finer level), the current request is enough and there is no need to update the request message. Only RESOURCE STATUS UPDATE should be enhanced to include the UL COT.

A TP to specify the above agreement is draft. Please provide your view about the draft TP in the inbox.

Q2: Please provide your view about the draft TP.
	Companies
	Comments

	Samsung
	OK for the TP.

	Ericsson
	OK

	Qualcomm
	TP looks OK

	ZTE
	OK

	CATT
	Good

	Lenovo
	Fine with the TP.

	Nokia
	It is all right, but when I read the semantics “Value 100 corresponds to the duration between consecutive reporting”, I struggle to understand it… 100% should not “correspond” to something but rather represent certain state. Could we consider another wording (and perhaps clarify the DL, too)?-

	Intel
	Ok with the TP

	Huawei
	OK with the TP

	
	

	
	

	
	


Moderator’s proposal: 

All the companies are fine for the TP. One company suggest to update the wording. The current wording aligns with the Xn specification, thus moderator thinks we’d better to keep the same wording for F1 TP. 
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