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1	Introduction
In previous RAN3 meetings, companies have discussed how to introduce NCR function in Rel-18.  In this meeting, we prefer to further discuss the remaining issue left after RAN3#119 on whether RAN3 shall capture RAN1 agreement in draft CR to TS38.300.
2	Discussion
The following agreement on NCR has been agreed by RAN1 in RAN1#111:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5]The following is supported to deliver the information to characterize the supported physical beam of NCR-Fwd for access link: 
Option-2: The information is informed to gNB and NCR via OAM
· Note-1: In this option, how to characterize the beam information is based on implementation (e.g., declaration from NCR vendor).
· Note-2: In this option, the beam(s) used by NCR-Fwd for access link is configured for gNB and NCR by OAM based on implementation. 
· The beam index in SCI corresponds to the configured beam(s) sequentially. 
In RAN3#119, companies briefly discussed whether to capture this agreement in our draft CR to TS 38.300 and made no consensus. Till now, The agreement made by RAN1 on NCR beam info from OAM to gNB and NCR is not captured in draft CR to TS 38.300. Based on our understanding, RAN3 is the appropriate WG to capture the above agreement in our draft CR.
 Our views are shown below:
1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK2]RAN1 can not capture this agreement by itself.
It is clear that RAN1 can not agree any CR to TS 38.300 which is used to capture its above agreement. Considering the agreement is about the beam info configured from OAM to gNB and NCR for the NCR’s operation, compared with RAN2, RAN3 may be the proper WG to capture this agreement.
Observation 1: RAN1 can not agree any CR to TS38.300 which may capture the agreement made during RAN1#111.
Observation 2: Compared with RAN2, it is proposed for RAN3 to capture the agreement on beam info configuration from OAM to gNB and NCR into a draft CR to TS 38.300.
2. Similar description on OAM configuration has been captured in current TS 38.300.
As OAM requirements are in RAN3 scope, RAN3 should capture this agreement in stage 2. An agreement in a WG Chair’s Notes or in a summary of discussion, cannot be considered as normative if not reflected in the specifications. In addition, we may also point out that the similar description has already been captured in current TS 38.300. The following content on OAM shall configure some parameters for MRO behaviour can be found in section 15.5.2.5 O&M Requirements, TS 38.300:
==== content in TS 38.300====
The following control parameters shall be provided by OAM to control MRO behaviour:
-	Maximum deviation of Handover Trigger: this parameter defines the maximum allowed absolute deviation of the Handover Trigger, from the default point of operation defined by the parameter values assigned by OAM.
-	Minimum time between Handover Trigger changes: this parameter defines the minimum allowed time interval between two Handover Trigger change performed by MRO. This is used to control the stability and convergence of the algorithm.
Furthermore, in order to support the solutions for detection of mobility optimisation, the parameter Tstore_UE_cntxt shall be configurable by the OAM system.
==== content in TS 38.300====
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: _GoBack]Observation 3: The statement on which parameters shall be provided by OAM, has been captured into current TS 38.300.
In short, based on our understanding, it is not only appropriate, but also necessary for RAN3 to capture the above agreement in the draft CR. More detail modification can be found in our contribution R3-235676.
Proposal 1: It is proposed for RAN3 to capture the RAN1 agreement in draft CR to TS 38.300.

[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]3	Conclusion
Observation 1: RAN1 can not agree any CR to TS38.300 which may capture the agreement made during RAN1#111.
Observation 2: Compared with RAN2, it is proposed for RAN3 to capture the agreement on beam info configuration from OAM to gNB and NCR into a draft CR to TS 38.300.
Observation 3: The statement on which parameters shall be provided by OAM, has been captured into current TS 38.300.
Proposal 1: It is proposed for RAN3 to capture the RAN1 agreement in draft CR to TS 38.300.


