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1 Introduction

CB: # AIRAN5_F1E1

- Discuss the WA and open issue above

- UE performance feedback transmission over E1?

(moderator - CMCC)

Summary of offline disc R3-235748
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
WA: Defining new procedures to transfer the measured EC over F1 follows the design over Xn. 
The following overwrites the above WA: enhancements to support AI/ML for split RAN architecture are not pursued in R18.
3 Discussion 

3.1 Enhancement of F1 interface
During the online discussion, we have got the following WA about the enhancement of F1 interface on measured EC transmission:
WA: Defining new procedures to transfer the measured EC over F1 follows the design over Xn. 
Q1. Do you agree to turn WA into agreement? 
The following overwrites the above WA: enhancements to support AI/ML for split RAN architecture are not pursued in R18.
If Q1 is agreed, the encoding of measured EC should be discussed.

Q2. Do you agree to encode measured EC in the same way as Xn interface, i.e., INTEGER (0..10000,…)? 
3.2 Enhancement of E1 interface
Q3. Considered there is only one meeting left in Rel-18, companies are invited to express your view on whether to discuss enhancement of E1 interface in Rel-18 or postpone to Rel-19, or which information is essential to be discussed in Rel-18?  

If we agree to discuss take some enhancements in E1 interface. During the online discussion, there is an FFS left on the measured EC is needed to be transferred from gNB-CU-UP to gNB-CU-CP: 
Transfer the measured EC from UP to CP?

Besides, the UE performance feedback also mentioned to be transferred over E1 interface, including the following UE performance metrics:

· Average UE Throughput DL
· Average UE Throughput UL
· Average Packet Loss
· Average Packet Delay
Q4: Do you agree to transfer the below metrics from gNB-CU-UP to gNB-CU-CP? Companies are invited to express their views on which UE performance metrics are needed to be transmitted over E1?
a. measured EC
b. UE Performance Feedback
a) Average UE Throughput DL

b) Average UE Throughput UL

c) Average Packet Loss

d) Average Packet Delay
Q5: If Q4 is agreed, whether to define a new procedure or reuse existing procedures to transfer the measured EC over E1 interface? 

3.3 Potential TPs
For the impact of F1&E1 interface for AI/ML RAN, R3-235430 provides the TP for 38.401, R3-235242 provides the TP for 38.470.

Q6: Do you agree those TPs?
4 Conclusion

TBD
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