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1
Introduction
This paper discusses and proposes the general considerations for deployment option 4/4a and option 7/7a (Non-standalone, NGC connected scenario). TP is also provided for the TR 38.801. 
2
Discussion
2.1
General approach for Xn
At the RAN3#93, it was agreed to use Xn interface between gNBs and between eLTE eNB and gNB (i.e. in Option 4/4a and Option 7/7a). Since NR will be independently evolved from LTE, we propose to firstly define Xn for a connection between gNBs, and adopt it to Option 4/4a and Option 7/7a.

Proposal 1:
RAN3 agrees to design Xn for a connection between gNBs to ensure the requirement of independent evolution of NR and LTE, and adopt Xn for Option 4/4a and Option 7/7a.
2.2
Interface for a connection between eLTE eNBs
At the RAN3#93, it was clarified that eLTE eNB is part of New RAN, which is connected with NGC. Therefore, it is essential to adopt the same interface Xn for this case as well. X2 can be assumed to be used between LTE eNBs connecting with EPC.

Proposal 2:
RAN3 agrees to adopt Xn for a connection between eLTE eNBs.

Proposal 3:
RAN3 agrees on TP for the TR.

3
Conclusion
Proposal 1:
RAN3 agrees to design Xn for a connection between gNBs to ensure the requirement of independent evolution of NR and LTE, and adopt Xn for Option 4/4a and Option 7/7a.

Proposal 2:
RAN3 agrees to adopt Xn for a connection between eLTE eNBs.

Proposal 3:
RAN3 agrees on TP for the TR.

Appendix: Text Proposal for TR 38.801
Beginning of Text Proposal
6.3.3
RAN internal interface
6.3.3.1
Xn Interface

The interface allowing to interconnect two gNBs or two eLTE eNBs or one gNB and one eLTE eNB with each other is referred to as the Xn interface.

End of Text Proposal
