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1. Introduction
In R3-171514 at RAN3#96, the draftTS38.414 about NG-RAN NG Data Transport was endorsed as baseline. With the NR WID development, more agreements were achieved and become more stabilized. In this contribution, we shall continue updating the draftTS38.414 accordingly, taking the latest agreement into account.
2. Discussion
It has been agreed to name eNB in NG-RAN as ng-eNB.
NG interface consist of NG-C and NG-U, and in TS38.414, NG-U should be used more precisely instead of NG.
Proposal 1: To update draftTS38.414 as shown in [3].
In the [1] for Xn Data Transport, “flow” is used as below; while in current TS38.414, “PDU Session” is used. 
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RAN3 needs to discuss and fix whether both are OK or should be aligned between NG and Xn.

Proposal 2: To discuss and fix whether “flow” and/or “PDU Session” should be used in section 5.3 UDP/IP.
In [1] and [2], the section 5.4 Diffserv code point marking is maintained. RAN3 should ask SA2 whether “IP Differentiated Services code point marking (IETF RFC 2474 [4]) shall be supported”.

Proposal 3: To ask SA2 whether IP Differentiated Services code point marking shall be supported in 5G.
3. Conclusion
RAN3 is kindly asked to consider following proposals:
Proposal 1: To update draftTS38.414 as shown in [3].
Proposal 2: To discuss and fix whether “flow” and/or “PDU Session” should be used in section 5.3 UDP/IP.
Proposal 3: To ask SA2 whether IP Differentiated Services code point marking shall be supported in 5G.
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