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1. Introduction
This paper responds to [1] which addresses the scope pf LLS study. 
2. Discussion
[1] addresses the scope and applicability of LLS as below and proposes to take various situations such as interworking and/or co-existence with the existing system (E-UTRA and CPRI).
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The NG RANfis-a system formed by multiple types of radio-accesses. The main value added of the NG RAN is the-
ability to-make simultaneous and coordinated use of heterogeneous radio-accesses.

For-example, the NGRAN could serve a user by combining radio transmission from: «
-~ High frequency bands and low frequency bands.
-~ NR radio and LTE radio-
-~ Radios with numerous and multiple transmission points and radios with few/single transmission points.
-~ Existing radio architecture systems, ¢.g. CPRIbased, and new architecture systems, €.g. ¢CPRI based-
-~ Macro base stations, Pico base stations, Masternode and Secondary node.

In-addition:o

-- The NG RAN is-assumed to serve heterogeneous types of sliced services, where for-each device a-dedicated-
radio configuration might be needed.

-- The-above scenarios need to-be supported by-an opportune transport network, which needs to ensure coordinated-
and synchronised delivery of radio traffic to the UE..

It-appears that the discussion-on LLS -so far-has only-looked at-a very small range of the overall scenarios that may-
apply to-LLSarchitectures, i.e. the discussion focussed-on NR single connectivity via homogeneous radio. However, to-
study the case of LLS -architecture in-a holistic way more cases should be considered.

Conclusion1: The-Study-on-LLS should look at-all-possible cases of multi-connectivity, variety of end user-
devices to-be served-and transportnetworks deployed to-support-the system.






Regarding the interworking and co-existence with the existing system, as depicted in [2], it is assumed that the existing system (E-UTRA and CPRI) will not have tight-interwork and co-existence in the lower layer but in higher layer (i.e. PDCP) via Dual Connectivity (Figure1). Therefore, it is not entirely clear why RAN3 needs to address the cases presented in [1]. 
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> Below figures is an illustration ofthe overall architecture with (1) LTE assisted
NR operation, (2) EPC connectivity and (3) lower layer CU-DU split for NR node
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Figure1.

Regarding the other cases, e.g. interworking between lower frequency band and higher frequency band within NR, those carriers could be installed in different DUs such that each DU would be adapted with different split point, e.g. MAC-PHY or Intra-PHY for sub6Hz and MAC-PHY or PDCP-RLC for mmW. As per interworking between them, the interworking would be realized by DC or CA. The interworking in higher layer (i.e. DC) is not affected by how lower layer functions are split. Also, the interworking lower layer (i.e. CA) is not affected the selected split option since the scope of the lower layer split is Option 6 and Option7 which splits under MAC. 

While some example scenarios were raised in [1], it is not entirely clear whether RAN3 needs to consider them for the work considering the objective of this SI [3]. If there would be some impact on the work, for example, the selection of the split option, it should be identified as one of the evaluation criterion. 
Observation: It is not entirely clear whether/how RAN3 needs to consider the scenarios in [1] during the LLS SI. 
3. Conclusion
This paper responds to [1] which addresses the scope of LLS study and followings are observed:
Observation: It is not entirely clear whether/how RAN3 needs to consider the scenarios in [1] during the LLS SI.
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