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1 Introduction

CB: # 8_R17SONMDT_Others

- Check the incoming LSs

- Whether and how to support beam measurement reports in RAN3, LS reply to SA5?
- SHR: Enable to send the source cell C-RNTI and mobility information together with the SHR from source to target node? Stage2 updates?
- PSCell change failure: Correction on stage-2 description for MRO PSCell change failure?
- Inter-system load balance: Clean up the IE handling and ASN.1 for Inter-system load balancing?
- Mobility Load balance: Correction on report characteristics for MLB over Xn and F1?
- CCO: Inclusion of CCO Issue Detection over Xn?
- NR-U: MLB enhancement for NR-U over Xn and F1?
- MDT: Add an indicator in MDT configuration for collection of EMRs in logged MDT? Rename “M6 Delay Threshold” to “Excess Packet Delay” and extend it to support multiple threshold values?

- Misalignment between RAN2 and RAN3 on Excess Packet Delay?
- Check details of other stage2/3 updates, provide CRs if agreeable

(HW - moderator)
Proposed deadlines:

· Phase 1: Deadline Friday 19th 1300 UTC
· Phase 2: Deadline Tuesday 23rd 0800 UTC
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-20xxxa, R3-20xxxc merged

R3-20xxxc rev [in xxxg] – agreed

R3-20xxxd rev [in xxxh] – agreed

R3-20xxxe rev [in xxxi] – agreed

R3-20xxxf rev [in xxxj] – endorsed

Propose to capture the following:

Agreement text…
Agreement text…

WA: carefully crafted text…

Issue 1: no consensus

Issue 2: issue is acknowledged; need to further check the impact on xxx. May be possible to address with a pure st2 change. To be continued…
3 Discussion - Phase 1
3.1 Corrections not impacting functionality
a) R3-224272 contains some corrections to the specification related to inter system load balance. 
b) R3-224273 also contains corrections related to inter system load balancing. These changes to ASN.1 that are not backwards compatible.
c) R3-224441 contains a correction related to ProtocolIE-ID/ProcedureCode. These changes to ASN.1 are not backwards compatible.
d) R3-224950 and R3-224951 contains a clarification related to periodic measurements

Q1: any objections to agreeing these corrections a-d?

	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.2 Incoming LS

Two incoming LS are received:

a. Incoming LS R3-224225 (RACH NSA Measurements) contains the response from SA5 in which SA5 respond to RAN3’s questions and asks RAN3 group to review the original SA5 contribution (S5-222816/R3-223062)
b. Incoming LS R3-224223 (beam measurement) contains some clarifications from SA5 and a request to provide further input on whether OAM support should be provided to 1) indicate whether beam indexes and/or beam measurements are needed, and 2) whether specific beam measurements should be specified for collection (RSRP/RSRQ/SINR). Input papers in R3-224486 and R3-224684 propose to enhance the M1 Measurement configuration. 

Q2: Questions to the topics above

a.1) Any spec impact? 
a.2) Any response needed?

b.1) Can the proposals for be agreed? Any preference on flavor? 

b.2) Any response needed? 
	Company
	Comment for a1, a2, b1,b2

	
	

	
	

	
	


3.3 Successful handover report
Input papers R3-224536, R3-224537, R3-224538, R3-224539 propose to: 
a) Include C-RNTI and mobility information in information sent from target to source cell to enable correlation with a mobility event in source
b) Specify how information is forwarded between nodes, since the report can be retrieved by the network in either target or another cell. The proposal also includes a general description for stage2.
c) Move one of the failure cases for MRO to SHR description in st2, since this case uses input from SHR as input-.

Input paper R3-224883 also propose to capture SHR in stage 2 with the following difference to option b:

d) only specifies that the information is sent to the source node.
Q3: Which of the above corrections are agreeable. If no, please indicate why this change is not needed.
	Company
	Agreeable Options 
(a, b, c, d)
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


3.4 MRO PSCell change failure 
The following input papers propose changes to 38.300 section 15.5.2.6

a) R3-224250
b) R3-224883 

Q4: Are the corrections needed? Any preference for the two different flavors? If no, please indicate why this change is not needed.
	Company
	Corrections needed (Y/N)
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


3.5 CCO
Input paper in R3-224819 propose to introduce the CCO Issue detection IE to convey the underlying reason for a CCO event. 
Q5: Is this new IE agreeable? If no, please indicate why this change is not needed.
	Company
	Agreeable (Y/N)
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


3.6 NR-U
The two topics are the remaining issues of last meeting.

Papers in R3-224844/R3-224845/ R3-224846 propose to 
a) exchange the Channel Occupancy Time Percentage of neighbor cells. 

While papers in R3-224683 propose to:

b) Introduce radio resource status and CAC per NR-U channel.

c) Change Energy Detection Threshold to Energy Detection Threshold for DL.

d) Change the semantics description for Channel occupancy time percentage DL from cell level to NR-U channel level.

Q6: AWhich proposals are agreeable? If no, please indicate why this change is not needed.
	Company
	Agreeable (a, b, c, d)
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


3.7 MDT 

The following proposals are related to MDT:

a) Excess Packet Delay - R3-224681 continues the discussion of last meeting, and proposes to rename “M6 Delay Threshold” to “Excess Packet Delay” and extend it to support multiple threshold values. R3-224930 also has the similar proposals for rel-17.
b) Early measurement collection - R3-224682 proposes to add an indicator in MDT configuration for collection of EMRs in logged MDT. Because such indication was introduced to logged MDT by RAN2 last meeting. By that, operators may be able to control when to collect the EMRs from UE.

Q7: Are the proposal and the embedded CRs agreeable? If no, please indicate why this change is not needed.
	Company
	Agreeable (a, b,)
	Comment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


4 Discussion - Phase 2

<if needed>
5 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
6 References

