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1 Introduction
This document aims to summarize the offline discussion on all BL CRs and TPs under agenda 6.1, the guidance for offline discussion is as follows:
CB: # 72bis_Email072bis-NPN_BLs
- note LS (0106); take into consideration SA1’s agreements as needed
- check details of all BLs and TPs; revise if needed
- endorse all BLs and TPs
The documents under 6.1 can be divided into three topics listed in the below table.
	ID
	Topic
	Contributions

	1
	LS from SA1 and Tdoc on RAN2 BL CR providing the NPN information from other WG 
	R3-200106, R3-200170

	2
	BL CRs for a double check
	R3-200047, R3-200048, R3-200049, R3-200050, R3-200051, R3-200052

	3
	New draft CR for 36.300 to introduce Non Public Networks in E-UTRA connected to 5GC
	R3-200152



For Topic#1, the two contributions (i.e. LS from SA1 (R3-200106) and RAN2 BL CR (R3-200170)) were provided the NPN information from SA1 and RAN2. This input information can be the reference to the further discussion on the related RAN3 NPN topics.
As Topic#1 has nothing needed to be discussed, so the discussion of this document focuses on the last two topics (Topic#2 and Topic#3). The summary of the offline discussion will be provided based on the company inputs. 

2	Discussion
Topic#2: BL CRs for a double check
For BL CRs, the agreements were as follows:
· [bookmark: _Hlk33184680]Agreed to have common CRs for PNI NPN and S-NPN
· Stage2 BL CRs maintainers: TS 38.300 Nok; TS 38.401 CT
· Stage3 BL CRs maintainers: TS 38.413 QC; TS 38.423 E///; TS 38.473 HW; TS 38.463 ZTE
These BL CRs in 6.1 are relatively stable as they were submitted a few days before the deadline for people reviewing. In this offline discussion, these BL CRs were made a double check. Companies are invited to provide your views in the table, an example is given with the blue words. 
	Company 
	BL CR for XXX
	Comments

	CT
	BL CR for 38.413 (R3-200051)
	[bookmark: _Toc20955249][bookmark: _Toc20954852][bookmark: _Toc20954881]The IE defined in 9.3.1.85	 Mobility Restriction List (i.e. NPN Mobility Information) is inconsistent with the descriptions in Section 8.6.2	, 8.3.1, 8.4.2	where the IE is named as ‘NPN Restriction Information’ . 

	
	
	

	
	
	



The inconsistent description in R3-200051 has been revised in R3-201336. 
If there were no further comments on these BL CRs, it is recommended to consider the following proposal for online discussion:
Proposal 1: The contributions (i.e. R3-200047, R3-200048, R3-200049, R3-200050, R3-200052,R3-201336) were endorsed as BL CRs.


Topic#3: New draft CR for 36.300
The contribution (R3-200152) proposes that the following the semantic description should be added in 36.300 in order to introduce the Non Public Networks in E-UTRA connected to 5GC.
	Next change
24.x Stand-Alone NPN
E-UTRA connected to 5GC supports Stand-Alone NPN (SNPN) and all corresponding functions as specified in TS 38.300 [79].

Next change
 24.y Public Network Integrated NPN
E-UTRA connected to 5GC supports Public Network Integrated NPN (PNI NPN) and all corresponding functions as specified in TS 38.300 [79].



Companies are invited to provide your views in the table
	Company 
	Comments

	Nokia
	Tdoc 152 is NOK given the status in RAN2 for ng-eNB.

	Qualcomm
	Above is also our understanding in terms of rel-16 progress, probably RAN3 is not in a position to make this decision by approving the CR unlilaterally.

	Huawei
	Same understanding as Nokia and QC. This section should be discussed in RAN2 instead.  

	ZTE
	For the second question listed in the draft, whether we need add stage2 text in TS36.300 to support NPN. On my understanding, TS38.300 covers NG-RAN node connects with 5GC (which includes both ng-eNB and gNB) , therefore, it seems there is no update needed for TS36.300.

	Vodafone
	According to TS 38.300 chapter 1, ‘E-UTRA connected to 5GC is covered in the 36 series’.

	Ericsson
	I guess we can say for sure that NPN for E-UTRA connected to 5GC will not be part of Rel-16. No time for that in RAN2. So this topic should be closed and respective TPs in the other Agenda Items agreed.
BTW, I thought that this Agenda Item should only check existing BL CRs with agreed content.

	CT
	This Topic should be discussed in RAN2.

	
	



Proposal 2: The topic of NPN support for ng-eNB should be discussed in RAN2 first.



3 Conclusions
Based on the e-mail discussion, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: The contributions (i.e. R3-200047, R3-200048, R3-200049, R3-200050, R3-200052, R3-201336) were endorsed as BL CRs.
Proposal 2: The topic of NPN support for ng-eNB should be discussed in RAN2 first.




