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6 CBs treated online, CB#1 to CB#6

CB#1 is closed with all the BL CRs endorsed

CB#2, the summary of email discussion in R3-202520 was noted, the following three TPs are proposed to be approved:

R3-202697, R3-202621, R3-202622 

CB#3 is still open 

CB#4 is still open on proposal1
CB#5 is closed

CB#6, the summary of email discussion needs to be updated in R3-202707, R3-202625 is Agreed, the following TPs are proposed to be approved: R3-202705,R3-202706 
Agreements

Introduce the DL radio quality assistance information provided per RLC 

No other PDCP Duplication enhancement than the one already captured in the Baseline CR will be implemented in this NR-IIoT WI.

Agree to inform the redundant setup result in the response message
Agree to introduce the Used RSN value IE to inform the redundant setup result (This IE may need to be refined).

Agree to inform the redundant setup result in the response message in NGAP, XnAP and E1AP
Agree to modify E1AP specification to support solution 1
Agree to introduce RSN in Bearer Context Setup request message

Agree to introduce a new cause value (i.e., RSN not available for the UP) as the usage in other specification

Agree that F1AP is not needed to support solution1

WA: The identity of the Secondary RAN node is informed to SMF

Come backs

	17. NR Industrial IoT WI

WID [NR_IIoT]: RP-192324 (target: RAN #88-e) [TU: 2 (2)]

	17.1. General

Time plan, skeletons, BLs

	R3-201546
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.415 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0010r4, TS 38.415 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Endorsed as BL CR

	R3-201599
	NRIIOT Higher Layer Multi-Connectivity (CATT, Ericsson, Samsung, Huawei, ZTE, Nokia)
	draftCRr, TS 38.300 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Endorsed as BL CR

	R3-201600
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.413 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Huawei)
	CR0082r12, TS 38.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Endorsed as BL CR

	R3-201601
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.423 (Ericsson)
	CR0230r7, TS 38.423 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Endorsed as BL CR

	R3-201602
	Resource efficient PDCP duplication: enhancement 3 (Huawei, CMCC, Ericsson)
	CR0102r5, TS 38.425 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Endorsed as BL CR

	R3-201603
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.463 (ZTE)
	CR0154r7, TS 38.463 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Endorsed as BL CR

	R3-201604
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.473 (Huawei)
	CR0477r5, TS 38.473 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Endorsed as BL CR

	# NRIIOT1_Email_NRIIOT_BLs

- check details; revise if needed

- endorse all BL CRs and TPs

(Nok - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202519 withdrawn


	17.2. PDCP Duplication Enhancements

	17.2.1 PDCP Duplication for CA-only and for NR DC with CA

With up to 4 RLC entities configured by RRC

Pending RAN2 progress

QUOTA: 3

	R3-202142
	Correction of BL CR R3-201601 for NR_IIOT (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-201662
	On the use of the additional tunnels and their implementation (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	discussion



	R3-201663
	(TP for NR_IIoT BL CR for TS 38.423): Correction of the use of the additional tunnels (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-201697
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.423) Clarification on primary LCID for split bearer operation (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201698
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.473) Clarification on primary LCID for split bearer operation (ZTE)
	other



	R3-202143
	Correction of BL CR related to the PDCP Duplication for more than copies (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202144
	Resolve FFS related to the PDCP Duplication (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202145
	Resolve FFS related to the PDCP Duplication (Ericsson)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT2_Email_NRIIoT_PDCPdup_morethan2

- primary LCID of CG used for split bearer operation, stage3 updates for XnAP, F1AP? (ZTE)

- whether a separate tunnel per RLC entity for transmission of copies in DL is optional? (Nok)

- revise/merge as needed; go for agreement

- corrections for BL CRs, e.g. clarification on Additional PDCP duplication TNL is defined as DRB leve, decouple the PDCP Duplication IE and the Additional PDCP duplication Information, the max number of  the PDCP Duplication TNL?  Revise, if agreeable (E///, NN)

(ZTE - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202520 noted
1663 rev in R3-202620
HW: Issue on the max value of TNL tunnel, 2 or 3? Two different IEs or reusing the current one in this version?

E///: Number 3 is fine. ASN.1 to be added. Exceed 3 seems not needed.

HW: 3 gives wrong sense that the second TNL IE will not be used
Rev in R3-202697
2143 rev in R3-202621
HW:Need more time for checking
1698 rev in R3-202622 
HW:Need more time for checking



	17.2.2 Dynamic Control

How a set or subset of configured RLC entities or legs is used for PDCP duplication

QUOTA: 4 (was 2)

	R3-201664
	Coordination of UL and DL transmission for multiplication over up to 4 RLCs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	discussion



	R3-201665
	(TPs for NR_IIoT BL CRs for TS 38.423): Enabling coordination for DL and UL multiplication over up to 4 RLCs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-201666
	(TPs for NR_IIoT BL CRs for TS 38.425): Enabling assistance information for DL coordination of the multiplication over up to 4 RLCs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-201667
	Response LS on Network Coordination for UL PDCP Duplication (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	LS out



	R3-201699
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.423) PDCP duplication coordination (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201700
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.473) PDCP duplication coordination (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201701
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.463) PDCP duplication coordination (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201702
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.425) PDCP duplication coordination (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201952
	Discussion on Dynamic control of PDCP Duplication (CATT)
	discussion



	R3-201953
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.425)Discussion on Dynamic control of PDCP Duplication (CATT)
	other



	R3-202324
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.425): Assistance information for DL PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities (Huawei, CMCC)
	other



	R3-202325
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.425): Dynamic control of UL duplication- activation suggestion (Huawei)
	other



	R3-202326
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.425): Dynamic control of UL duplication - assistance information (Huawei)
	other



	R3-202327
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on coordination for UL duplication (Huawei)
	LS out



	R3-202437
	Dynamic control of PDCP duplication (China Mobile International Ltd)
	discussion



	R3-202321
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.423): PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities (Huawei)
	other



	R3-202322
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.463): PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities (Huawei)
	other



	R3-202323
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.473): PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities (Huawei)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT3_Email_NRIIoT_PDCPdup_ctrl

-  UL transmission for multiplication over up to 4 RLCs:

enable signalling where the nodes coordinate which RLCs each of them controls? (Nok)

the hosting node to decide about the split of RLCs in the UE between the nodes, fix number or coordination solution? (Nok, ZTE, HW)
initial UL activation state of each RLC entity, and the pre-configured LCID for each RLC entity shall be indicated by assisting node via control plane signaling? (ZTE) or indicate initial RLC duplication activation state of the secondary RLC entities in reqeuset ? (HW)

the UL duplication activation status of all RLC entities can be exchanged via user plane between two nodes? (ZTE, CATT) or the UL duplication activation suggestion and LCH ID can be exchanged via user plane between two nodes?(HW) 

exchange the Radio Quality Assistance Information/UL Radio Quality Index between two nodes? (ZTE, HW)

each node decides its own UL RLC selection? (Nok, CATT, ZTE), or PDCP decides UL RLC selection? (HW)

-  DL transmission for multiplication over up to 4 RLCs:

allows the hosting node to inform the assisting node about the min and max number of copies to be sent towards the UE? (Nok)

Reuse the PDCP Duplication Activation Suggestion per RLC entity for DL Duplication coordination between two nodes? (Nok, CATT, ZTE, CMCC)
clarification on radio quality assistance information& PDCP Duplication Activation Suggestion per DRB or per RLC entity? (HW, CMCC)
- reply LS to RAN2 on Network Coordination for UL PDCP Duplication, if agreeable? (HW, Nok)
- attempt to converge on minimum agreeable set; if so, revise/merge as needed, split work
(CATT - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202521 rev in R3-202703
UL PDCP duplication

Which node control the UL duplication activation of RLC entity? 

The MAC CE that may be controlled independently and dynamically by the MN and the SN

Nok: Comment on some information exchange relating to the RLC entities between the two gNBs does not work

ZTE: MN and SN control the MAC CE individually, it is also related to RAN3

E///: Agree with Nok, MAC CE status is quite dynamic

HW:Do not need to challenge RAN2’s agreement, we can discuss how to co-ordinate each other in RAN3, delay issue can be taken account

Nok: RAN2 has the assumption that it enables very quickly MAC CE status change. The benefits of dynamic control will be lost due to the latency. Nok proposes semi-static control, e.g., which RLC entities are controlled by SN should be informed

ZTE: UE should know which RLC entities from MN/SN via SCG config, both MN and SN can control its own status dynamically

Hw: Nok’s solution breaks RAN2’s conclusion. UP enhancements to achieve the co-ordination, MN and SN can exchange the assistance information

Nok: RAN2 solution is broken by default...

HW: For MN terminated bearer, the SN transfers the assistance infor to MN

Initial UL duplication configuration
- The number of allowed activated RLC entities from the hosting node to assisting node

 Fixed number or range ?

- Which node determines the initial UL activation status?

HW: the hosting node, same as R15 

ZTE: In R15, the initial UL duplication is per DRB which can work under two legs, while in R16, the initial UL duplication is per RLC. Without knowing the LCID and primary LCID from assisting node, how could the hosting node can configure the initial activation status of each RLC properly? Primary LCID should also be configured in RRC message.
HW:the hosting node can decide how many RLC entities should be activated initially. 

E///: Initial activation status should be configured by the hosting node

ZTE:The primary leg should always be configured as activated at the initial stage. Only the assisting node knows which one is primary LCID
Samsung: The hosting node knows the primary LCID? 

Assistance information exchange between RLC entities
- UL PDCP duplication activation status

- UL Radio quality index

- assistance information per RLC in DDDS

- LCH ID

Nok: We have no common understanding on which node will decide the RLC status, it should be solved later

HW: Remove the first bullet, it is not realistic
ZTE: Can live without the first bullet
DL PDCP duplication

Introduce the DL activation suggestion per RLC or per DRB
E///: The assisting node can merge all the suggestion of the RLC entities for one DRB, the  the DL activation suggestion per DRB level

Nok: In the very beginning, that Nok proposes to indication of the number of copies towards the assisting node, if it should be per DRB granularity, why separate tunnels are needed?

E///: It’s much easier to let the hosting node establish the separate tunnels when the duplication has decided, which is already existed now.

HW: Support the DL activation suggestion per RLC

ZTE: the DL activation suggestion is per RLC, just modify the text in TS38.425 to describe that the DL activation suggestion is per RLC

CATT: per DRB level will introduce unnecessary delay

Samsung: DDDS is sent from each tunnel, it implicitly to be per RLC

Nok: There has the possibility that the number of UL tunnels is different with DL tunnels

ZTE: The compromised way is keeping the spec unchanged, but the the DL activation suggestion per DRB means the status of all the RLC entities
Introduce the DL radio quality assistance information provided per RLC 

- introduce the flag for per RLC report 

- just update the text description without flag

- whether we use one DDDS for one RLC report or combine all the report of RLC entities in one DDDS

Nok:Comments on bullet2,  there has the possibility that the number of UL tunnels is different with DL tunnels

HW: The scenario raised by Nok is wrong...In R15, it is not possible, but in R16, Nok thinks it is possible, check with RAN2?
ZTE: Question on the scenario

For example, one RLC in UL, and 3 RLCs in DL?



	17.2.3 Enhancements for More Efficient DL PDCP Duplication

QUOTA: 2

Without UE impact – provided that gains can be confirmed with a reasonable complexity

Proposed list of potential enhancements for further discussion (other solutions are not precluded):

Enh1: Allow assigning “discard timer” to each PDU transmitted from the hosting node to the assisting node / DU.

Enh2: Allow assigning “hold on” flag to each PDU transmitted from the hosting node to the assisting node / DU; then, explicit “go” command is needed to indicate the PDU shall be transmitted (if the command does not arrive before the validity timer expires, the PDU is discarded at the assisting node / DU).

Enh3: Allow reporting delivery of any PDU, not only those delivered in order.

Previous proposed WF on evaluation and down-selection of solutions: R3-197707, noted

	R3-201668
	Even more simplified solution to make duplication actually more efficient (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	discussion



	R3-201669
	(TP for NR_IIoT BL CR for TS 38.425): Increasing duplication efficiency by avoiding unnecessary duplication (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-201703
	TP for enhancement1 for more efficient PDCP duplication to TS38.425 (ZTE)
	other



	R3-202146
	Further discussion on Enhancements for More Efficient DL PDCP Duplication (Ericsson)
	discussion



	R3-202147
	Enhancement on Resource efficient PDCP duplication, enh 3 (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202328
	Resource efficient PDCP duplication (Huawei)
	discussion



	CB: # NRIIOT4_Email_NRIIoT_PDCPdup_enh

- there are three options for enh1:

Option 1: Adding the time stamp, and the assisting node can decide according to the left PDB. (ZTE)
Option 2: Adding discarding timer, and the assisting node postpones transmitting such PDU until the timer expires. (Nok)
Option 3: Adding discarding timer, only those not scheduled and delivered within the time packets can be dropped upon expiration. (HW, E///)
- attempt to converge,no agreement -> no enhancement 

- Add the Request OutOfSeq Report Flag to trigger sending the successfully delivered out of sequence PDCP Sequence Number in the DDDS for enh3? (E///)
(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202522 rev in R3-202704
RAN3 to agree Enhancement on Resource efficient PDCP duplication: enh 3 captured in TP R3-202147.

HW: the assisting node can always send the information towards the hosting node, why do we need this enhancement?

E///: The hosting node should inform the assisting node whether such infor is needed or not, and it has already been discussed in SI

Nok: What’s the benefits to have this? If this flag is introduced, the hosting node needs to differentiate the reports

E///:This solution has been concluded in R16 SI.

Nok: No enhancement makes it simple

E///:The conclusion in SI was made with compromise spirit. It reduces the load burden.The companies change their mind should explain the reason on position change.
No other PDCP Duplication enhancement than the one already captured in the Baseline CR will be implemented in this NR-IIoT WI.



	17.2.4 Related to Higher Layer Multi-Connectivity

QUOTA: 5 (was 8)
Based on SA2 progress and request

Sol1:

The following aspects should be supported in st3, st2:

- Redundancy indication for duplicated PDU Sessions (either by PDU session pair or RSN, or both, depending on feedback from SA2)

- the RAN can configure dual connectivity in one NG-RAN node or two NG-RAN nodes for the two redundant PDU sessions

Sol4:
The following aspects should be supported in st3, st2: 

- Redundancy indication for duplicated QoS flows and the redundant indicator is included at same level of QoS Flow Level QoS parameters

- Two NG UP tunnels for one PDU session with duplicated QoS flows.

Previous summary of offline disc. in R3-197708, noted

	17.2.4.1. Common (Stage 2)

	R3-202329
	Higher layer duplication for TS 37.340 (Huawei)
	draftCRr, TS 37.340 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. 



	# NRIIOT5_Email_NRIIoT_HLmulticonn_st2

-  whether stage2 BL CR for TS37.340 is needed?
- if agreeable, check details and revise as needed

(HW - moderator)
Summary of offline disc R3-202523 noted
Yes or no for the TP?

E///: No


	17.2.4.2. Solution #1

Previous summary of offline disc. in R3-201182, noted

only use the RSN information for redundant PDU session handling in R16

Carry the RSN information in the NG procedure: PDU Session Resource Setup, Handover Resource Allocation and the IE: PDU Session Resource Setup Request Transfer

Carry the RSN in in the Xn procedure: S-NG-RAN node Addition Preparation, M-NG-RAN node initiated S-NG-RAN node Modification Preparation, Handover Preparation and the IE: PDU Session Resource Setup Info – SN terminated, PDU Session Resources To Be Setup List

Introduce the cause value in impacted interface: RSN not available for the UP

List the open issue for further discussion in the future:

Whether the E1 CR is needed

Whether the F1 CR is needed

Whether and how to inform the redundant setup result in the response message

Whether SN node transfers the disjoint UP path information to MN is needed

Whether the identity of the Secondary RAN node is informed to SMF

To be continued...

	R3-201704
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS38.413): Redundant PDU session establishment (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201705
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS38.423): Redundant PDU session establishment (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201706
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS38.463): Redundant PDU session establishment (ZTE)
	other



	R3-201954
	Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	discussion



	R3-201955
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.413)Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	other



	R3-201956
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.423)Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	other



	R3-201957
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.463)Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	other



	R3-202073
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.413) Redundant PDU session setup (Samsung)
	other



	R3-202148
	Discussions on remaining issues related to Sol 1 for Higher Layer Multi-Connectivity (Ericsson)
	discussion



	R3-202149
	Include the used RSN in the response (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202150
	Include the used RSN in the response (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202151
	Introducing the Used RSN to E1AP (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202152
	Introducing RSN Information to E1AP (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202276
	Discussion on open issues for Solution #1 (LG Electronics)
	discussion



	R3-202277
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.413): Introduction of Redundant Transmission Information for Solution #1 (LG Electronics)
	other



	R3-202278
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.463): Introduction of Redundant Transmission Information for Solution #1 (LG Electronics)
	other



	R3-202330
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.473): Higher layer duplication for solution 1 (Huawei)
	other



	R3-202331
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.463): Higher layer duplication for solution 1 (Huawei)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT6_Email_NRIIoT_HLmulticonn_sol1

- E1AP: introducing the RSN value in the request and response message? (ZTE, Ericsson,CATT,LG,HW)

- F1AP: whether F1AP CR is needed? No (CATT, LG) Yes (HW), and add the RSN value in request and the IE: QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters (associated with the PDU Session ID)

- Whether and how to inform the redundant setup result in the response message? 

 Introducing the used RSN value IE  over NG/XN response Msg (ZTE, E///, LG) or introudcing Redundant setup failure indication in Response message ( True or false)  over  NG/XN (CATT, Samsung)

     Not needed (HW)

- the SN node transfers the disjoint UP path information to MN is not needed? (LG, HW)

- add the identity of the Secondary RAN node into N2 SM information in the below NG procedure? Yes: Samsung No: HW
- converge around a minimum agreeable set; if agreeable, split work, revise/merge; go for agreement

(ZTE - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202524 Rev in R3-202707
1955 rev in R3-202623 rev in R3-202705
HW: whether the used RSN value should be sent, two options:

- simple indication

- used RSN value

Add the note that this IE can be refined later

E///: Fine with that  the identity of the Secondary RAN node is introduced with FFS. Some progress in used RSN, but the coding is FFS
2150 rev in R3-202624 Rev in R3-202706
1706 rev in R3-202625 Agreed
Propose to capture the following:

Agree to inform the redundant setup result in the response message
Agree to introduce the Used RSN value IE to inform the redundant setup result (This IE may need to be refined).

Agree to inform the redundant setup result in the response message in NGAP, XnAP and E1AP
Agree to modify E1AP specification to support solution 1
Agree to introduce RSN in Bearer Context Setup request message

Agree to introduce a new cause value (i.e., RSN not available for the UP) as the usage in other specification

Agree that F1AP is not needed to support solution1

WA: The identity of the Secondary RAN node is informed to SMF

Companies are encouraged to do further checking for next meeting
Open issues:

Issue 1: Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message

Issue 2: Whether to introduce RSN in Bearer Context modification request message
Issue 3: Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context modification response message


	17.2.4.3. Solution #4

	R3-201821
	(TP for BL CR NR IIoT for 38.413) Correction of redundant tunnels (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-201822
	(TP for BL CR NR IIoT for 38.423) Correction of redundant tunnels (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-201823
	(TP for BL CR NR IIoT for 38.463) Correction of redundant tunnels (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT7_Email_NRIIoT_HLmulticonn_sol4

- modify the description of the Redundant QoS Flow Information IE in the PDU session Modify Transfer IE from ENUMERATED (true, false) to ENUMERATED (start, stop)
- revise/merge as needed

(Nok - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202525
1821 rev in R3-202582
1822 rev in R3-202583
1823 rev in R3-202584


	17.3. Time Sensitive Communication Related Enhancements

QUOTA: 2 (was 4)

TSCAI which can provide downlink and uplink information simultaneously NGAP, XnAP and F1AP specification.

In R16, SIB9 is encoded by the gNB-CU (as in Release 15). However, the gNB-DU may additionally“re-write/refresh/re-encode”the SIB9 contents with the time reference information available at the gNB-DU.

unicast RRC signaling used for accurate reference timing delivery should be encoded in gNB-CU

For dynamic CN PDB, granularity less than 0.5ms is needed (exact value FFS)

For TSC, introduce the TSC Assistance Information IE outside the QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters IE

All TSN-related issues seem to have been addressed…

	17.3.1 Common

	17.3.2 TSC Assistance Information

	R3-202332
	(TP for NR_IIoT BL CR for TS 38.300) : Introduction of CN PDB and TSC parameters (Huawei)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT8_Email_NRIIoT_TSC_assist_info

- capture the CN PDB and TSC assistance information for DL and UL into stage 2 TS 38.300? (HW)

- rev if needed; check details

(HW - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202526


	17.3.3 Time Reference Information

	R3-202153
	Correction related to the Reference Time reporting (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202333
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.473): Reference timing information (Huawei)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT9_Email_NRIIoT_time_ref_info

-  It is incorrect to mandate the DU to support the reference time information reporting, change “shall” to  “shall, if supported” ? (E///)

- the UTC reference timing in SIB9 should be obtained from gNB-DU similar to 5G accurate reference time?  (HW)

- the reference time type shall be indicated in Reporting Request Type from gNB-CU in terms of UTC only, 5G only or UTC and 5G? (HW)
- revise/merge if needed

(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202527


	17.4. Ethernet Type Bearer Signaling in NG-RAN

QUOTA: 3 (was 2)
Previous  summary of offline disc.: R3-201204 (noted)

BL CRs endorsed at the last meeting

Pending RAN2 progress…

	R3-201548
	Support of Ethernet Header Compression (Huawei, Samsung, CMCC)
	CR0313r1, TS 38.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-201549
	Support of Ethernet Header Compression (Huawei)
	CR0478r1, TS 38.463 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-201552
	Support of Ethernet Type Bearer (Huawei, Vodafone, Nokia)
	CR1691r6, TS 36.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-201553
	Support of Ethernet Type Bearer (Huawei, Vodafone, Nokia)
	CR1340r6, TS 36.423 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-201673
	TP to Ethernet BLCR 38.463 on EHC parameters (Huawei, CMCC)
	other



	R3-201674
	(TP to BL CR#1691 “Support of Ethernet Type Bearer” for TS36.413) Update of non IP Type to Ethernet Type (Huawei, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, CMCC)
	other



	R3-201675
	(TP to BL CR#1340 “Support of Ethernet Type Bearer” for TS36.423) Update of non IP Type to Ethernet Type (Huawei, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, CMCC)
	other



	R3-201734
	TP to Ethernet BL CR 38.463 on support RoCH and EHC (Huawei, Vodafone)
	other



	R3-202169
	Support of Ethernet type (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0034r, TS 38.460 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-202170
	(TP for baseline CR on Ethernet for TS 38.463) Correction of Ethernet type (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-202171
	(TP for baseline CR on Ethernet for TS 38.413) Correction of ethernet type (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT10_Email_Ethernet_Type_Bearer_Signaling

-  check BL CRs from last meeting

-  define the detailed EHC parameters based on the progress of RAN2, remove FFS
-  Introduce new Non IP Type IE to indicate Ethernet Type over S1 and X2 in BL CR,  whether to rename the new Non-IP IE to Ethernet Type IE and update the text accordingly? (Huawei, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, CMCC)
- add stage2 text for TS38.460?  (Nok)

- procedure text update for E1AP and abnormal handling? (HW, Vodafone, Nok)
- revise/merge as needed, split work
(Nok - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202528


	17.5. Others

QUOTA: 1


