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1 Introduction

This document is the summary of offline discussion on the following CB:

CB: # 12_Email_MobEnh_BLs_cleanups 

-  agree cleanup in 1653; revise BL CR (1588)

- revise and endorse as BL all CRs; check details

- check cleanups in 1714, 1715; revise/agree as TP if possible

- check interaction between SN STATUS TRANSFER and EARLY FORWARDING TRANSFER in 1637, 1638; revise/agree if possible

- check missing stage-2 details from the last progress in 2452, 1670; revise/agree as TP if possible

(HW - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202496
2 For the Chairman’s Notes


Interim summary：
The following are proposed to be endorsed as BLCR, since no comments received during the discussion.
R3-201544, endorsed as BL CR
R3-201545, endorsed as BL CR
R3-201585, endorsed as BL CR
R3-201587, endorsed as BL CR
R3-201588, endorsed as BL CR
The following are revised as per comments received during the discussion.
R3-201554, add impact statement, rev in R3-20xxxx endorsed as BL CR
R3-201565, add impact statement, rev in R3-20xxxx endorsed as BL CR
R3-201571, correct multiple authors, rev in R3-20xxxx endorsed as BL CR 
R3-201572, correct multiple authors, rev in R3-20xxxx endorsed as BL CR 
R3-201584, correct cover page and remove the part without changes, rev in R3-20xxxx endorsed as BL CR 
R3-201586, add impact statement, rev in R3-20xxxx endorsed as BL CR
R3-201589, need definitions for CHO and Conditional PSCell Change add impact statement, rev in R3-20xxxx endorsed as BL CR
The following TPs are agreed.
R3-201653, revert the change on criticality, rev in R3-20xxxx, agreed.
R3-201714, rev in R3-20xxxx, agreed.
R3-201715, rev in R3-20xxxx, agreed.

R3-202452, agreed
R3-201670, rev in R3-20xxxx, agreed.
The following are noted.

R3-201637, noted
R3-201638, noted
3 Discussion 

3.1 Issue 1: BL CRs review

The followings are the BLCRs submitted to this meeting. Please review them and provide your comments if any.

	No.
	Title
	Remark
	Comments

	R3-201544
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 LTE further mobility enhancement (Intel Corporation)
	CR0016r7, TS 36.420 v15.2.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Company 1]: Yes/No. Arguments…..

[Company 2]:

…

	R3-201545
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 NR mobility enhancement (Intel Corporation)
	CR0008r7, TS 38.420 v15.2.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	

	R3-201554
	TS38.470 Stage2 Introduction of Mobility Enhancement Features (ZTE, China Telecom, China Unicom)
	CR0063r1, TS 38.470 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Nokia] Is the impact statement needed?
[ZTE] yes, we may add up in revision.

	R3-201565
	TS37.340 Stage2 Introduction of Rel-16 Mobility Enhancement in MR-DC (ZTE, CATT, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Google, China Telecom)
	draftCRr, TS 37.340 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Nokia] Is the impact statement needed?
[ZTE] yes, we may add up in revision.

	R3-201571
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 LTE further mobility enhancements (CATT, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR1760r1, TS 36.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Nokia] Multiple authors of changes.

	R3-201572
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 NR mobility enhancement (CATT, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0362r1, TS 38.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Nokia] Multiple authors of changes.

	R3-201584
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 LTE further mobility enhancements (Intel Corporation)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Nokia] I think, if some part of the CR is to be removed because there are no changes, it is not necessary to mark it as a change – revisions are reserved for changes in the standard text.

	R3-201585
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 LTE further mobility enhancements (Huawei, Intel Corporation, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR1331r11, TS 36.423 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	

	R3-201586
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 NR mobility enhancement (Intel Corporation)
	draftCRr, TS 38.300 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Nokia] Is the impact statement needed?

	R3-201587
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 NR mobility enhancement (Intel Corporation, CATT, ZTE, Huawei)
	CR0110r3, TS 38.401 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	

	R3-201588
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 NR mobility enhancement (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Intel Corporation)
	CR0136r10, TS 38.423 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	

	R3-201589
	Baseline CR for introducing Rel-16 NR mobility enhancement (Ericsson, CATT)
	CR0481r6, TS 38.473 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B


	[Intel] Think we need definitions for CHO and Conditional PSCell Change as like in other BL CRs. 
[Nokia] Is the impact statement needed?


Summary: TBD.
3.2 Issue 2: TPs checking for BLCRs clean-up

Please provide your comments to the TPs below for BLCRs clean-up.

	No.
	Title
	Remark
	Comments

	R3-201653
	(TP for NR_Mob_enh BL CR for TS 38.423): Clean-up of the BL CR (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other


	

[INTEL]: Regarding the first bullet, the BL CR was already there as that the criticality of the DAPS indication is “ignore” in the request, and “reject” in the response. Seems no need to change.
[Nokia] I’m not sure if I get the comment all right… But as explained in the TP, if the target does not understand the request, it will not include the DAPS response and thus the HO will be executed as a classic one.
[Huawei] done

	R3-201714
	(TP for NR_Mob_enh BL CR for TS 38.473) Refine the Usage of UE CONTEXT MODIFICATION for Candidate Cell Modify and Cancel (ZTE)
	other

Move to 15.1
	[INTEL]: OK for C-ifCHOcancel, but think there is no need to delete/optimize “CHO-replace” and the corresponding descriptions.
[Nokia] Agree with Intel about the removal of “CHO-replace” – we’ve already discussed that for XnAP/X2AP.
[ZTE]: The F1 signaling situation is a bit different from Xn/X2AP case as explained in paper, but ok to revert the change for ““CHO-replace””, only keep “C-ifCHOcancel” part in revision.
[Huawei] seems converged, need revision.

	R3-201715
	(TP for NR_Mob_enh BL CR for TS 38.473) Further Clean-ups for Abnormal Conditions etc (ZTE)
	other

Move to 15.1
	[INTEL]: (1) for 8.3.1.4, the description should mention when “CHO-replace”, i.e., when Target gNB-DU UE F1AP ID IE is included.. (2) for 8.3.4.4, same comment, i.e., when “CHO-replace”. 
Other TPs seems OK, but would be good if we have definition for “conditional mobility” (or saying “conditional handover or PSCell change”). 
[ZTE]: ok, see revision.
[Huawei] seems converged , need revision.

	R3-201637
	TP for E-UTRA_Mob_enh BL CR for TS 36.423 Correction of Mis-usage of SN Status Transfer Message (ZTE)
	other

Move to 15.1
	[INTEL] We think this change is not needed. Referring to stage-2 looks enough.
[Nokia] Agree with intel. BTW, is "frozen E-RAB" defined anywhere?
[ZTE]: noted if no support.
[Huawei] ok the conclusion is noted.

	R3-201638
	TP for NR_Mob_enh BL CR for TS 38.423 Correction of Mis-usage of SN Status Transfer Message (ZTE)
	other

Move to 15.1
	[INTEL] Same as above
[ZTE]: noted if no support.
[Huawei] ok the conclusion is noted.

	R3-202452
	CR for introducing Rel-16 NR mobility enhancement (CATT, CMCC)
	CR0024r, TS 38.410 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

Move to 15.1
	

	R3-201670
	(TP for NR_Mob_enh BL CR for TS 38.401) Clarification of Multiple APID Usage in CHO and CPC (ZTE)
	other

Move to 15.1
	[INTEL] For conditional mobility, multiple UE AP IDs can be prepared for the same UE, but once executed, there will be always only one UE AP ID for a UE. The current wording needs revision to reflect this aspect. And E1AP part has not been concluded yet.
[Nokia] Not sure if this is needed -- the ID will be unique anyway, won’t it?
[ZTE]: yes! APID is always unique for identifying UE before and after. As Intel mentioned above, we try to describe the multiple APID allocation during CHO preparation, which is new NW behavior and worth be captured in stage2. see revision.
[Huawei] seems converged, need revision.



Summary: TBD.
4 Conclusion, Recommendations 

If needed

5 References

