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1	Introduction
During RAN3#111-e, the following agreements have been made for the Signalling Transport applicable to LTE CP-UP separation:
Common understanding is that the same principles as for all current RAN3 interfaces are kept
- Use SCTP as transport bearer for AP signaling
- Reuse the E1 signaling bearer protocol stack for the new interface 
- The same functions as specified for E1 signaling bearer should also be supported over the new interface
- DTLS over SCTP should be supported
- Multiple SCTP endpoints per CP/UP pair should be supported
- The first SCTP association could be triggered either by CP or by UP, but the additional SCTP associations should be initiated by UP
- SCTP multi-homing should also be supported
-	Continue to discuss if anything is missing; To be continued...
This contribution aims at continuing this discussion based on the agreements from the previous meeting.
2	Discussion 
Based on the agreements from the previous meeting we believe that TS38.462 can be taken as baseline for the E1 Signaling Transport for eNB CP-UP separation.
The following provide the proposed set of updates on the base specification:
The scope of the document needs to be updated to reference the new logical entities. The text below provides the proposed set of changes:
The present document specifies the standards for Signalling Transport to be used across the E1 interface. The E1 interface provides means for the interconnection of gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP, or for the interconnection of ng-eNB-CU-CP and ng-eNB-CU-UP within the NG-RAN architecture (TS 38.401 [2]). The E1 interface also provides means for the interconnection of eNB* and eNB-UP within the E-UTRAN architecture (TS 36.401 [x]).
Proposal 1: Update the Scope of TS38.462 as suggested above
The References clause needs to be updated with the specifications that are relevant to the eNB CU-UP separation, in particular TS 36.401, TS 37.470 and other relevant specs
 Proposal 2: Update the References clause of TS38.462 with the specs relevant to the LTE CU-UP seperation
[bookmark: _Hlk69809464]The Definitions clause needs to be updated with the terms that are relevant to the eNB CU-UP separation, in particular eNB*, eNB-UP, ng-eNB-CU, ng-eNB-DU, ng-eNB-CU-CP, ng-eNB-CU-UP and other relevant terms.
[bookmark: _Hlk69810003]Proposal 3: Update the Definitions clause of TS38.462 with the terms relevant to the LTE CU-UP seperation
Based on the agreements from the previous meeting on protocol stacks there does not seem to exist any need to update Clauses 4 and 5.
Proposal 4: Clauses 4.1	Function and protocol stack and Clause 5 Data link layer can be left unchanged
In Clause 6, only few occurrences of gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP appear. In this case it could be easier to add the new eNB logical entities names to each occurrence of gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP.
Proposal 5: For Clause 6 IP layer, add the new eNB logical entities names to each occurrence of the gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP
In Clause 7, the occurrences of the NR logical nodes are much more present than in the clause 6. The same solution cannot be applied. However, it can be seen that the different CP entities (e.g. ng-eNB-CU-CP, gNB-CU-CP) are equivalent when looking at the relationship they have with the UP entities (e.g. ng-eNB-CU-UP, gNB-CU-UP). The same equivalence can be found for the different UP entities. Therefore, it is proposed to add a note at the beginning of this clause, establishing equivalence between the logical entities i.e.:
· [bookmark: _Hlk69811584][bookmark: _Hlk69811606][bookmark: _Hlk69811621]gNB-CU-CP = eNB* = ng-eNB-CU-CP
· gNB-CU-UP = eNB-UP = ng-eNB-CU-UP
In particular, the following sentence should be inserted at the beginning of clause 7:
All functions specified for a gNB-CU-CP are equally applicable for an eNB* and ng-eNB-CU-CP, unless otherwise stated, and all functions specified for a gNB-CU-UP are equally applicable for an eNB-UP and ng-eNB-CU-UP, unless otherwise stated.
Proposal 6: For clause 7 Transport layer, add a note establishing the equivalence between all the CP logical entities and between all the UP logical entities
Proposal 7: Accept the changes requested in the associated CR, R3-212197.
3	Conclusion
In this contribution the CP-UP separation for eNBs has been discussed, and the following observations and proposals have been made:
Proposal 1: Update the Scope of TS38.462 as suggested above
Proposal 2: Update the References clause of TS38.462 with the specs relevant to the LTE CU-UP separation
Proposal 3: Update the Definitions clause of TS38.462 with the terms relevant to the LTE CU-UP separation
Proposal 4: Clauses 4.1	Function and protocol stack and Clause 5 Data link layer can be left unchanged
Proposal 5: For Clause 6 IP layer, add the new eNB logical entities names to each occurrence of the gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP
Proposal 6: For clause 7 Transport layer, add a note establishing the equivalence between all the CP logical entities and between all the UP logical entities
Proposal 7: Accept the changes requested in the associated CR, R3-212197.
