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1
Introduction

The scope of the email discussion has been captured as followed:
	CB: # 49_eNBarchEvo_SigTran

- (HW)

The functions as specified for E1 signaling bearer should also be supported over the new interface.

Capture the new logical entities to each occurrence of gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP for ng-eNB-CU and eNB CP-UP separation in TS 38.462.

- (E///)

Update the Scope of TS38.462 as suggested

Update the References clause of TS38.462 with the specs relevant to the LTE CU-UP separation

Update the Definitions clause of TS38.462 with the terms relevant to the LTE CU-UP separation

Clauses 4.1 (Function and protocol stack) and Clause 5 (Data link layer) can be left unchanged

For Clause 6 (IP layer), add the new eNB logical entities names to each occurrence of the gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP

For clause 7 (Transport layer), add a note establishing the equivalence between all the CP logical entities and between all the UP logical entities

- Chair: merge/revise as agreeable 2026, 2197

(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-212712


This contribution captures the email discussion.
2
For the chairman’s notes

For section 1, add new sentences including the new logical names

For section 3, add only references to definitions

No changes needed to sections 4 and 5

For section 6, add the new eNB logical entities names (agreed in CB#48) to each occurrence of the gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP

For section 7, add a note establishing the equivalence between all the CP logical entities and between all the UP logical entities

2026 rev in R3-212827 Agreed
3
Email discussion
During RAN3#111-e, the following agreements were taken:
- 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

And in general the following was captured in Chairman’s notes:

Common understanding is that IPsec is feasible

Common understanding is that the same principles as for all current RAN3 interfaces are kept
3.1 Functions provided by E1 signalling bearer
It was already agreed that the same functions as specified for E1 signaling bearer should also be supported over the new interface. These functions are detailed in [2]:
· Provision of reliable transfer of E1AP message over E1 interface.

· Provision of networking and routeing function

· Provision of redundancy in the signalling network

· Support for flow control and congestion control

Question 1.1: Are all the functions described above applicable to E1 signalling bearer for LTE CP/UP split?
	Company
	Response

	Ericsson
	Yes. Agreement should be captured in BL CR

	Nokia
	Yes

	Huawei
	Yes. 

	Samsung
	Yes.

	Deutsche Telekom
	Yes

	
	

	
	


3.2 How to capture agreements and new logical nodes
In [4], there is a proposal for each section of 38.462. The following questions can be used to decide how to update each section with agreements and new logical nodes.
Question 2.1: How to capture agreements in section 1 Scope?
	Company
	Response

	Ericsson
	Add new sentences including the new logical names, as in [5]

	Nokia
	Proposal in [6] is agreeable

	Huawei
	Same view as E///. 

	Samsung
	We’re ok with the text as in [5].

	Deutsche Telekom
	Ok with proposed changes in [5]. 
Use of terminology eNB* vs. eNB-CP has to be checked (dependent on conclusion of CB # 48); also for following sections in 38.462, where required.

	
	

	
	


Question 2.2: How to capture agreements in section 3 Definitions and abbreviations?
	Company
	Response

	Ericsson
	Add only references to definitions, as in [5]

	Nokia
	Proposal in [6] is agreeable. However, definition of E1 should include the ng-eNB and eNB related nodes in its description.

	Huawei
	We have proposed the change in the same way as E///, agree with E///.

	Samsung
	We’re ok with the text as in [5].

	Deutsche Telekom
	Ok with text in [5].

	
	

	
	


Question 2.3: How to capture agreements in section 4 E1 signalling bearer?
	Company
	Response

	Ericsson
	Can be left unchanged

	Nokia
	No update is needed.

	Huawei
	Same view as above.

	Samsung
	Left unchanged

	Deutsche Telekom
	Same view as other companies above.

	
	

	
	


Question 2.4: How to capture agreements in section 5 Data link layer?
	Company
	Response

	Ericsson
	Can be left unchanged

	Nokia
	No update is needed.

	Huawei
	No change needed.

	Samsung
	We’re ok with keeping unchanged.

	Deutsche Telekom
	Same view as other companies above.

	
	

	
	


Question 2.5: How to capture agreements in section 6 IP layer?
	Company
	Response

	Ericsson
	Add the new eNB logical entities names to each occurrence of the gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP, as in [5]

	Nokia
	Proposal in [6] is agreeable. However, definition of E1 should include the ng-eNB and eNB related nodes in its description.

	Huawei
	The ways propoased in [3] and [5] are high aligned and agreeable.The new logical entities names can be included in this way.

	Samsung
	We’re ok with the text as in [5].

	Deutsche Telekom
	Ok with text in [5].

	
	

	
	


Question 2.6: How to capture agreements in section 7 Transport layer?
	Company
	Response

	Ericsson
	Add a note establishing the equivalence between all the CP logical entities and between all the UP logical entities, as in [5]

	Nokia
	Proposal in [6] is agreeable. However, definition of E1 should include the ng-eNB and eNB related nodes in its description.

	Huawei
	Since the occurences of logical nodes are much more present than previous sections, we also agree to add a statement to include the equivalence.

	Samsung
	We’re ok with the text as in [5].

	Deutsche Telekom
	Ok with text in [5].

	
	

	
	


4
Conclusion
It seems that there is no controversy on how to handle 38.462 updates. Therefore, it is proposed to capture the following agreements:

For section 1, add new sentences including the new logical names

For section 3, add only references to definitions

No changes needed to sections 4 and 5

For section 6, add the new eNB logical entities names (agreed in CB#48) to each occurrence of the gNB-CU-CP and gNB-CU-UP

For section 7, add a note establishing the equivalence between all the CP logical entities and between all the UP logical entities
2026 rev in R3-212827 Agreed
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