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Summary of offline disc in R3-214180



Relevant contributions:
[1] R3-213163 CPAC BL CR to TS38.401 (ZTE)
[2] R3-213184 SCG BL CR to TS 37.340 (ZTE)
[3] R3-213185 SCG BL CR to TS 38.401 (Huawei)
[4] R3-213187 SCG BL CR to TS 36.423 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
[5] R3-213188 SCG BL CR to TS 38.423 (Ericsson)
[6] R3-213189 SCG BL CR to TS 38.473 (Samsung)
[7] R3-213190 CPAC BL CR to TS 36.423 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
[8] R3-213191 CPAC BL CR to TS 37.340 (Huawei)
[9] R3-213192 CPAC BL CR to TS 38.423 (Ericsson)
[10] R3-213193 CPAC BL CR to TS 36.420 (China Telecom)
[11] R3-213943 BLCR to TS 38.473 for Conditional PScell Change/Addition (CATT)
 
This e-mail discussion is divided into two phases:
· Phase I: View collection 
Deadline: Tuesday, Aug. 17th, 2021, 12:00 UTC. 
· Phase II: TBD
For the Chairman’s Notes
The following tdocs are endorsed as BL CRs:
R3-213163 CPAC BL CR to TS38.401
[bookmark: _GoBack]R3-214280 SCG BL CR to TS 37.340
R3-213185 SCG BL CR to TS 38.401
R3-213187 SCG BL CR to TS 36.423
R3-213188	SCG BL CR to TS 38.423
R3-214277 SCG BL CR to TS 38.473
R3-213190 CPAC BL CR to TS 36.423
R3-213191 CPAC BL CR to TS 37.340
R3-213192 CPAC BL CR to TS 38.423
R3-214279 CPAC BL CR to TS 36.420
R3-214278 	BLCR to TS 38.473 for Conditional PScell Change/Addition

Discussions
Since those BL CRs are generally based on the agreement from last meeting, the moderator would like to use a general question to check company’s views:
Q1: Can all BL CRs submitted to this meeting be endorsed as BL? If not, please list the BL CRs with concerns, and provide the detailed concerns in the separated tables below.
	Company
	Yes/No
	List BL CRs with concerns 

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	No
	R3-213189

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	





------------If the answers to above question is yes, please skip the following content-------------
	R3-213163
	CPAC BL CR to TS38.401 (ZTE)
	No change compared to last meeting


Q2: Please provide concerns to R3-213163
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	R3-213184
	SCG BL CR to TS 37.340 (ZTE)
	Resubmission: R3-212987


Q3: Please provide concerns to R3-213184
	Company
	Comments

	Nokia
	I can’t remember if RAN3 agreed to endorse draft CRs that contain non-RAN3 parts… Could this be confirmed? And if we are to go tis way, can we e.g. propose changes to changes introduced in RAN2?

	ZTE
	We have discussed this problem in the last meeting, and achieved an agreement to include the RAN2 changes since TS 37.340 is maintained by RAN2, our BL CR for TS37.340 will be sent to RAN2 to merge with RAN2's running CR. We can propose changes to RAN3 related contents.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Proposal: only provide changes related to RAN3 on top of RAN2 version for TS37.340

	R3-213185
	SCG BL CR to TS 38.401 (Huawei)
	Rev-2: resubmission based on latest version of spec


Q4: Please provide concerns to R3-213185
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	R3-213187
	SCG BL CR to TS 36.423 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	Rev.1: Resubmission to RAN3 #113-e (ASN.1 tested)


Q5: Please provide concerns to R3-213187
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	R3-213188
	SCG BL CR to TS 38.423 (Ericsson)
	Rev 1: rebase on v16.6.0.



Q6: Please provide concerns to R3-213188
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	R3-213189
	SCG BL CR to TS 38.473 (Samsung)
	Rev#1: pre-RAN3#113e
· Correct the wrong CR#
· Re-base to TS38.473 v16.6.0


Q7: Please provide concerns to R3-213189
	Company
	Comments

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	The current LS captures SCG (de)activation procedure required by DU to CU-CP using the UE Context Modification Required message. However, we haven’t made the relevant agreement formally, which is also relevant to the discussion about which node is responsible of SCG (in)activity.
Last time we only agreed about whether/how the DU can reject the SCG activation/deactivation triggered by CU-CP.
F1 interface enhancement to support SCG (de)activation reuses the principle in Xn interface regarding: 
Codepoint design for SCG (de)activation for UE context setup
Whether/how DU can reject the SCG (de)activation during UE context setup procedure
Whether/how DU can reject the SCG (de)activation during UE context modification procedure

	ZTE
	We can keep this BL CR. 
It would be better to modify the codes of SCG Activation Status IE to “SCG activated, SCG deactivated” to keep align with the other BL CRs, i.e. SCG BL CR to TS 38.423.  

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Proposal: add FFS related to UE context modification required, and change codepoint of SCG Activation Status IE to “SCG activated, SCG deactivated”

	R3-213190
	CPAC BL CR to TS 36.423 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	Rev.1: Resubmission to RAN3 #113-e (ASN.1 tested)
	Addition of the endorsed new procedure to the list of procedures


Q8: Please provide concerns to R3-213190
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	R3-213191
	CPAC BL CR to TS 37.340 (Huawei)
	resubmission based on latest version of spec


Q9: Please provide concerns to R3-213191
	Company
	Comments

	E///
	RAN2 continues discussing their running CR for stage-2. One possibility is they may separate the sections. RAN3 needs to keep an eye on that.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	R3-213192
	CPAC BL CR to TS 38.423 (Ericsson)
	Rev 1: rebase on v16.6.0.


Q10: Please provide concerns to R3-213192
	Company
	Comments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	R3-213193
	CPAC BL CR to TS 36.420 (China Telecom)
	No changes compared to last meeting


Q11: Please provide concerns to R3-213193
	Company
	Comments

	Nokia
	The author of the changes is a tdoc number – could it be the rapporteur’s company name, so that in future it will be visible what has been added? (No need to update the tdoc, just to make it clear in future.)

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Proposal: change the author of the change marker to Rapp.’s company name

	R3-213943
	BLCR to TS 38.473 for Conditional PScell Change/Addition (CATT)
	Rev 0: addition of abbreviations for CPA


Q12:Please provide concerns to R3-213943
	Company
	Comments

	Nokia
	There are two authors – which one is the rapporteur, and which one the new edits? (No need to update the tdoc, just to make it clear in future.)

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Proposal: keep the one author for change markers

Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
References

