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Introduction
CB: # 31_Stage2Corrections

- Check stage2 essential corrections, approve the corresponding draftCR/CRs if agreeable

- Ignore editorial updates

(Nok - moderator) 

Summary of email disc R3-215834
It is proposed to have the deadline for discussions as follows

· First round of discussion deadline set to:  05/Nov (Fri) 11:59:59 UTC.
· Second round of discussion deadline set to: 09/Nov (Tue) 11:59:58 UTC 
2
For the Chair’s Notes
It is proposed that:
R3-215744 is agreed

R3-215022 is noted
R3-215023 revised in R3-21XXX is endorsed

- update cover page to Category F, and work item code NR_newRAT-Core, TEI16 
R3-215502 is noted

R3-215503 is noted

R3-215504 is revised in R3-21XXXX is agreed
- update Step 4 to indicate that in Step 4 “The gNB-CU-CP sends a BEARER CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST message containing the DL TNL address information for F1-U or Xn-U, and PDCP status.”
- update cover page to Category F, and work item code NR_CPUP_Split-Core, TEI16 
R3-215843 is noted

R3-215844 is noted

R3-214893 is noted

R3-214894 is endorsed
3
Discussion
3.1 Topic A
	R3-215744
	CR for 38.460 on E1AP handling for unmapped DL QoS flows (Intel Corporation, CATT, Huawei, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0049r2, TS 38.460 v16.3.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Move to 9.3.6.2

The context was agreed in RAN3#113e


This contribution proposes to clarify behaviour in Stage 2 which allows a gNB-CU-UP to indicate the gNB-CU-CP when a DL/UL packet arrives for which the gNB-CU-UP does not have any DRB mapping the QFI of the incoming packet. Likewise, this functionality and related Stage 3 changes of E1AP were introduced at RAN3-113-e meeting.
Q1: Please give your view on this discussion paper and proposed changes.

	Company
	Comment

	Intel Corporation
	This was agreed during the discussion of CB #21 Unmapped QoS in the last RAN3-113 meeting (see the summary in R3-214468), but R3-213512 was accidently not captured as agreed in the meeting minutes, which was advised to re-submit for formal agreement again. 

Compared to R3-213512, no changes in the content, except adding Nokia as co-signer.  

	Google
	Agree with the proposed changes

	Huawei
	Agree.

	ZTE
	Agree with the CR.

	E///
	Adding details to the existing stage 2 text is always tricky, because it risks making the stage 2 text more awkward and less readable. In this case, though, it does not seem possible to further simplify the resulting text. So, if this is the best that we can do, the CR is agreeable.

	Nokia
	We are supportive of this clarification and think is needed. Hence, it is also our understanding this behaviour was already agreed at the last meeting, where Stage 3 changes were introduced. CB #21_UnMapped QoS (TDoc R3-213512)

However, we think that the “summary of change” in the cover page of the CR should be updated to reflect the change being introduced by the CR instead of referencing to a prior discussion paper.

	Radisys
	Agree with the CR

	Samsung
	Agree 


Moderator’s summary: The changes proposed are acceptable for all companies participating in the discussion. The moderator proposes to approve the CR.

3.2 Topic B
	R3-215022
	Correction on SN-initiated SN Release  (Google Inc.)
	draftCR

	R3-215023
	Correction on SN-initiated SN Release  (Google Inc.)
	draftCR


These contributions propose clarifications in Stage 2 (37.340) to align with Stage 3, in that the INM contained in SN/SGNB RELEASE REQUIRED message (38.423 and 36.423) may be used by the MN to apply delta configuration.

•
In 10.4.1, SN initiated SN Release

o
the SgNB Release Required message may contain inter-node message to support delta configuration.

•
In 10.4.2, SN initiated SN Release

o
the SN Release Required message may contain inter-node message to support delta configuration.

Q1: Please give your view on this discussion paper and proposed changes.

	Company
	Comment

	Intel Corporation
	We are fine with 5022 and 5023. 

	Google (proponent)
	Agree with the changes

	Huawei
	Agree.

	ZTE
	Agree with the CR.

	E///
	This is not an essential correction. The section(s) clearly state that the flow shows an example case. If any R17 change is required, we would prefer to remove the part saying “may contain inter-node message…” to keep it as general as possible.

	Nokia
	The change is agreeable.

	Radisys
	Agree with the CR

	Samsung 
	Agree


Moderator’s summary: The changes proposed are acceptable for majority of companies. However, there was a concern indicating regarding from which 3GPP release the changes should be introduced. Therefore, it is proposed to continue discussion regarding target release in the second round.
(Second round)
Q1: Is it acceptable to introduce these changes from Release 16?

	Company
	Comment

	Google (proponent)
	For more information, the stage 3 specs had incorporated the related changes since Release 15 (more specifically, 36.423 v15.8.0 and 38.423 v15.6.0). We think it is better to align with them starting from Release 15; otherwise, the misalignment still exist in Release 15.  

	Samsung 
	We are ok for the CR since Rel-15

	Intel Corporation
	We are also OK from Rel-15. 

	E///
	Not essential corrections, thus prefer from later release. Furthermore, regarding the changes, as said, we prefer to keep stage-2 as general as possible. So “to support delta configuration” can be removed. It has been stated in stage-3.


Moderator’s summary: There is preference for adopting the changes from Release 15, with one company indicating Release 16 is better. Thus, the moderator proposes to approve Rel 16 CR.
3.2 Topic C
	R3-215502
	DL Xn-U address transfer in E1 interface for SN terminated MCG/split bearer (Samsung, ZTE, Huawei)
	discussion

	R3-215503
	Correction the text of stage 2 for DL Xn-U address information transfer (CR to TS 38.401, R15) (Samsung, ZTE, Huawei)
	CR0187r, TS 38.401 v15.9.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

	R3-215504
	Correction the text of stage 2 for DL Xn-U address information transfer (CR to TS 38.401, R16) (Samsung, ZTE, Huawei)
	CR0188r, TS 38.401 v16.7.0, Rel-16, Cat. A


These contributions propose clarifications in Stage 2 (38.401) to align with description in TS 37.340 in that for MR-DC case, the Xn-U DL TNL address is given over E1 Bearer Context Modification message, and not via the Bearer Context Setup.
Q1: Please give your view on this discussion paper and proposed changes.

	Company
	Comment

	Intel Corporation
	We are generally fine. But it seems that step 4 of TS 38.401 Figure 8.9.2-1 already includes "DL TNL address information for F1-U" which could also mean to include MN DL TNL of SN terminated MCG/split bearer that is provided over Xn-U ADDR IND. So, we think it may be better to modify step 4 as follows:

4.
The gNB-CU-CP sends a BEARER CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST message containing the DL TNL address information for F1-U or Xn-U, and PDCP status.

And we prefer not to change the step 1.

	Google
	Fine for the changes. 

	Huawei
	Agree.

	ZTE
	Agree with the CR.

	E///
	Provided stage-3 is correct, the correction to stage-2 is not essential to be agreed from R15.

	Nokia
	Changes are agreeable. However, we see the Stage 2 change as not critical, hence changes could be incorporated from Rel 16.

	Radisys
	Agree with the intent of the CR. And prefer to go with the wording proposed by Intel in Step 4

	Samsung 
	Agree with the CR. For Intel’s wording on Step 4, we are also fine.

The change to step 1 is needed since the current text is incorrect, i.e., at step 1, It is impossible to provide Xn-U address. 

If some companies prefer to have this change from Rel-16, it is acceptable for us. 


Moderator’s summary: The changes proposed are acceptable for majority of companies with convergence on updating the text proposal for Step 4. However, there was a concern indicating regarding from which 3GPP release the changes should be introduced, as well as on whether the changes proposed for Step 1 should be omitted. The moderator proposes to move forward to introduce this CR from Release 16, and continue discussion regarding whether to remove the change proposed in Step 1 in the second round.
(Second round)
Q1: Is it acceptable to omit the changes proposed in Step 1?

	Company
	Comment

	Google
	The change on step 1 seems needed according to the illustration in 5502. 

	Samsung 
	The change to Step 1 is needed; otherwise, it has a mistake since the current text allows sending Xn-U DL TNL information via the Bearer Context Setup procedure. 

	Intel Corporation
	After checking, the change on step 1 is correct and aligned with E1AP. 

Just out of my curiosity, can someone teach me on the usage of the following IE?

If the PDCP SN Status Information IE is contained within the DRB To Setup List IE in the BEARER CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST message, the gNB-CU-UP shall take it into account and act as specified in TS 38.401 [2].

	E///
	Not critical corrections. Propose to change from R16 onwards if necessary.


Moderator’s summary: Views are that the changes proposed for Step 1 are acceptable. Thus, the moderator proposes to keep the changes in Step 1.
3.2 Topic D
	R3-215843
	Clarification on Secondary RAT Data Usage Report for ENDC and MRDC (Radisys, Reliance JIO)
	discussion

	R3-215844
	Correction on Secondary RAT Data Usage Report for R15 (Radisys)
	discussion

withdrawn


R3-215843 proposes that, for EN-DC and MR-DC call flows in TS 37.340 where MN initiates UE Context Release to SN in Clause – 10.5, 10.7 and 10.8 add a Note below UE Context Release step to indicate – “MN needs to wait for Secondary RAT Data Usage Report from SN (if configured), before sending UE Context Release to SN”.

· This TDoc has been marked as late contribution by the Chair.

R3-215844 is not available in 3GPP server and marked as withdrawn.

Q1: Please give your view on this discussion paper.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Could it up to MN implementation?

	E///
	It is claimed that the issue arises from OAM interactions between the involved nodes. If this is the case, it does not need to be captured in specification text. In any case, the proposed text captures what any implementation should do. This CR is not needed.

	Radisys
	To HW: 

If it is left to MN implementation, we see again Interop issues, where the configuration between MN and SN may be in sync. Hence MN may not know if and when to expect Secondary RAT Data usage Report during UE Context Release in SN
To E///: 
Since it is left to OAM, we see issues due to Interop. To make the end to end scenario work properly, irrespective of difference in OAM configuration between MN and SN, we need the clarification text proposed in the discussion paper. Else the EPC may not have correct Secondary RAT data usage for billing purposes. 



Moderator’s summary: There is no convergence identified regarding whether to introduce the changes proposed. The moderator proposes to note these contributions and if needed, continue discussion on a contribution basis.
3.2 Topic E
	R3-214893
	Clarification of DC scenarios allowed in PNI-NPN (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Discussion

	R3-214894
	Handling of mobility and dual connectivity in mixed PNI-NPN/PLMN cell scenarios (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	draftCR


These contributions propose to clarify in Stage 2 (38.300) that control of both mobility and dual connectivity actions in PNI-NPN is based on the mobility restrictions in the UE context (which include the UE CAG configuration). The changes are motivated on the following argumentation:

· That a UE configured with a list of CAGs and allowed to access non-CAG cells may move in connected mode between PNI-NPN and PLMN cells in rel-16 nodes, also including the case of NG-RAN nodes not configured for PNI-NPN access.

· That dual connectivity may be configured for the UE when the MCG and SCG contain PLMN and/or PNI-NPN cells provided they are hosted by rel-16 nodes, and the UE is allowed to access non-CAG cells.
Q1: Please give your view on this discussion paper and proposed changes.

	Company
	Comment

	Google
	Fine for the changes.

	Huawei
	Agree

	ZTE
	No need for this corrections. The basic principles of PLMN and PNI-NPN mobility based on mobility restriction are described in Section 9.4 Roaming and Access Restrictions in TS38.300 as follows, there is no need to add the duplicated statement again. 

	E///
	The changes are not required. The mobility restriction has been captured in section 9.4.

	Nokia
	Agree. Correction useful that DC involving NPN is not only restricted to NR-NR DC.

	Radisys
	Agree. NPN can have both NR-NR DC and MRDC. Hence correction in stage 2 is needed. 

	Samsung
	Share the view as ZTE and Nokia


Moderator’s summary: The changes proposed are considered useful for most companies. However, two companies indicate the changes as not needed. The moderator proposes to continue discussion in the second round.
(Second round)
Q1: Please give your view on whether the statements in Section 9.4 of TS 38.300 are sufficient?

	Company
	Comment

	Google
	The section 9.4 seems not mention the DC case and the proposed change at least is useful not to restrict the DC involving NPN to NR-DC only.

	Samsung 
	No strong view. It seems not an essential correction. 

	E///
	Current description in TS 38.300 looks enough.


Moderator’s summary: There is split view on whether section 9.4 is enough to clarify the scenario. Given majority expressed view on the usefulness of this clarification in the first round of discussion, the moderator proposes to endorse the draft CR.
4
Conclusions
3.1 Topic A
	R3-215744
	CR for 38.460 on E1AP handling for unmapped DL QoS flows (Intel Corporation, CATT, Huawei, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0049r2, TS 38.460 v16.3.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Move to 9.3.6.2

The context was agreed in RAN3#113e


Conclusion: 

Agree R3-215744.

3.2 Topic B
	R3-215022
	Correction on SN-initiated SN Release  (Google Inc.)
	draftCR

	R3-215023
	Correction on SN-initiated SN Release  (Google Inc.)
	draftCR


Conclusion: 

Note R3-215022 and endorse revision of R3-215023 

- update cover page to Category F, and work item code NR_newRAT-Core, TEI16 
3.2 Topic C
	R3-215502
	DL Xn-U address transfer in E1 interface for SN terminated MCG/split bearer (Samsung, ZTE, Huawei)
	discussion

	R3-215503
	Correction the text of stage 2 for DL Xn-U address information transfer (CR to TS 38.401, R15) (Samsung, ZTE, Huawei)
	CR0187r, TS 38.401 v15.9.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

	R3-215504
	Correction the text of stage 2 for DL Xn-U address information transfer (CR to TS 38.401, R16) (Samsung, ZTE, Huawei)
	CR0188r, TS 38.401 v16.7.0, Rel-16, Cat. A


Conclusion:

Note R3-215502 and R3-215503
Agree Revision of R3-215504 with change to
- update Step 4 to indicate that in Step 4 “The gNB-CU-CP sends a BEARER CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST message containing the DL TNL address information for F1-U or Xn-U, and PDCP status.”

- update cover page to Category F, and work item code NR_CPUP_Split-Core, TEI16 
3.2 Topic D
	R3-215843
	Clarification on Secondary RAT Data Usage Report for ENDC and MRDC (Radisys, Reliance JIO)
	discussion

	R3-215844
	Correction on Secondary RAT Data Usage Report for R15 (Radisys)
	discussion

withdrawn


Conclusion: 

Note R3-215843 and R3-215844

3.2 Topic E
	R3-214893
	Clarification of DC scenarios allowed in PNI-NPN (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Discussion

	R3-214894
	Handling of mobility and dual connectivity in mixed PNI-NPN/PLMN cell scenarios (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	draftCR


Conclusion: 

Note R3-214893

Endorse R3-214894
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