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Introduction

CB: # 21_NCR

-  Work on stage2 and stage3 TP/CR based on agreements captured above

(ZTE - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-230862
For the Chairman’s Notes

<TBD>

To be agreed proposals, LS, and CRs:

Proposal 1: RAN3 shall send LS on NCR progress to RAN2, SA2, RAN1, SA5.

38.300 CR: R3-230887

38.473 CR: R3-230885

38.401 CR: R3-230886
LS: R3-230888 

Discussion

The following agreements on NCR have been made:

The NCR may be configured with a list of allowed and/or forbidden cells.

RAN validation is not supported in R18.
The NG-RAN node selects an appropriate AMF for a NCR accesses to the network with the assumption that the NCR indication is received from NCR in MSG5.

gNB-CU shall indicate the NCR authorization info explicitly to gNB-DU once a NCR device is authorized by UE context setup request message and UE context modification request message.
It is proposed to base the BL CRs as follows to progress at this meeting.

Stage 2(TS 38.300) ZTE: based on R3-230729

Stage 2(TS 38.401) Nokia: based on R3-230180

Stage 3(TS 38.473) HW: based on R3-230101

Please allocate the tdoc numbers and  modify the CRs based on RAN3 agreements.

Please provide comments before Athens time 8:30am, March 3rd .
In addition, considering the NCR WI is going to be completed at the end of RAN3#119 and RAN3 agreements clearly have high impact to the RAN2 and SA2, an LS which is used to inform other WGs (e.g. RAN2, SA2) the RAN3 progress on NCR WI shall be sent by RAN3 in this meeting. A draft LS has been uploaded to the folder. 

Q0: Comments/remarks regarding draft LS out.

	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	We agree to send the LS. RAN1 and SA5 need to be in “to” because we have captured some agreements made by RAN1 which may impact SA5 (OAM requirements). A further editorial is needed (see our proposed update of the draft LS).

	CATT
	Fine with the LS, also ok with Ericsson’s revision.

	Huawei
	Why we need such LS? For a completed WI, once the 300 CR is finally endorsed in RAN3, RAN2 will get that from the secretary, we do not need to send LS to inform them.

Btw, there is no agreement to capture RAN1 aspects by RAN3 during the online meeting, and it is also not listed as the things to be discussed during this CB. 

(-  Work on stage2 and stage3 TP/CR based on agreements captured above)

	Ericsson
	to Huawei: in Toulouse RAN1 made some agreements related to OAM, but OAM requirements are in RAN3 scope. If we don’t capture those statements in TS 38.300, they won’t be captured anywhere else.

	Samsung
	We agree to send the LS to RAN1 and SA5 also.
I corrected ‘RAN5’ with ‘SA5’ draft LS.

	Qualcomm
	The purpose of the LS is not clear. The LS would not stop RAN1 from making agreements on topics that are in RAN3 scope in case they intended to do so. 

The LS could be considered if there are any agreements to be shared. This does not seem to be the case. 

	China Telecom
	We also agree to send LS to RAN1 and SA5. Also fine with Ericsson’s version.

	ZTE
	We prefer to send LS to RAN2 and SA2. We are also fine to send LS to RAN1 and SA5.

Agree Ericsson’s comments.


	Moderator Summary  :

RAN3 shall send LS on NCR progress to RAN2, SA2, RAN1, SA5.


Q1: Comments/remarks regarding Stage 2 (TS 38.300) 

	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	Sec. X.Y:

1) It does not seem correct to mention configuration/implementation in normative text. So, we would propose to remove the sentence about gNB checking whether NCR camps on the correct cell, For the same reason, we propose to change the statement about characterization of beam information into a note, like in our corresponding TP (0469): “NOTE: How to characterize the beam information is up to implementation.” “(e.g. declaration from NCR vendor) is redundant”
Sec. X.Y1:

2) The figure needs to be updated according to the current RAN3 agreements: remove the NCR Supported Indicator from step 2 and the NCR Indication info from step 9.

2bis: Step 1 to step 2: needs to be removed according to latest RAN3 agreements.

3) Step 3 to step 7: shall be sent -> is sent (this is a stage 2 description)

4) Step 8: reword according to RAN3 agreement: “The serving gNB selects an appropriate AMF for the NCR”
5) Step 9: not needed according to latest RAN3 agreements

5) Step 10: reword to “AMF provides authorization information to the gNB”

Please see corresponding changes in our proposed updates to the draft, which includes various editorials we spotted. (NB it was not possible to update the figure)

	CATT
	Fine with Ericsson’s revision.

	Huawei
	We do not think there is a need/agreement to capture RAN1 aspects.

	Ericsson
	RAN1 erroneously agreed some OAM aspects during the Toulouse meeting (beam configuration for NCR is done via OAM), but these are in RAN3 scope. So, the best we can do now is capture them in TS 38.300, otherwise they will be lost. (RAN1 cannot capture OAM-related requirements in their specs)

	Samsung
	We don’t have strong view on capturing RAN1 aspects, but we’re fine with Ericsson’s version.

	Qualcomm
	Fine with Ericsson’s revision. 

No problem to include RAN3 aspects that have erroneously been  agreed by RAN1.

	China Telecom
	Fine with Ericsson’s revision.

	
	


	Moderator Summary  :

Please check the latest version CR  in the CB folder.




Q2: Comments/remarks regarding Stage 2 (TS 38.401)

	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	No need to capture the OAM requirements also here: they are already captured in TS 38.300. Then, also NOTE 1 is not needed.
Please see corresponding change in our proposed update to the draft, which also includes a few editorials.

	CATT
	Fine with E///’s revision, OAM related business have already covered in 38.300 OAM part.

One minor thing, which terminology should be used for the stage 2, “NCR” or “Network Controlled Repeater”?

	Samsung
	Fine with removing OAM requirements. Add Samsung as co-source.

	Qualcomm
	Fine with Ericsson’s revision. 

We further changed the order of the NCR-MT accessing the network: the NCR-MT’s selection of a cell broadcasting the NCR support indicator is executed before the NCR-MT’s RRC connection establishment. 

Some other editorial changes.

	NEC
	The NOTE 2 “NOTE 2: The signalling flow for UE initial access procedure as shown in Figure 8.1-1/Figure 8.9.1-1 is used for the setup of the NCR-MT.”, the Figure 8.9.1-1 is related with gNB-CU-UP, then wonder if NCR-NT setup will need to involve CU-UP? As NCR is a spectrum repeater only.



	
	


	Moderator Summary  :

Please check the latest version CR  in the CB folder.




Q3: Comments/remarks regarding Stage 3 (TS 38.473)

	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	Current TP includes the cell barring indication from CU to DU, which is implicitly “ported” from IAB. We are not in principle opposed to such a functionality, but we wonder whether it’s strictly needed for an NCR.
Furthermore, a couple of minor changes seem beneficial:

1) the semantics indication for 9.3.1.XXX does not seem needed: it simply repeats the description above the tabular
2) the description above the tabular for 9.3.1.XXX should simply say “This IE provides the authorization status of the Network Controlled Repeater.”

	CATT
	Fine, add CATT to the support companies.

	Huawei
	NCR barred is not in the current version of F1AP CR, please double check.

Ok to remove the semantics description in the table of 9.3.1.xxx, and update as the 2) suggested from E///.



	Samsung
	I don’t see NCR barred in F1AP draft.

Fine with additional change. Add Samsung as co-source.

	
	


	Moderator Summary  :

Please check the latest version CR  in the CB folder.




Q4: Other comments?

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	


	Moderator Summary  :

TBD
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