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1. Questions to prepared for SA2 and RAN2 on NR work
As the proposal in [1] which was endorsed in RAN3#93bis, questions to SA2 and RAN2 were prepared by the companies who were assigned to be in charge of the topics identified to have inter-WG dependencies for the RAN3 study on New Radio. The text which was prepared are shown in Table 1 below.
Table 1 – Questions to SA2 and RAN2 which was prepared post RAN#93bis
	Item#
	Topic
	Company in charge
	Intended destination of RAN3 indications/questions

	1
	NGC architecture and interface to RAN
	Ericsson
	SA2

	As part of the study on Next Generation New Radio Access Technology, RAN3 is working on the description of the interface between the Next Gen CN and the New RAN system in different connectivity options. 

TR38.801v0.6.0 presents the results of the RAN3 study so far achieved, see Section 7.1 and 7.2. 

In this document questions to SA2 are presented to check that the work RAN3 has done so far is in line with the progress in SA2.

Question to SA2:

RAN3 is studying how to define and describe the RAN-CN interface between the Next Gen CN and the New RAN system. In TR38.801v0.6.0 section 7.1 and 7.2 RAN3 has described aspects of this interface in different connectivity scenarios.

RAN3 would like to ask SA2 what are the progress on the Next Gen CN architecture that may affect the design of the RAN-CN interface.
RAN3 would like to also ask SA2 whether the progress so far achieved in RAN3 on the interface functions and procedures, described in TR38.801v060 section 7.1 and 7.2, are in line with the principles established in SA2.

	2
	General RAN-CN function split
	Huawei
	SA2

	RAN3 has captured a set of RAN functions in the TR. The list is divided into Functions similar to E-UTRA, Functions specific for New RAN and Functions specific for New RAN that is not yet agreed and are pending input from other groups. 

The list of Functions similar to E-UTRA contains the following items:

-
Transfer of user data

-
Radio channel ciphering and deciphering

-
Integrity protection

-
Header compression

-
Mobility control functions:

-
Handover

-
Inter-cell interference coordination

-
Connection setup and release

-
Load balancing

-
Distribution function for NAS messages

-
NAS node selection function

-
Synchronization
-
Radio access network sharing

-
Paging 

-
Positioning
The list of agreed Functions specific for New RAN contains the following items:

-
Network Slice support

-
This function provides the capability for New RAN to support network slicing
-
Tight Interworking with E-UTRA

-
This function enables tight interworking between NR and E-UTRA by means of data flow aggregation. This function includes at least dual connectivity. Interworking with E-UTRA is supported for collocated and non-collocated site deployments.
-
Multi-connectivity
-
This function provides means for connectivity between an New RAN node and multiple New RAN nodes by means of data flow aggregation.
-
E-UTRA-NR handover through a New RAN interface

-
This function provides means for E-UTRA-NR handover via the direct interface between an eLTE eNB and a gNB.

-
Session Management
-
This function provides means for the NGC to create/modify/release a context in the New RAN associated with a particular PDU session of a UE and the corresponding tunnel between the eNB and the UPGW.
Q1 to SA2:
RAN3 kindly asks SA2 to feedback if this is in line with SA2 conclusions and whether there are any functionality missing. 

Regarding the clarifications for the list of pending Functions specific for New RAN included in the TR, these will be handled separately in more specific questions to related groups. 

	3
	Network Slicing
	NEC
	SA2 and RAN2

	Slicing Related Questions from RAN3 to  SA2/RAN2 which may help RAN3 progress the work.

Q1: Slice Availability and Mobility:
a) Is a network slice considered as a service and if so, will all network slices be available over different cells of the RAN in a scattered or continuous way? 
b) Does network slice availability/unavailability impact idle and connected mode mobility?
Q2: Slice and resource:
In relation to slice and resource allocations in RAN, RAN3 TR38.801 has the following FFS:

a) Does the RAN select a slice based on specific resources accessed by the UE?

b) Would resource isolation  imply that multiple slices cannot share control plane (respectively user plane) resources or processing resources in common? 
c) Would resource isolation imply that cryptographic means should be used to isolate CP and UP traffic between slices?
d) Is it required to partition access channel e.g. in frequency, time and preamble

Q3: Slice and QCI/QoS:
RAN3 TR 38.801 has a principle to say “RAN shall support QoS differentiation within a slice.” 

a) Shall RAN additionally support QoS enforcement independently per slice? 
b) Is it possible to deduce the relationship between slicing and QCI/QoS, if any? Are they orthogonal?

Q5: Standardization of slice:
a) Will 3GPP standardise any slices?
Q6: Slice ID:
a) How can the RAN receive an identifier that unequivocally identifies the network slice a UE needs to access? 

b) How is such identifier defined? In RAN3 it was discussed that the identifier can be either provided by the CN or it could be provided by the UE
Q7: Verification of UE to select slice:
a) how the RAN verifies that the UE is authorized to select the slice and when this verification happens.


	4
	QoS
	Nokia
	SA2 and RAN2

	This document summarizes the questions to SA2 and RAN2 on QoS.

These questions are intended to be collected by rapporteur and sent either

· As input to a joint session

· Via liaisons.
Questions on User Plane

Q1/ Which information of user plane marking for QoS needs to be included in the encapsulation header over NG3?

Q2/ What is the expected format of this information?

Q3/ can traffic from different PDU Sessions be mapped onto the same DRB? 

Q4/ is it possible that gNB transfers non-GBR packets received with the same QoS mark over NG3 interface onto multiple DRBs over the radio?

Q5/ same question for GBR packets?
Questions on Control Plane

Q6/ Which QoS related information shall be included in the NG2 Session Setup when a PDU session is set up?

Q7/ Which of the above QoS related information can be modified during a PDU session?

	5
	Mobility via CN
	Samsung
	SA2

	This document summarized the questions to SA2 on mobility.
The questions related with each scenario in TR38.801 Figure 7.2.1.2-1 Inter-RAT handover with E-UTRA handover scenarios were given in the table below.  
Scenarios

Usage scenario

Questions
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In order to support service continuity when the UE moves across LTE and 5G boundary, inter-working through core network is needed.

1. Has SA2 discussed/decided the solution to support mobility for connected mode UE in this scenario ? 

2. If mobility for connected mode UE in this scenario is supported, is Any RAN3 impact foreseen by SA2?
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“S1 like” handover is necessary in the cases e.g. 

1) No Xn interface between eLTE eNB and gNB. 
2) eLTE eNB and NR BS connect to different NGC CP nodes. 

1. SA2 confirmation is needed for their support of scenario 2 
2. RAN3 would also like to know if it is possible that eLTE eNB and gNB connect to different NGC CP node (case number 2).
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“X2 like” handover may be used if there is direct interface between eLTE eNB and gNB and the eLTE eNB and gNB connect to the same NGC CP node.
1. Is it feasible to support a UP Switch between eLTE eNB and gNB in NGC?

.

	6
	Local breakout
	ZTE
	SA2

	Current RAN3 status can be found in TR38.801. 

Editor’s Note:
Local Breakout enables UE traffic to breakout locally to the Local Network without traversing a centralised mobile operator’s core network. Whether Local breakout is a RAN function is pending SA2 decision.
Local breakout: SA2 input is needed on how local breakout is supposed to affect RAN in 5G.
The Questions to SA2:

Q1: RAN3 kindly asks SA2 to clarify whether and how local breakout can be supported by the NGC and whether any impact on NR is foreseen?

	7
	NR L2 protocol stack
	CATT
	RAN2

	This document summarizes the questions to RAN2 on L2 protocol stack.
Q1:RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to provide current progress (i.e. agreements and open issues left) on the L2 protocol stack.
Q2: RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to provide the identified and possible difference on L2 protocol stack between NR and LTE.

	8
	Mobility
	Ericsson
	RAN2

	RAN3 would like to ask to confirm the following assumptions made during the study on NR:

-          5G intra system active mobility is based on the same principles as for E-UTRA, i.e.  it will consist of a preparation and an execution phase and will allowing minimisation of data loss and latency, irrespective whether the mobility is intra- or inter-RAT.

-          Inter-system mobility: dependent on progress in SA2, it is possible to support inter-system mobility.

	9
	NR/LTE tight interworking
	Nokia
	RAN2

	In this section, we highlight the pending issues to other WGs in RAN3. Current RAN3 status can be found in TR38.801. RAN3 kindly asks the following questions which are now pending to progress in other WGs.

Q1 to RAN2:

For deployment option 3/3a, RAN3 assumes that Radio Protocol Architecture for the User Plane can be defined in the following figure for split bearer and SCG bearer. In this figure, LTE eNB and gNB are assumed to have the role similar to MeNB (Master eNB) and SeNB (Secondary eNB) specified in TS 36.300, respectively. RAN3 also assumes that NR PDCP is one of the NR sub-layers to handle SDUs of the S1-U interface as well as the SDUs of the NGC interface into different DRBs according to the QoS information associated with the SDU. There are following editor’s notes in TR38.801.

Editor’s note: The below figure is an example. NR PDCP, NR RLC and NR MAC are pending to RAN2.

Editor’s note: Support of new bearer type is FFS.


[image: image4.emf]LTE eNB

PDCP

RLC NR RLC

NR MAC

RLC

MAC

PDCP

gNB

NR PDCP

NR RLC

NR MAC

S1 S1

MCG bearer Split bearer SCG bearer

Xx


Figure: Radio Protocol Architecture for split bearer and SCG bearer in Option 3/3a

RAN3 also assumes that the overall procedures defined under section 10.1.2.8 (Dual Connectivity operation) in TS 36.300 may be reused as listed below. In this list, LTE eNB and gNB connected via Xx are considered to have the role similar to MeNB (or eNB without DC) and SeNB, respectively. The DC procedures defined in TS 36.423 should also be used as baseline. There are following editor’s notes in TR38.801.

-
SeNB Addition

-
SeNB Modification (MeNB initiated SeNB Modification)

-
SeNB Modification (SeNB initiated SeNB Modification)

-
Intra-MeNB handover involving SCG change

-
SeNB Release (MeNB initiated SeNB Release)

-
SeNB Release (SeNB initiated SeNB Release)

-
Change of SeNB

-
MeNB to eNB Change

-
SCG change

-
eNB to MeNB change

-
Inter-MeNB handover without SeNB change

-
Addition of a hybrid HeNB as the SeNB

Editor’s note: Applicability of the above-listed DC procedures is FFS.

Editor’s note: It is pending to RAN2 whether additional procedures have to be defined (e.g., UE capability exchange, UE measurement report request).

RAN3 assumes that tight interworking between NR and E-UTRA bases on the same principle as Dual Connectivity for E-UTRA in Option 3/3a. RAN3 would like to ask confirmation from RAN2 on that assumption.

Q2 to RAN2:

For deployment option 3a, RAN3 discussed the new bearer type “SCG split bearer” and captured the concept with assumed figure in a separate section. There are following editor’s notes in TR38.801.

Editor’s note: SCG split bearer described in this section needs to be further justified and foresees to split the bearer in the gNB while the LTE eNB would still act as master node and terminate S1-MME. 

Editor’s note: The below figure is an example. NR PDCP, NR RLC and NR MAC are pending to RAN2.
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Figure: Radio Protocol Architecture for SCG split bearer in Option 3a

RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to provide more details on the SCG split bearer and involve RAN3 in the evaluation of this new bearer type “SCG split bearer” in option 3/3a considering the potential impact on the RAN3 interfaces.

Q3 to RAN2:

RAN3 agreed that;

· In Option 4/4a, the tight interworking can be realized, in which the gNB (similar role as MeNB in TS 36.300) is connected to the NGC with Non-standalone Evolved E-UTRA (similar role as SeNB in TS 36.300). The Evolved E-UTRA user plane connection to the NGC goes via the gNB (Option 4) or directly (Option 4A). For the Xn interface between eLTE eNB and gNB, the procedures and protocols should be newly designed.
· In Option 7/7a, dual connectivity can also be achieved, in which the eLTE eNB (similar role as MeNB in TS 36.300) is connected to the NGC with Non-standalone NR (similar role as SeNB in TS 36.300). The NR user plane connection to the NGC goes via the eLTE eNB (Option 7) or directly (Option 7A). For the Xn interface between eLTE eNB and gNB, the procedures and protocols should also be newly designed.
Here, RAN3 captured as FFS on whether the procedures and protocols over Xn interface for Option 7/7a is the same as Option 4/4a. It should be noted that Xn is also used for the interface between gNBs.
RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to feedback if any concerns of harmonized procedures and protocols involving eLTE eNB and gNB from RRC perspective so that appropriate Xn interface can be studied.

	10
	Inactive mode
	Huawei
	RAN2

	RAN3 has captured a possible new RAN functionalities related to UEs in inactive mode in the TR. RAN3 however identified the need to wait for feedback from RAN2 and therefore decided capture this new functionality in a few places with a note stating that this work is pending progress in RAN2 and the progress in light connection WI. The part related to inactive mode is included below:

New RAN may also include other functions:

…

-
Contacting UEs in inactive mode (feasibility of UE Inactive mode to be further studied and coordinated with RAN2)

-
In the inactive mode, the UE context is stored in RAN and UP data is buffered in RAN. 

Editor’s Note:
 Work on inactive mode in RAN3 is on hold until respective input is provided from RAN2 or concept work on the WI on "Signalling reduction to enable light connection for LTE" is regarded to be sufficiently mature to be examined for applicability for 5G.

…

-
E-UTRA-NR inactive mode mobility using a direct interface between an eLTE eNB and a gNB.

-
This function provide means for UE mobility in a RAN controlled inactive mode between NR and E-UTRA using a direct interface between an eLTE eNB and a gNB for context fetching and paging.

Editor’s Note:
This approach is pending discussions on “light connection” and respective discussions on paging.

…

1.1.1.1.1 6.1.1.1.1
Support for a UE operational mode during periods of no traffic [FFS RAN2]
The RAN3 impact of a UE operational mode during periods of no traffic should be explored in the Next Generation Systems and NR work. For instance upon reception of DL data, New RAN could notify the UE.

Editor’s Note:
 Work on inactive mode in RAN3 is on hold until respective input is provided from RAN2 or concept work on the WI on "Signalling reduction to enable light connection for LTE" is regarded to be sufficiently mature to be examined for applicability for 5G.

Q1 to RAN2:

RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to feedback any progress on the definition of the inactive mode and more specifically whether it is assumed that:

· the CN is not aware that the UE is in this inactive mode;
· the NG connection is kept;


2. Proposal on how to communicate the questions
It is proposed to send the questions identified above in 3 liaisons, where the topic would be grouped into (1) those with questions only to SA2, (2) those with questions to both SA2 and RAN2 and (2) those with questions only to RAN2. Specifically, it is proposed to group them as follows:

1) “LS on SA2 dependent issues for RAN3 study on New Radio” (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2), including

- NGCN architecture and NG interface

- RAN/CN functionality split

- Mobility involving CN

- Local breakout

2)  “LS on Network slicing and QoS for New Radio” (To: SA2, RAN2; Cc: -),  including

- Network slicing
- QoS
3) “LS on RAN2 dependent issues for RAN3 study on New Radio” (To: RAN2; Cc:SA2), including

- NR L2 protocol stack

- Mobility

- Tight interworking between LTE and new RAT

- UE inactive mode

Based on the above, 3 draft LS have been appended to this document. It is proposed to review the 3 draft LS and to agree to send them to SA2 and RAN2. However it is noted that for the LS with questions on Network slicing and QoS, in which questions are both addressed to SA2 and RAN2, it would be better to clarify which group the individual questions are actually intended for (i.e. SA2 or RAN2).

Proposal:  Review the 3 draft LS appended, and agree to send them to SA2 and RAN2. Also, clarify which group (i.e. SA2 and/or RAN2) the individual questions are actually indended for, for those questions on Network slicing and QoS.
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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 has been performing studies for the New Radio. The RAN3 studies are captured in TR 38.801 v0.6.1. With this liaison, RAN3 would like to ask and check with SA2 on the following topics:

· NGCN architecture and NG interface

· RAN/CN functionality split

· Mobility involving CN

· Local breakout

NGCN architecture and NG interface

RAN3 is studying how to define and describe the RAN-CN interface between the Next Gen CN and the New RAN system. In TR 38.801 v0.6.1 section 7.1 and 7.2, RAN3 has described aspects of this interface in different connectivity scenarios.

Q1: RAN3 would like to ask SA2 what are the progress on the Next Gen CN architecture that may affect the design of the RAN-CN interface.
Q2: RAN3 would like to also ask SA2 whether the progress so far achieved in RAN3 on the interface functions and procedures, described in TR 38.801 v0.6.1 section 7.1 and 7.2, are in line with the principles established in SA2.

RAN/CN functionality split

RAN3 has captured a set of RAN functions in TR 38.801 v0.6.1 section 6.2. The list is divided into (1) Functions similar to E-UTRA, (2) Functions specific for New RAN and (3) functions specific for New RAN that is not yet agreed and are pending input from other groups (functions listed under “New RAN may also include other functions”).

Q3: RAN3 kindly asks SA2 to feedback if the list of (1) Functions similar to E-UTRA and (2) agreed Functions specific for New RAN, is in line with SA2 conclusions and whether there are any functionality missing.
Regarding the clarification for the list of (3) pending function specific for New RAN included in the TR, these will be handled separately in more specific questions to related groups (e.g. in a separate LS).

Mobility involving CN

RAN3 has captured three inter-RAN handover with E-UTRA scenarios in TR 38.801 v0.6.1 section 10.2.1.2. The figure capturing these three scenarios is copied below:
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Figure 10.2.1.2-1: Inter-RAT handover with E-UTRA scenarios
Usage scenarios for each of the scenarios are as follows:

Scenario 1:  In order to support service continuity when the UE moves across LTE and 5G boundary, inter-working through core network is needed.

Scenario 2:  “S1 like” handover is necessary in the cases e.g. 1) no Xn interface between eLTE eNB and gNB; 2) eLTE eNB and gNB connect to different NGC CP nodes.

Scenario 3:  “X2 like” handover may be used if there is direct interface between eLTE eNB and gNB and the eLTE eNB and gNB connect to the same NGC CP node.
Q4: Has SA2 discussed/decided the solution to support mobility for connected mode UE in Scenario 1?
Q5: If mobility for connected mode UE in Scenario 1 is supported, is any RAN3 impact foreseen by SA2?
Q6: Does SA2 confirm support for Scenario 2?
Q7: Is it possible that eLTE eNB and gNB connect to different NGC CP nodes (the second usage scenario) for Scenario 2?
Q8: Is it feasible to support a UP Switch between eLTE eNB and gNB in NGC for Scenario 3?

Local Breakout
Current RAN3 status can be found in the following Editor’s note in TR 38.801 v0.6.1 section 6.2:

Editor’s Note:
Local Breakout enables UE traffic to breakout locally to the Local Network without traversing a centralised mobile operator’s core network. Whether Local breakout is a RAN function is pending SA2 decision.
SA2 input is needed on how local breakout is supposed to affect RAN in 5G.

Q9: RAN3 kindly asks SA2 to clarify whether and how local breakout can be supported by the NG and whether any impact on NR is foreseen.

2. Actions:

To SA2 Group. 

ACTION:
RAN3 kindly asks SA2 to provide feedback on Q1-Q9 above.

3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:

 3GPPRAN3 NR AdHoc
17 – 19 Jan 2017   
US
 3GPPRAN3#95
13 – 17 Feb 2017   
Athens, Greece
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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 has been performing studies for the New Radio. The RAN3 studies are captured in TR 38.801 v0.6.1. With this liaison, RAN3 would like to ask and check with SA2 and RAN2 on the following topics:

· Network slicing
· QoS
Network slicing
On Slice availability and mobility:
Q1: Is a network slice considered as a service and if so, will all network slices be available over different cells of the RAN in a scattered or continuous way?

Q2: Does network slice availability/unavailability impact idle and connected mode mobility?

In relation to slice and resource allocations in RAN, RAN3 TR 38.801 v0.6.1 section 8 has the following FFS:

Q3: Does the RAN also select the slice based on specific resources accessed by the UE (in addition to the selection based on a slice ID provided by the UE)?
Q4: Would resource isolation imply that multiple slices cannot share control plane (respectively user plan) resources or processing resources in common?

Q5: Would resource isolation imply that cryptographic means should be used to isolate CP and UP traffic between slices?

Q6: Is it required to partition access channel e.g. in frequency, time and preamble?

In relation to Slice and QCI/QoS, RAN3 TR 38.801 v0.6.1 section 8 has a principle to say “RAN shall support QoS differentiation within a slice.”
Q7: Shall RAN additionally support QoS enforcement independently per slice?

Q8: Is it possible to deduce the relationship between slicing and QCI/QoS, if any? Are they orthogonal?
On standardization of slice:

Q9: Will 3GPP standardize any slices?

On Slice ID:
Q10: How can the RAN receive an identifier that unequivocally identifies the network slice a UE needs to access?

Q11: How is such identifier defined? In RAN3 it was discussed that the identifier can be either provided by the CN or it could be provided by the UE.

On Verification of UE to select slice:
Q12: How does the RAN verifies that the UE is authorized to select the slice and when this verification happens?

QoS
On User Plane:
Q13: Which information of user plane marking for QoS needs to be included in the encapsulation header over NG3?

Q14: What is the expected format of this information?

Q15: Can traffic from different PDU Sessions be mapped onto the same DRB?

Q16: Is it possible that gNB transfers non-GBR packets received with the same QoS mark over NG3 interface onto multiple DRBs over the radio?

Q17: Same question for GBR packets?

On Control Plane

Q18: Which QoS related information shall be included in the NG2 Session Setup when a PDU session is set up?

Q19: Which of the above QoS related information can be modified during a PDU session?

2. Actions:

To SA2 and RAN2 Group. 

ACTION:
RAN3 kindly asks SA2 and RAN2 to provide feedback on Q1-Q19 above.

3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:

 3GPPRAN3 NR AdHoc
17 – 19 Jan 2017   
US
 3GPPRAN3#95
13 – 17 Feb 2017   
Athens, Greece
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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 has been performing studies for the New Radio. The RAN3 studies are captured in TR 38.801 v0.6.1. With this liaison, RAN3 would like to ask and check with RAN2 on the following topics:

· NR L2 protcol stack
· Mobility
· Tight interworking between LTE and new RAT
· UE inactive mode
NR L2 protocol stack
Q1: RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to provide current progress (i.e. agreements and open issues left) on the L2 protocol stack.

Q2: RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to provide the identified and possible difference on L2 protocol stack between NR and LTE.

Answers to above questions will be beneficial for the study on NR RAN logical architecture study.
Mobility
RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 to confirm the following assumptions made during the study on NR:

Q3: 5G intra-system active mobility is based on the same principles as for E-UTRA, i.e. it will consist of a preparation and an execution phase and will allow minimisation of data loss and latency, irrespective whether the mobility is intra-RAT or inter-RAT.

Q4: Dependent on progress in SA2, it is possible to support inter-system mobility.
Tight interworking between LTE and new RAT
RAN3 assumes that tight interworking between NR and E-UTRA in Option 3/3a bases on the same principle as Dual Connectivity for E-UTRA. Descriptions of architectural aspects and procedural aspects of Option 3/3a are captured in section 10.1.2.2 and10.1.2.3, respectively, of TR 38.801 v0.6.1.

Q5: RAN3 would like to ask confirmation from RAN2 on this assumption.
For deployment Option 3a, RAN3 discussed the new bearer type “SCG split bearer” and captured the concept in section 10.1.2.4 of TR 38.801 v0.6.1, but with the following Editor’s note:

Editor’s note: SCG split bearer described in this section needs to be further justified and foresees to split the bearer in the gNB while the LTE eNB would still act as master node and terminate S1-MME. 

Q6: RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to provide more details on the SCG split bearer and involve RAN3 in the evaluation of this new bearer type “SCG split bearer” in Option 3/3a considering the potential impact on the RAN3 interfaces.

RAN3 agreed that tight interworking can be realized in Option 4/4a and Option 7/7a, where a high level description is provided in section 10.1.1 of TR 38.801 v0.6.1. For both Option 4/4a and 7/7a, it is described that for the Xn interface between eLTE eNB and gNB, the procedures and protocols should be newly designed. However, RAN3 captured as FFS on whether the procedures and protocols over Xn interface for Option 4/4a and 7/7a would be the same. It should be note that Xn is also used for the interface between gNBs.
Q7: RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to feedback if any concerns of harmonized procedures and protocols involving eLTe eNB and gNB from RRC perspective so that appropriate Xn interface can be studied.

UE inactive mode
RAN3 has captured a possible new RAN functionalities related to UEs in inactive mode in TR 38.801 v0.6.1. RAN3 however identified the need to wait for feedback from RAN2 and therefore decided to capture this new functionality in a few places with a note stating that this work is pending progress in RAN2 and the progress in light connection WI. Related text can be found in section 6.2 of TR 38.801.

Q8: RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to feedback any progress on the definitions of the inactive mode and more specifically whether it is assumed that a) the CN is not aware that the UE is in this inactive mode; and b) the NG connection is kept.

2. Actions:

To RAN2 Group. 

ACTION:
RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to provide feedback on Q1-Q8 above.

3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:

 3GPPRAN3 NR AdHoc
17 – 19 Jan 2017   
US
 3GPPRAN3#95
13 – 17 Feb 2017   
Athens, Greece
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