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Introduction

CB: # 44_Email_RACS_st2

- PLEASE NOTE: the split of papers among CBs 39, 42, 43, and 44 is just “nominal”, i.e. it’s expected that TPs for NG, Xn, S1, X2, and stage 2 may result from more than one CB. CB moderators should focus on agreeing on the functionality design first, attempt to maintain sync, and only toward the end of the discussion work on the actual TPs (Chair)

- Whether Stage 2 texts are needed for 36.300? (HW)

- Whether Stage 2 texts are needed for 37.340? (ZTE)

(ZTE - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202533
For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

R3-202247 rev [in R3-202683] – Endorsed as RACS BLCR for TS36.300;
R3-202458 rev [in R3-202693] – Agreed as RACS BLCR for TS38.410;
R3-201643 - noted

R3-201644 - noted

R3-201645 - noted

Propose to capture the following:
WF: Depending on how RACS impacts MR-DC (e.g. For MR-DC@5GC, the Xn UE Radio Capability ID Mapping procedure is not necessary and the SN is allowed to retrieve the UE Radio Capability information from the 5GC), to decide whether TS37.340 stage2 or potential stage3 are needed next meeting.

Issue 1: Majority companies (ZTE/Nokia/HW/CATT) can accept simplified RAN3 stage2 CR. One company (E///) think functionally, current stage 2 specification is sufficient.
Issue 2: For SC case, agree to have simple stage 2 CR for TS 36.300 (starting from R3-202247) and TS38.410 (starting from R3-202458). 

Issue 3: For DC case, depending on outcome of CB#43, not mentioning en-gNB deployment. Some companies see the need to have simple stage 2 CR for TS 37.340. One company (E///) thinks TS37.340 stage2 is not needed at all.
Discussion [if needed]

Issue 1: whether SA2 stage2 is sufficient?
In SA2 spec. TS23.501 and TS23.502, the 5GS system level behaviors for RACS feature are captured. Currently, in our BL CRs, the procedure texts in stage3 showed the RAN behavior upon receiving of UE Radio Capability ID is referred to SA2 spec. Hence it seems that SA2 stage2 + RAN3 stage3 is sufficient. 

Meanwhile, RAN2 has agreed the stage2 CRs for RACS, then RAN3 could also contribute to the stage2 CRs, e.g. to add RAN3 related aspects. 
Note: if SA2 stage2 is sufficient, then no need to go to Issue2&3 below.
	Company
	Comment

	ZTE
	No. SA2 spec. focuses more on 5GS system level, and for RACS feature, since there is one dedicated RAN-WID, hence the RAN specific aspects are significant, RAN stage2 should be beneficial. Hence we may introduce some RAN3 specific stage2 texts in TS36.300 and TS38.300.

	Nokia
	As commented in our response paper R3-202458, 

The overall RACS function has already been captured in TS36.300, TS38.300 and SA2 specification TS23.401/TS23.501. RAN3 only need small Stage-2 TP, for example, to capture the new S1AP/NGAP new procedure. The Stage-2 S1AP part is captured in R3-202247.  The Stage-2 NGAP part is missing.  We propose to have a CR for TS38.410 to capture the new NGAP procedure for RACS.

Please consider the TP in R3-202458.

	Huawei
	Agree to Nokia to have a simple stage-2 TP capturing the new S1AP/NGAP procedures. 

	CATT
	As we have introduced new procedure in NGAP, it’s better to have a simple stage 2 TP TS 38.410 to introduce NG UE Capability ID mapping procedure, this could work from R3-202458;

Whether need to have a mirror TP to 38.420 is up to the outcome of the CB # 43；
Agree to have a simple stage 2 TP for TS 36.300, which could start from Huawei’s TP R2202247;



	Ericsson
	Structure of some stage 2 TSs under TSG RAN control require updates if new protocol functions are included. Functionally, current stage 2 specification is sufficient.


Issue 2: is TS36.300/TS38.300 stage2 needed?
For single connectivity (SC),  RAN3 should provide some SC-specific agreements&conclusions and relevant stage2 normative texts, e.g. RACS id exchange manner and new procedure. 
	Company
	Comment

	ZTE
	Principle fine. We may take R3-202247 (HW) as discussion baseline. Maybe shorter and conciser.

	Nokia
	For TS36.300, need a simplified version of R3-202247, e.g. No need for “This procedure could be only initiated by the eNB which support the capability ID. Upon receiving a UE Radio Capability ID IE, if the UE radio capability information associated to this ID has not been obtained by the eNB, the UE Radio Capability ID Mapping procedure shall be initiated.”
For TS38.300, no TP is needed. Anything related to RAN3 is kept in RAN3 Stage-2 TS38.410. this is what we proposed in R3-202458.

	Huawei
	Suggest to take R3-202247 as baseline, and update it concisely based on the comments. 

	CATT
	Please refer to the answer to the Q1.

	Ericsson
	The structure of 36.300 requires specification of RACS specific S1/X2 procedures.


Issue 3: is TS37.340 stage2 needed?
For dual connectivity (DC),  RAN3 should also provide some DC-specific agreements&conclusions and relevant stage2 normative texts, e.g. how SN tackle with RACS id in different deployment cases. 
	Company
	Comment

	ZTE
	Yes. As DC operation is quite RAN-Centric (more beyond CN’s scope), so SA2 spec. cannot cover all DC related aspects. We may take R3-201643 (ZTE) as discussion baseline. 

	Nokia
	This may dependent on the discussion on whether the X2/Xn Capability ID mapping procedure is needed. Current Stage-3, i.e. transferring capability ID, may not require Stage-2 text. 
For R3-201643, this seems related to specific deployment scenario, e.g. “en-gNB is co-located with eNB”. Do we really need to consider them? If needed, simplified text is preferred. 

	Huawei
	This is dependent on the outcome of discussion CB#43. 

It seems no need to capture the co-located case for now. 

	CATT
	Ok to have a simple TP for TS 38.470, same feeling with Huawei and Nokia, do not mention about the specific delpoyment scenario, e.g.  “en-gNB is co-located with eNB”. 


	Ericsson
	Not needed.


Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]

If needed
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