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Introduction
In this contribution, we briefly discuss the definition of CU and DU based on the latest agreements in RAN3.  
Discussion
In the last RAN3 meeting an agreement was reached for the node definition in E-UTRAN and NG-RAN. The agreement is reported below (based on the Chairman’s notes [1]).
	Agreements
1) In NG-RAN, we use gNB and ng-eNB; in Option 3, we use en-gNB;
2) The term “NG-RAN node” is to be used in Stage 3 when describing functionality common to both nodes (and thus no need to make a distinction);
3) The term “gNB” is to be used in Stage 3 when describing functionality specific to NR;
4) The term “ng-eNB” is to be used in Stage 3 when describing functionality specific to E-UTRA.



It was also clarified that the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment applies to both Option 3 and NG-RAN, and that the features of the F1 that are necessary for Option 3 should be prioritized. Therefore, we can conclude that the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment applies to both the en-gNB and the gNB. 
Obseravation 1	The disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment applies to both E-UTRAN (i.e., for the en-gNB) and NG-RAN (i.e., for the gNB).

There is also an ongoing study item (SI) on Architecture Evolution for E-UTRAN that aims at investigating the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment in the context of E-UTRAN. The scope of the SI was discussed at the last RAN3 meeting and the following agreements were captured in the Chairman’s notes.
	Agreements
5) The SI scope should also include the eNB CU-DU split in E-UTRAN option 3 EN-DC.
6) Whether NG-RAN scenarios, e.g. option 7, are to be considered as lower priority.



[bookmark: _Hlk490249967]Depending on the outcome of the SI, it is possible that in the future the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment will be applicable also to the eNB in option 3. This means that it will be applicable also for a different RAT (i.e., E-UTRA). To reduce complexity and standardization effort it would be also interesting to consider whether the F1 interface can be re-used for the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment with E-UTRA RAT. 
Obseravation 2	Depending on the outcome of the SI on “Architecture Evolution for E-UTRAN”, it is possible that in the future the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment will aply also to a different RAT (E-UTRA). 

Based on the observations above, we believe that it is worth discussing whether the naming “gNB-CU” and “gNB-DU” that is currently adopted in the RAN3 specifications is still suitable. It appears that such naming is unclear because it seem to imply that the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment is applicable only for NG-RAN system and for NR RAT. Therefore, with the objective of being more future-proof and avoiding confusion, we think that it would be better to use the general terms “CU” (instead of “gNB-CU”) and “DU” (instead of “gNB-DU”).
Proposal 1	For clarity and future-proofness, we propose to adopt the terms CU and DU (instead of gNB-CU and gNB-DU).   
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the definition of CU and DU.  
Obseravation 1	The disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment applies to both E-UTRAN (i.e., for the en-gNB) and NG-RAN (i.e., for the gNB).
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]Obseravation 2	Depending on the outcome of the SI on “Architecture Evolution for E-UTRAN”, it is possible that in the future the disaggregated (CU-DU) deployment will aply also to a different RAT (E-UTRA).
Proposal 1	For clarity and future-proofness, we propose to adopt the terms CU and DU (instead of gNB-CU and gNB-DU).   
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