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1
Introduction
TSG RAN#73 discussed NR terminology matters in RP-161864, but was not able to conclude. Hence, an email discussion [NR terminology] was conducted to progress the matter until TSG RAN#74 with the goal of concluding there.
It should be noted that this exercise is far more complex than just picking a new 5G nomenclature. 
The main challenge comes from having to brake the 1:1 relationship we have had until now between radio access technology, the corresponding base station node, the corresponding RAN and the corresponding CN. Braking this leads to either having to use special notation for different modes of the same RA/RAN/xNB, or designate them with separate terms. 
There have been different opinions expressed over the email reflector in this regard, and also different terms proposed. This document attempts to outline a proposal that could be used a basis for further discussions at RAN#74. 
2
NR terminology
The following aspects have been considered in the discussions:
1)  Radio Access Technology;

‘E-UTRA’ will continue to be used as the name for LTE radio access technology. 
‘E-UTRA’ would also be used for all cases where no distinction is needed for LTE regarding it’s CN connectivity. Where distinction is needed the majority suggestion is to use terms like ‘EPC-mode E-UTRA’ and ‘5GC-mode E-UTRA’.

For New Radio (NR) radio access technology a new term is needed, the proposal is to use the term ‘5G-RA’.
2) Radio Access Network;

‘E-UTRAN’ will continue to be used for RAN connected to EPC.

For the new RAN that connects to the 5G-CN the proposal is to use the term ‘5G-RAN’. 
It has also been suggested to separately designate a RAN that uses only 5G-RA to connect to the 5G-CN. It needs to be concluded whether such distinct designation is needed.
3) Core Network;

For the next generation core the proposal is to use the term ‘5G-CN’, or ‘5GC’ for short.
4) Interface nomenclature;

3GPP should not use NG-like terminology in the normative phase on the interface nomenclature front. The preference is to pick a single letter (e.g. ‘N’), and then apply the numbering (e.g. N2/3 would designate the interface between 5G-CN and 5G-RAN).
5) Logical entities; 

‘eNB’ will continue to be used used for all cases where no distinction is needed regarding it’s CN connectivity. Where distinction is need, the majority suggestion is to use terms like ‘EPC-mode eNB’ and ‘5GC-mode eNB’.

‘gNB’ will be used for the base station entity using 5G-RA. There does not seem to be a need for dedicated designation of any special flavours of a gNB. 
6) Considerations on Option-3 architecture;

Points 1) and 2) will also need to consider fitting Option-3 architecture into the overal picture. This needs further discussion.
4
Proposal
It is proposed for TSG-RAN#74 to further discuss and conclude on NR terminology matters. The outcome should then be communcated to all relevant groups in 3GPP, and also documented in e.g. 21.905. 
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