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Discussion and Decision
1. TP to TR38.801 for Function Split options as discussed in R3-162890
11.1.2.8
Option 8 (PHY-RF split)

Option 8 allows to separate the RF and the PHY layer. This split permits centralisation of processes at all protocol layer levels, resulting in very tight coordination of the RAN. This allows efficient support of functions such as CoMP, MIMO, load balancing, mobility.
Benefits and Justification:
-
This option will allow traffic aggregation from NR and E-UTRA transmission points to be centralized.  Additionally, it can facilitate the management of traffic load between NR and E-UTRA transmission points.

-
High levels of centralization and coordination across the whole protocol stack, which may enable a more efficient resource management and radio performance
-
Separation between RF and PHY enables to isolate the RF components from updates to PHY, which may improve RF/PHY scalability
-
Separation of RF and PHY allows reuse of the RF components to serve PHY layers of different radio access technologies (e.g. GSM, 3G, LTE)
-
Separation of RF and PHY allows pooling of PHY resources, which may enable a more cost efficient dimensioning of the PHY layer
-
Separation of RF and PHY allows operators to share RF components, which may reduce system and site costs
Cons: 
-
High requirements on fronthaul latency, which may cause constraints on network deployments with respect to network topology and available transport options
-
High requirements on fronthaul bandwidth, which may imply higher resource consumption and costs in transport dimensioning (link capacity, equipment, etc)
Note: The option 8 has been widely deployed in existing network, that based on standardization of other forum than 3GPP. The Option 8 is not supposed to be standardized in 3GPP.
11.1.3
Architectural and specification aspects
Editor’s note: This chapter should at least handle the following questions: (1) How many splits will be specified and supported by open interfaces? (2) Will the tight LTE/NR interworking case effect the number of functional split options? (3) What is the granularity of the Centralized Unit – Distributed Unit functional split? (4) What is the reconfiguration dynamicity of the network functional split?.

11.1.3.1
Number of split options to be specified and supported by open interface
There are transport networks with performances that vary from high transport latency to low transport latency in the real deployment. 3GPP specifications should try to cater for these types of transport networks. For transport network with higher transport latency, higher layer splits may be applicable. For transport network with lower transport latency, lower layer splits can also be applicable and preferable to realize enhanced performance (e.g. centralized scheduling). Thus, preferable option would be different between different types of transport networks (ranging from lower layer split for transport networks with lower transport latency to higher layer split for transport networks with higher transport latency). Furthermore, within lower layer split discussion, there are both demands to reduce transport bandwidth and demands to support efficient scheduling and advanced receivers.
Editor’s note: The decision for the number of specified options should be made before moving to the WI phase based on the study results. It is preferable to choose one option in higher layer split and one option in lower layer split.
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