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Introduction

Some WIs approval/updates with RAN3 scope will bring update to endorsed TUs for RAN3 #113-e is needed.

Proposals, Company Comments

Proposal 1: The following WIs will be discussed in this RAN plenary meeting:
IoT over NTN WI (pending to the RAN3 scope to be approved in RAN#92e)

Multi-SIM WI (Pending to the RAN3 scope to be added in RAN#92e)

→ At RAN3 #114-e and RAN3#114bis-e:

Basket for "late" Rel-17 WIs as needed (IoT over NTN, Multi SIM): 0 → 0.5 TUs
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	We prefer that all work items have dedicated TU allocation and dedicated agenda items, i.e. no basket TUs except in special circumstances such as early discussion of work items having TU allocation late in the release cycle (as we did in Q1), work items with very minor RAN3 impact, etc.

We therefore kindly suggest separate TU allocation for IoT over NTN and MUSIM, respectively, in RAN3#114/114bis/115 (3 meetings).

We also observe that there is no TU allocation for corrections in Q4. Given the importance of corrections, we would like to suggest 0.5 TU for corrections in RAN3#114.

	InterDigital
	We are ok with the 0.5 TU for the basket, under the assumption that if we allocated separately, we would be doing something like 0.25 TU each. 

We agree with Nokia that we will still need to do corrections, if we are doing it as we do normally (presentation during GTW, etc.) we definitely need TU allocation. We would like clarification from the chair whether we are doing:

the normal handling

skipping entirely

some in the middle like immediate email discussion or only handling “to be continued” topics

	vivo
	We agree with Nokia, separate TU allocation may be a good way for IoT over NTN and Multi SIM. Also, as RAN2 is leading WG for Multi SIM WI, at RAN2#116bis-e meeting RAN2 may have new agreement with RAN3 impact, thus we think RAN3 should also consider Multi SIM WI at RAN3#115.

	Samsung
	We are ok with the 0.5 TU for the basket. 

For the IOT over NTN, another alternative is to use the same TU as allocated for NR NTN considering that the conclusions for NR NTN will be reused as much as possible.

We agree with companies that TU allocation for corrections in Q4 is needed.

	ZTE
	Taking the current TU allocation status into account, including  IoT over NTN and Multi SIM into the basket WI item is a good compromised way to move forward. 

On the other hand, we do not see too much work to be done for IoT over NTN and Multi SIM in RAN3 without solution progress from other groups, e.g., RAN2, SA2.

In principal, we think the alternative way proposed by Samsung is ok. However it is noting that NR NTN is going to be closed at the end of this year while IoT over NTN may continue to the end of Rel-17 at next year, so it seems not appropriate to share the discussion time for two topics with different duration. 
We support 0.5 TU for the basket, the two topics ( i.e IoT over NTN, Multi SIM) can share time with flexibility.

Regarding corrections, adding 0.5 TU for RAN3#114e and RAN3#115e seems reasonable. 

	Qualcomm
	In principle we would prefer specific allocations for each WI, and also they can be staggered (not both in the same two meetings). However, this depends on the discussion in P2. Please see some thoughts on handling this below. 

	Huawei
	First we would like to mention there is also UP integrity WI which is possible.

Second the Multi-Sim impact on RAN3 is not clear, it would be beneficial to allocate the TU when work is identify particularly when we are in loaded period

Third there is an overall exercise of down prioritization on-going this meeting and next meeting where RAN3 could take benefit either by reduction of workload coping from others group either by proceeding at own down-prioritization, if any

Fourth the Basket is from our understanding used for WI with few TUs (0.5<) WI discussion if any if 0.5 TU is allocated an agenda item should likely be created. Some item like IoT-NTN deserve a full agenda…

For WI approved at this plenary with impact clearly identified on RAN3, 0.5 TU is acceptable per meeting with acceptation of overload, other could have less with in basket. RAN task RAN3 and overload RAN3 this meeting, it is a fact…

	Ericsson
	For RAN3#114, RAN3#114bis and RAN3#115, we are already -0,5TU overload in the original TU plan. 

With the “TU cutting” proposal, we get 0.5 TU (cutting from NR NTN) at RAN3#114, 0.5 (cutting from IoT/eMTC) at RAN3#114bis and 2 *0.5 TU (NPN+ IoT/eMTC) at RAN3#115.

A reasonable plan seems, with respect to how many extra TU we have:

RAN3#114: 0.5 TU spend on Rel 17 WI. There is no extra TU for correction. The correction needs to use the existing TUs (i.e. on the 1st day of the meeting, we take a number of topics, including corrections, the blue market TU in the last slide from the RAN3 Chair TU plan)"

RAN3#114bis: 0.5 TU on Rel 17 WI

RAN3#115: 0.5 TU on Rel 17 WI, and 0.5 TU on correction.

	Former RAN3 Chair (Ericsson)
	This is very unfortunate: starting from a TU situation which was fully under control, now the new RAN3 Chair is being pressured to find time “out of nowhere” for new topics that are coming late in the release cycle. Out of consideration for the new RAN3 Chair, and for her need to find her own pace from her first meeting, we must limit the extra overload as much as possible. 0.5 TU overload per meeting should be manageable, in my own experience. To try to maintain that, I think we can sacrifice the explicit extra time for corrections, given that we are toward the end of the release and Rel-16 corrections are finally going down.

	MediaTek
	Ok with a basket and the proposed volume. Altogether – it is important to secure online time for IoT NTN, whilst also bearing in mind the NR NTN agreements will serve as baseline for porting the work to IoT at least to E-UTRAN (whether NG-RAN is in scope is being debated in the IoT NTN email discussion). Online discussions would best be organized such that NR NTN and IoT NTN can be discussed at the same time (same timeslot).

	Thales
	Ok for a 0.5 TU basket principles for items which can leverage the work of other on going/past WI. It is assumed that if we allocated separately, we would be doing something like 0.25 TU each.

This would lead to 0.5 TU overload which may be acceptable.


For those WIs marked with red highlight in Slide4 in <draft RP-21XXXX_RAN3 TU update_v0.ppt>, e.g., NTN, NPN enh, NB IoT/MTC enh, the time allocation for those topics could be considered to be reduced to 0.5 TU with limited work to be done in RAN3.

Pls rapporteur of each WI provide feedback as early as possible, which helps RAN3 TU  allocation to be reasonable and efficient.

Proposal 2: Pls provide your feedback on the reduction of the RAN3 TU planning for topics, e.g., NTN, NPN enh, NB IoT/MTC enh.

	Company
	Comment

	InterDigital
	Agree that this makes sense, particularly since we need to prioritize time to the issues in the first question. 

	Qualcomm
	Here we defer to the rapporteurs of course, and also there is a caveat that all observations are based on current situation and expected impacts so far; but if we can give a view:

In hindsight, NPN seems slightly over-dimensioned and probably could yield at least 0.5 TU from RAN3#115 (maybe more, e.g. zero at RAN3#115 since dependency is mainly on SA2, but at least 0.5)

A similar observation can be made for NB-IOT/eMTC for both RAN3#114bis and #115

For NTN, it may seem reasonable also to extract 0.5 TU from RAN3#114, although this is less clear (note also previous RAN intention to use NR NTN time for IoT NTN).

The above could extract about 2 TUs as [0.5, 0.5, 1.0] or even [0.5, 0.5, 1.5]. This may be enough to handle the new WIs, and maybe even some corrections. In addition, it could be ok to allow one initial email discussion for RAN3 impacts of IoT NTN (based on NR NTN) in August (RAN3#113), diluted within the NR NTN allocation.

	Huawei
	As NB IoT/MTC enh. Rapporteur we can accept 0.5 TU reduction at 114bis NOT at 115. The explanation is in the SR. 

No strong view NPN

For NTN there is lot of uncertainty, see SR and various document provided by the rapporteur at this meeting. There is lot of coordination with other groups and other discussions related to signaling vs. O&M unsolved. Then we do not share the comment on TU reduction. We could also may be thinking to spread 1 TU of 114 to 0.5 in 114 and 0.5 in 114bis. Some correlation or overlap with IoT-NTN could also be discuss…

Again considering all the points above we would suggest to minimize the discussion change TU this meeting and re-assess the situation when we will have a better picture i.e. by next meeting … 

	Ericsson
	The proposed TU cutting seems reasonable.

	Former RAN3 Chair (Ericsson)
	The RAN3 Chair’s proposal is fully justified by the current status of discussions on those topics up to the last meeting.

	Thales
	RAN3 will only discuss NR-NTN over the next 2 meetings, so it is not appropriate to reduce the number TUs allocated to NR-NTN especially at the final stage of the work.

As suggested by Huawei, the work of NR-NTN could be spread over an additional meeting resulting by spreading the allocated 1 TU of 114 into 0.5 in 114 and 0.5 in 114bis. However, this may create an extra 0.5 TU deficit for 114bis unless some synergies with IOT-NTN can be identified. This could be further discussed in august.

	
	


