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CB#1, 2,4,6,7 are closed
Agreements

Come backs

	17. NR Industrial IoT WI

WID [NR_IIoT]: RP-192324 (target: RAN #88-e) [TU: 2 (2)]

	17.1. General

Time plan, skeletons, BLs

	R3-203011
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.415 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0010r5, TS 38.415 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

	R3-203072
	NRIIOT Higher Layer Multi-Connectivity (CATT, Ericsson, Samsung, Huawei, ZTE, Nokia)
	draftCR

	R3-203073
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.413 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Huawei)
	CR0082r14, TS 38.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

	R3-203074
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.423 (Ericsson)
	CR0230r9, TS 38.423 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

revised

	R3-203075
	Resource efficient PDCP duplication: enhancement 3 (Huawei, CMCC, Ericsson)
	CR0102r7, TS 38.425 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

	R3-203076
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.463 (ZTE)
	CR0154r9, TS 38.463 v16.1.1, Rel-16, Cat. B

revised

	R3-203077
	Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.473 (Huawei)
	CR0477r7, TS 38.473 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

	R3-203718
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.473): Proposed rapporteur changes to the BL CR (Huawei)
	other

revised

	CB: # NRIIOT1-BLs

- check details; revise if needed, endorse all BL CRs
- check TP in R3-203718, revise if needed
(Nok - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-204001
3074 rev in R3-204049 XnAP CR (E///)

3076 rev in R3-204071 E1AP CR (ZTE)

3718 rev in R3-204127 F1AP TP (HW – rapp)

R3-203011 – endorsed (BL CR for TS 38.415)

R3-203072 – endorsed (BL CR for TS 38.300)

R3-203073 – endorsed (BL CR for TS 38.413)

R3-203074 rev in R3-204049 – endorsed (BL CR for TS 38.423)

R3-203075 – endorsed (BL CR for TS 38.425)

R3-203076 rev in R3-204071 – endorsed (BL CR for TS 38.463)

R3-203077 – endorsed (BL CR for TS 38.473)

R3-203718 rev in R3-204127 – agreed (TP for TS 38.473 BL CR)



	17.2. PDCP Duplication Enhancements

	17.2.1. PDCP Duplication for CA-only and for NR DC with CA

With up to 4 RLC entities configured by RRC

QUOTA: 1 (was 3)

Previous summary of offline disc.: R3-202520, noted

Discussion has concluded – no further discussion is expected

	R3-203652
	PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities for F1 stage 2 (including E1 stage 2) (Huawei)
	CR0067r, TS 38.470 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

revised

	CB: # NRIIOT2-PDCPdup_morethan2

-  whether stage2 BL CR for TS38.470 and TS38.460 are needed?
- if agreeable, check details and revise as needed

(HW - moderator)
Summary of offline disc R3-204002
3652 rev in R3-204076
PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities for E1 stage 2, CR0039r, TS 38.460 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B, R3-204077 (HW)

Endorse the following two CRs as baseline CRs to support Rel-16 packet duplication (just adding “at least”).

R3-204076 (Revision of R3-203652) for TS 38.470 endorsed as BL CR
Re-204077 for TS 38.460 endorsed as BL CR


	17.2.2. Dynamic Control

How a set or subset of configured RLC entities or legs is used for PDCP duplication
Address pending LS from RAN2 (R3-200094) on UL coordination

QUOTA: 5 (was 4)

Previous summary of offline disc.: R3-202521, noted

Introduce the DL radio quality assistance information provided per RLC

	R3-203174
	Consideration on UL PDCP duplication (ZTE)
	discussion



	R3-203175
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.423) Initial UL duplication configuration (ZTE)
	other



	R3-203176
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.473) Initial UL duplication configuration (ZTE)
	other



	R3-203177
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.425) UL PDCP duplication (ZTE)
	other



	R3-203178
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS 38.425) Open issues on DL PDCP duplication (ZTE)
	other



	R3-203280
	Coordination of UL and DL transmission for multiplication over up to 4 RLCs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	discussion



	R3-203281
	(TPs for NR_IIoT BL CRs for TS 38.423): Enabling coordination for DL and UL multiplication over up to 4 RLCs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-203282
	(TPs for NR_IIoT BL CRs for TS 38.425): Enabling assistance information for DL coordination of the multiplication over up to 4 RLCs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-203283
	Response LS on Network Coordination for UL PDCP Duplication (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	LS out



	R3-203415
	Remaining issues on Dynamic Control (Ericsson)
	discussion



	R3-203576
	Discussion on Dynamic control of PDCP Duplication (CATT)
	discussion



	R3-203577
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.425)Dynamic control of PDCP Duplication (CATT)
	other



	R3-203653
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.423): PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities (Huawei)
	other



	R3-203654
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.473): PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities (Huawei)
	other



	R3-203655
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.425): Assistance information for DL PDCP duplication with more than 2 entities (Huawei, CMCC)
	other



	R3-203656
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.425): Dynamic control of UL duplication (Huawei)
	other



	R3-203657
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on coordination for UL duplication (Huawei)
	LS out



	R3-203901
	Remaining issues of dynamic control (CMCC)
	discussion



	CB: #  NRIIOT3-ULPDCPdup_ctrl

-  UL transmission for multiplication over up to 4 RLCs:

MAC entity controls its own part seems agreeable, assistance information exchange needs to be supported or not? (ZTE, HW, CATT, CMCC, NN)

What kind of assistance information needs to be exchanged between the assisting nodes, e.g., UL Radio quality index, RLC activation status, radio quality assistance information? Report granularity, e.g., per RLC? (ZTE, HW, CATT, CMCC)
 Which node configures the initial UL duplication configuration, e.g., the assisting node feedback the initial RLC activation status to hosting node in the DRB setup response message or the hosting node signalling the initial UL duplication to the assisting node in the DRB setup request message? (ZTE, HW, CATT, CMCC)

The hosting node provides the primary path indication to the assisting node?(ZTE, HW) 

The hosting node provides the number of secondary RLCs of DRB IE to the assisting node? (ZTE)

The hosting node to decide about the split of RLCs in the UE between the MN and the SN?(NN)

Add Additional PDCP duplication Information for SRB duplication over F1? (HW)

-  DL transmission for multiplication over up to 4 RLCs:
The DL activation suggestion(Per DRB or RLC):per RLC, one RLC report in one frame or per RLC, all RLC reports in one frame? (ZTE, CMCC, CATT)

How to implement the agreement Introduce the DL radio quality assistance information( with clarification text or the Assistance Information is extended to carry an ID of the RLC entity )? (ZTE, CATT, HW, E///, NN, CMCC)
 the number of tunnels in UL and DL may be different, the hosting node must indicate to the assisting node how many addresses to open for DL multiplication? (NN) 
- reply LS to RAN2 on Network Coordination for UL PDCP Duplication, if agreeable? (HW, NN)
- attempt to converge on minimum agreeable set in R16; if so, revise/merge as needed, split work
(CATT - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-204003
1:  Include radio quality information for UL duplication coordination in ASSISTANCE INFORMATION DATA with LCID

NN:Discussion was based on RAN2 LSin. How are we going to address the issue?

HW: RAN2 did not ask us to have a well defined co-ordination solution. Here this proposal just introduced a kind of coarse co-ordination.

NN:How can the MN and the SN align the MAC CE based on the UL quality information?

ZTE: In general, agree with NN. RAN2 suggests that co-ordination between nodes is beneficial and asks RAN3 to take this into account, but it is not mandatory.

NN: RAN3 to conclude that the co-ordination between nodes are not as fast as requested. We can formulate the LS reply to RAN2.

E///:Comments on LCID, fine for this proposal without LCID. Only agree to transfer the UL assistance information from DU to CU, not the other direction.

NN: The UL assistance information must be exchanged between the assisting nodes.
Possible WF in R16:

Send LS reply to RAN2, it should describe our understanding(based on the output of email discussion) and check with RAN2 whether the dynamic control of MAC CE can be satisfied...
2: PDCP hosting node informs the assisting node the primary path location 

E///: What’s the extra we needed?

HW: In R15, the primary LCID only indicates the primary path of SCG or MCG, not for the whole.
ZTE: The hosting node needs to know where is the location of the primary path in order to configure the PDCP towards the UE. Without such location information, the assisting node cannot build RLC activation bitmap correctly for the initial status response and MAC CE constructing.
HW: This is only in the response message in R15, here the proposal is that the hosting node to tell the assisting node where the primary path during the request.  

NN:Agree with ZTE, HW.

E///: Need more time to check.

3: PDCP hosting node provides the initial activation state

4: add Additional PDCP duplication Information for SRB duplication in F1 

5: Introduce the DL radio quality assistance information provided per RLC as it is in BL CR, and remove the EN added in last meeting.

HW: Fine to remove the EN, propose to add a note with some clarification on the conditions.
E///: In BLCR, it has already said that it is per DRB or RLC.The number of the tunnels can be used to differentiate the R15/R16 solution.

HW: If only two tunnels are established, it is still can be a R16 solution.

E///, ZTE: It does not need to know the number of tunnels, the behaviour has already been defined in spec.
Removal the EN is agreed, whether the additional clarification needed is still open

6: keep the semantics of LCID as it is
TP for the agreements:

R3-203176(ZTE) rev for 38.423 
R3-203654(HW) rev for 38.473 

R3-203577(CATT) rev for 38.425 

R3-203283 LS reply revised in R3-204168


	17.2.3. Enhancements for More Efficient DL PDCP Duplication

QUOTA: 1 (was 2)

Without UE impact – provided that gains can be confirmed with a reasonable complexity

Proposed list of potential enhancements for further discussion (other solutions are not precluded):

Enh1: Allow assigning “discard timer” to each PDU transmitted from the hosting node to the assisting node / DU.

Enh2: Allow assigning “hold on” flag to each PDU transmitted from the hosting node to the assisting node / DU; then, explicit “go” command is needed to indicate the PDU shall be transmitted (if the command does not arrive before the validity timer expires, the PDU is discarded at the assisting node / DU).

Enh3: Allow reporting delivery of any PDU, not only those delivered in order.

Previous proposed WF on evaluation and down-selection of solutions: R3-197707, noted

Previous summary of offline disc.: R3-202522, noted

No other PDCP Duplication enhancement than the one already captured in the Baseline CR will be implemented in this WI

Discussion has concluded – no further discussion is expected

	R3-203658
	(TP for NR_IIoT BL CR for TS 38.425): Finalization of enhancement 3 (Huawei)
	other



	CB: #  NRIIOT4-PDCPdup_enh

- Add “if any” to the polling descriptions to trigger the NR PDCP PDU sequence number successfully delivered out of sequence report? 

- revise if agreeable
(HW - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-204004
Note the R3-203658 (i.e. no further action is needed). 



	17.2.4. Related to Higher Layer Multi-Connectivity

QUOTA: 5
Based on SA2 progress and request

Sol1:

The following aspects should be supported in st3, st2:

- Redundancy indication for duplicated PDU Sessions (either by PDU session pair or RSN, or both, depending on feedback from SA2)

- the RAN can configure dual connectivity in one NG-RAN node or two NG-RAN nodes for the two redundant PDU sessions

Sol4:
The following aspects should be supported in st3, st2: 

- Redundancy indication for duplicated QoS flows and the redundant indicator is included at same level of QoS Flow Level QoS parameters

- Two NG UP tunnels for one PDU session with duplicated QoS flows.

Previous summary of offline disc. in R3-197708, noted

	17.2.4.1. Common (Stage 2)

	17.2.4.2. Solution #1

Previous summary of offline disc. in R3-201182, noted

only use the RSN information for redundant PDU session handling in R16

Carry the RSN information in the NG procedure: PDU Session Resource Setup, Handover Resource Allocation and the IE: PDU Session Resource Setup Request Transfer

Carry the RSN in in the Xn procedure: S-NG-RAN node Addition Preparation, M-NG-RAN node initiated S-NG-RAN node Modification Preparation, Handover Preparation and the IE: PDU Session Resource Setup Info – SN terminated, PDU Session Resources To Be Setup List

Introduce the cause value in impacted interface: RSN not available for the UP

List the open issue for further discussion in the future:

Whether the E1 CR is needed

Whether the F1 CR is needed

Whether and how to inform the redundant setup result in the response message

Whether SN node transfers the disjoint UP path information to MN is needed

Whether the identity of the Secondary RAN node is informed to SMF

To be continued...

Previous summary of offline disc.: R3-202524, noted

Inform the redundant setup result in the response message

Introduce the Used RSN value IE to inform the redundant setup result (This IE may need to be refined).

Inform the redundant setup result in the response message in NGAP, XnAP and E1AP

Modify E1AP specification to support sol1

Introduce RSN in Bearer Context Setup request message

Introduce a new cause value (i.e., RSN not available for the UP) as the usage in other specification

F1AP impact is not needed to support sol1

WA: The identity of the Secondary RAN node is informed to SMF

Companies are encouraged to further check before next meeting

Open issues:

1) Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message

2) Whether to introduce RSN in Bearer Context modification request message

3) Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context modification response message

 To be continued...

	R3-203170
	Discussion on the remaining issues of solution1 (ZTE)
	discussion

	R3-203171
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS38.413): Remaining issues of sol1 (ZTE)
	other

	R3-203172
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS38.423): Remaining issues of sol1 (ZTE)
	other

	R3-203173
	(TP for Introduction of NR_IIOT support to TS38.463): Remaining issues of sol1 (ZTE)
	other

	R3-203416
	Remaining issues on Higher Layer Multi-Connectivity (Ericsson)
	discussion

	R3-203417
	Refining the Used RSN Information over NGAP (Ericsson)
	other

	R3-203418
	Refining the Used RSN Information over XnAP (Ericsson)
	other

	R3-203419
	Refining the SN Node ID sent to 5GC (Ericsson)
	other

	R3-203420
	RSN related over E1AP (Ericsson)
	other

	R3-203460
	(TP for BL CR NR IIoT for 38.413) Correction of used RSN (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other

	R3-203461
	(TP for BL CR NR IIoT for 38.423) Correction of used RSN (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other

	R3-203462
	(TP for BL CR NR IIoT for 38.463) Correction of Used RSN (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other

	R3-203578
	Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	discussion

	R3-203579
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.413)Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	other

	R3-203580
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.423)Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	other

	R3-203581
	(TP for [NR_IIOT] BL CR for TS 38.463)Remaining issues of the Solution#1 (CATT)
	other

	R3-203621
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.413) Redundant PDU session setup (Samsung)
	other

	R3-203622
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.423) Redundant PDU session setup (Samsung)
	other

	R3-203659
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.423): Higher layer duplication for solution 1 (Huawei)
	other

	R3-203660
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.413): Higher layer duplication for solution 1 (Huawei)
	other

	R3-203661
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.463): Higher layer duplication for solution 1 (Huawei)
	other

	R3-203662
	(TP for NR_IIoT BL CR for TS 38.413) : Introducing updated QoS parameters in path switch request acknowledge (Huawei)
	other

revised

	R3-203911
	Discussion on open issues for Solution #1 (LG Electronics)
	discussion

	R3-203912
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.413): Introduction of Redundant Transmission Information for Solution #1 (LG Electronics)
	other

	R3-203913
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.423): Introduction of Redundant Transmission Information for Solution #1 (LG Electronics)
	other

	R3-203914
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.463): Introduction of Redundant Transmission Information for Solution #1 (LG Electronics )
	other

	CB: # NRIIOT5-HLmulticonn_sol1

- Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message ? (Yes: ZTE, E///, CATT, HW, LG  No: Samsung)

- Whether to introduce RSN in Bearer Context modification request message?  (Yes: CATT, LG  No: ZTE, E///, Samsung, HW)
- Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context modification response message?  (Yes: CATT, LG  No: ZTE, E///, Samsung, HW)

-  Inform the identity of the secondary RAN node to SMF? (Yes:ZTE, NN, E///(except PDU Session Resource Modify Indication Transfer), Samsung, LG No:HW)

- Whether to introduce the Used RSN Information in Path Switch Request? Yes: E///, NN, LG

- Whether to refine the RSN definition or keep it as it is, e.g., ENUMERATED (v1, v2, …), introduce one new RSN value which stands for no RSN configured path, the value “Disjoint UP not fulfilled” is defined for the Used RSN? (E///, NN, CATT, Samsung)
- attempt to close this topic, rev and merge if needed; split work

(ZTE - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-204005
3662 rev in R3-204128 NGAP TP (HW)

Propose to capture the following:

Agree to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message in E1AP

Agree to not introduce RSN in Bearer Context modification procedure in E1AP.

Agree that the SMF needs to know the identity of the Secondary RAN by a new IE, which is already captured in the BL CR.

Agree to introduce the Used RSN Information in Path Switch Request.
Agree to define the redundant setup result as reused RSN value

Agree to send LS to SA2

Agree to add the definition RedundantPDUSessionInformation in ASN.1
Align the RASN value with different specs as Option 1: RSN ::= ENUMERATED {v1, v2, ...}

Add  “if supported” in the procedure text related to Seconday Node ID (refer to R3-203419), the detail description for “redundant Ethernet” needs to be further discussed.

WF:Send the LS to SA2 and not include the CN PDB in the NGAP TP.
Issue2: Add “redundant Ethernet” and “if supported” in the procedure text related to Seconday Node ID (refer to R3-203419)

Samsung: Agree the wording “ “if supported”. “redundant Ethernet” is not needed, it has already been described in the receiving side.

NN:Support Samsung. It has been captured in TS23.501, trying to make things independently.

E///:Without this particular wording, making it general would bring confusion.

NN: As it is also fine.

When the NG-RAN node receives the PDU session type as Ethernet, the NG-RAN node may/shall support the included global Secondary Node ID.
Samsung: Can discuss the wording.

Issue 3: Agree to send LS to SA2 (R3-204048).

Issue 4: Add the CN PDB IE into PATH SWITCH REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE message (4:1)

E///:Prefer to clarify with SA2 firstly, in LS, we should make it clear that PDU SESSION MODIFICATION REQUEST is used to update the CN PDB.

NN:SA2 has agreed the CR during Xn handover, whether E/// means that after HO, the update can be performed with PDU SESSION MODIFICATION REQUEST?
HW:It has already been captured in TS23.502.The signaling flow and the usage is clear there.

Samsung: There is some confusion in the cover sheet of the agreed CR in SA2. Send LS firstly to confirm with SA2, then the changes in RAN3 can be discussed later.
E///:No need to rush to include the proposed CR in the LS to SA2.

HW: Concern on the ASN.1 in R16.
NN:It should be ok to add IE with ignore criticality.

E///: This will not get any response, is it right? Would the AMF need the response from NG-RAN node?

NN: This is the information that NG-RAN node just follows what it was requested. Does the NG-RAN node need to evaluate the CN PDB on its side?

HW: The current draft is good enough.

E///: RAN can ask that question above. Check TS23.401.
WF: Send the LS to SA2 without including the CN PDB in the NGAP TP.

Propose the following:

R3-203460 is revised in R3-204132   (NGAP, Nokia)

R3-203418 is revised in R3-204133   (XnAP, Ericsson)

R3-203173 is revised in R3-204134   (E1AP, ZTE)

R3-204048   (LS to SA2) Nokia


	17.2.4.3. Solution #4

Previous summary of offline disc.: R3-202525, noted

	17.3. Time Sensitive Communication Related Enhancements

QUOTA: 1 (was 2)

TSCAI which can provide downlink and uplink information simultaneously NGAP, XnAP and F1AP specification.

In R16, SIB9 is encoded by the gNB-CU (as in Release 15). However, the gNB-DU may additionally“re-write/refresh/re-encode”the SIB9 contents with the time reference information available at the gNB-DU.

unicast RRC signaling used for accurate reference timing delivery should be encoded in gNB-CU

For dynamic CN PDB, granularity less than 0.5ms is needed (exact value FFS)

For TSC, introduce the TSC Assistance Information IE outside the QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters IE

All TSN-related issues seem to have been addressed…

Discussion has concluded – no further discussion is expected

	17.3.1. Common

	17.3.2. TSC Assistance Information

add the CN PDB into TS 38.300

	17.3.3. Time Reference Information

BL CR Rapporteur to check overall if any other place needs to apply the change from M to Opt

No need to include the UTC reference timing reporting from gNB-DU to gNB-CU; it is subject to RAN2 progress

	R3-203663
	(TP for NR_IIOT BL CR for TS 38.473): Reference timing information (Huawei)
	other



	CB: # NRIIOT6-time_ref_info

- the UTC reference timing in SIB9 should be obtained from gNB-DU similar to 5G accurate reference time?  

- the reference time type shall be indicated in Reporting Request Type from gNB-CU in terms of UTC only, 5G only or UTC and 5G? 
- check RAN2 progress, if agreeable, check details and revise as needed

(HW - moderator)
Summary of offline disc R3-204006
Note the R3-203663, and no need to transfer UTC reference timing over F1 in this release. 

	17.4. Ethernet Type Bearer Signaling in NG-RAN

QUOTA: 1 (was 3)
Previous  summary of offline disc.: R3-201204 (noted)

BL CRs endorsed at the last meeting

Previous summary of offline disc.: R3-202528, noted

Discussion has concluded – no further discussion is expected

	R3-203032
	Support of Ethernet type (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	CR0034r1, TS 38.460 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. B

	R3-203070
	Support of Ethernet Type Bearer (Huawei, Vodafone, Nokia)
	CR1691r8, TS 36.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-203071
	Support of Ethernet Type Bearer (Huawei, Vodafone, Nokia)
	CR1340r8, TS 36.423 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-203097
	Support of Ethernet Header Compression (Huawei, Samsung, CMCC, Nokia)
	CR0313r3, TS 38.413 v16.1.0, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-203098
	Support of Ethernet Header Compression (Huawei)
	CR0478r3, TS 38.463 v16.1.1, Rel-16, Cat. B



	R3-203421
	EHC updates on E1AP TP (Ericsson)
	other

	R3-203463
	(TP for baseline CR478 Support of  Ethernet Type Bearer for TS 38.463) Correction of Ethernet Compression (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell )
	other

	CB: # NRIIOT7-Ethernet_Type_Bearer_Signaling
-  check BL CRs from last meeting

-  update the EHC parameters in order to align with RAN2 in R3-203421? (E///)
-  move the ethernet compression to fully optional for the receiver CU UP to perform and CU UP indicates when it decides to not run compression to the CU CP? (NN)
- revise/merge if needed
(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-204007
The Below Baseline CRs are endorsed:

For TS 38.460:

R3-203032, Support of Ethernet type 

For TS 36.413:

R3-203070
Support of Ethernet Type Bearer 

For TS 36.423:

R3-203071
Support of Ethernet Type Bearer

For TS 38.413:

R3-203097
Support of Ethernet Header Compression 

For TS 38.463:

R3-203098
Support of Ethernet Header Compression

In the next version of the Baseline CRs the co-souring companies will be added.

The below TP is agreed:

R3-203421 is revised to R3-204142
EHC updates on E1AP TP

R3-203463 is noted. The proposal  “CU UP indicates when it decides to not run compression to the CU CP” is discussed and not concluded. It has no impact on the WI completion and can be continued with contribution driven on TEI...


	17.5. Others

QUOTA: 2 (was 1)


