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1 Introduction

CB: # 8_2RxXRUE

- Check the CRs in R3-240822 and R3-240139
- N2-NGAP indication for ‘2Rx non-REDCAP XR devices’ from gNB to Core Network based on progress from RAN2? 

(moderator - Nok)

Summary of offline disc R3-240823
2 For the Chair’s Notes

3 Discussion

3.1 SPID

Q1: Please share your view on draft Stage-2 CR in the uploaded draft R3-240822 and R3-240139

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	TS38.300 CR: ok

TS36.300 CR: we think it may be better to clarify the new SPID value is not applicable to eNB/EPC, but we are ok if majority prefer no 36.300 CR.



	ZTE
	Agree with the 38.300 CR

Share the same view as Nokia for the 36.300 CR

	Deutsche Telekom
	Same views as Nokia on 38.300 and having a CR for 36.300.

	Ericsson
	Share the same view as Nokia. Prefer to refer to RFSP rather than SPID for NR case.

	Apple
	TS 38.300 CR is OK, just a few minor editorial suggestions:

“The SPID=x defined below only applies for 5GC.”

“The selection provides information that subscriber is an XR device and is permitted to utilise a minimum of two Rx antenna ports for the NR bands where four Rx antenna ports are baseline as defined in TS 38.101-1 [88].”
No strong view on the TS 36.300 CR, OK to follow the majority.

Moderator: ok for the 1st change. For the 2nd change, “as given” is copied from 36.300 SPID =253. 



	Huawei
	TS38.300 CR: ok, I provide minor updates for the revision.

TS36.300 CR: not needed. 

LTE not support XR, EPC and 5GC are separate system, it does not make sense to restrict the value in EPC. And, if the value among the reference values is not specified in 36.300, it means this will not be used for EPC naturally, so no change is needed.

Values 1- 128
- Operator specific SPID values;

Values 129 - 256
- Reference values.


	Vodafone
	TS38.300 CR should not say that SPID=252 only applies for 5GC. The eNB needs to know the SPID=252 too.
Please consider the following scenario: The UE says that it is a 2Rx-XR device. But the SIM does not have an appropriate subscription and therefore the core network does not send SPID=252. So, the subscription doesn’t match with the UE type. Hence the operator might want not to give XR service or even no 5G to that user but some form of restricted access (e.g. select frequency band, send to 4G,…). Then it is logical that the 4G eNB should consider not handing this device over to 5G.

TS36.300 CR: Add SPID=252 with reference to TS38.300. 
Moderator: let’s tentatively add 252 to TS36.300 CR, and invite companies to have a further check before Friday.


	Qualcomm
	Same view as Nokia

	CATT
	Same views as Nokia

	China Telecom
	Same view as Nokia


Summary

· Update the TS38.300 CR based on the comments from Huawei and Apple
· Update TS36.300 CR based on Vodafone comments, and invite companies to have a further check before Friday.

Potential proposals:
3.2 NGAP indication for ‘2Rx non-REDCAP XR devices’ from gNB to Core Network

Based on the UE’s radio capability information, gNB send this indication to CN, 

Upon the reception of this indication, the AMF may choose to reject the UE’s Registration Request in case the UE’s radio capability indication indicates 2Rx, but the subscription does not include the new SPID value. 

Proposal 2: introduce a new indication indicating the UE is 2Rx in UE RADIO CAPABILITY INFO INDICATION message.  

Q2: Please share your view on above proposal

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Agree. 



	ZTE
	Agree

	Deutsche Telekom
	Agree

	Ericsson
	Agree

	Apple
	Agree. Please add Apple as a co-sourcing company.

	Huawei
	Agree. 

	Vodafone
	Agree

	Qualcomm
	Agree. In addition to NGAP UE Radio Capability update to 5GC, we need to specify Xn, F1 enhancements for Served Cell Info and F1 Paging to include 2 Rx indication (there is similar discussion on going for RedCap as well) 
Moderator: This can be added after RAN2 make a decision. 

	CATT
	Agree but we need to send LS to SA2 to notify this agreement and attach the agreed CR if needed because the verification behavior is perform at AMF,  this is a new function in AMF, however, SA2 does not know anything about 2RX XR now.

	China Telecom
	Agree


Summary

· All agree to introduce a new NGAP indication to CN. Let’s use Huawei R3-240404 as a baseline. 
· The semantics description needs to be updated, e.g. delete “whether” since the IE only have 1 value.
· It may be needed to inform the SA2 regarding the above scenario, e.g. AMF reject the UE’s registration in case it is 2Rx, but not subscription. Moderator suggest CATT prepare a draft LS to SA2. 
Potential proposals:

4 2nd Round 
Please add your comments in the draft TS36.300 CR, TS38.300 CR, TS38.413 CR.

Please share your view on whether need a LS to SA2.
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	It may be necessary to inform SA2 on the scenario, and up to SA2 to decide whether update their specification.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




