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1 Introduction

CB: # 28_MBS_general

- revise as needed and endorse 5907, 5909, 6312, 6383, 6484 as BL

- revise as needed and agree 6408 and 6409

(HW - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-206904
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Endorse R3-205907 as BL CR to TS38.300

Endorse R3-205909 as BL CR to TS38.401

Endorse R3-206312 as BL CR to TS38.463
Endorse R3-206383 as BL CR to TS38.423, remove the “/” in next version.

Endorse R3-207050 (rev of R3-206484) as BL CR to TS38.470
Endorse R3-207051 (rev of R3-206526) as BL CR to TS38.410
Agree TP R3-207045 (rev of R3-206408) to TS38.300 BL CR
Agree TP R3-207046 (rev of R3-206409) to TS38.401 BL CR
3 Discussion [if needed]

3.1 BL CRs endorsement

In last meeting, two BL CRs were endorsed, and other BL CR assignment was captured in chairman notes, in this meeting, besides the two BLCRs endorsed late meeting, some other BL CRs are also submitted for endorsement.

Question 1: are you ok to endorse the BL CRs endorsed last meeting, i.e. [R3-205907 draftCR for TS38.300] [R3-205909 CR for TS38.401]? And please input your comments if any.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	ok

	Nokia 
	OK

	Intel
	For 38.300: 

1. Rename section 16.x as “Multicast and Broadcast”

2. Rename section 16.x.4 as MBS Transmission, this section should contain the layer 1 and layer 2 description of MBS transmission. PTP/PTM switching can be a subsection of 16.x.4. 

For 38.401: 

1. Rename section 6.1.x as “Overall Architecture of MBS”

Rename section 7.x as “MBS”, just to be consistent with sub-section under section 7

	Samsung
	Generally agree with Intel.  Consistent terminology can be used in every section. Currently,  “multicast and broadcast”, “MBS” and “NR MBS” are used in different section.

	CATT
	Agree with Intel, it is better to remove NR.Another point we would like to clarify is that the level of  PTP-PTM switch  i.e. per –UE level or per cell level or both? 

	ZTE
	OK

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	OK. As we discussed last meeting, NR MBS should be used.

	Qualcomm
	OK


Moderator's summary: 
5 companies are agree to endorse these two BL CRs directly, 3 companies would like to update some wording, e.g. change the “NR MBS” to “MBS”, from moderator’s point of view, it is ok to keep them as they are, and to do to wording later if needed.

Proposal to Chairman notes: 

R3-205907 endorsed

R3-205909 endorsed
Question 2: are you ok to endorse the submitted E1AP CR [R3-206312 CR to TS38.463] as the BL CR? And please input your comments if any.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	ok

	Nokia 
	OK 

	Intel
	Ok

	Samsung
	Ok

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	OK

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	OK

	Qualcomm
	OK


Proposal to Chairman notes: 

R3-206312 endorsed as BL CR to TS38.463

Question 3: are you ok to endorse the submitted XnAP CR [R3-206383 CR to TS38.423] as the BL CR? And please input your comments if any.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	ok

	Nokia
	OK

	Intel 
	Ok

	Samsung
	Ok.

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	Generally OK. “Multicast/Broadcast Service” can be replaced as “Multicast Broadcast service”, just to be consistent with the BL CR for TS 38.300.

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	OK

	Qualcomm
	OK


Moderator's summary:


All companies agree to endorse the paper, the “/” can be removed during the submission to next meeting. 
Proposal to Chairman notes:

Endorse R3-206383 as BL CR to TS38.423, remove the “/” in next version.
Question 4: are you ok to endorse the submitted F1AP stage2 CR [R3-206484 CR to TS38.470] as the BL CR? And please input your comments if any.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	ok

	Nokia
	OK but description a bit succinct. Could we have something like “allows MBS context management between CU and DU”.

	Intel 
	Ok

	Samsung
	Ok.

	Ericsson
	probably as thin content as many other BL CR ;-)
in 5.2.x, I hope that the MBS functions are not limited to exchange messages but to control MBS. And could we rename “MBS” to “NR MBS”, also in 6.1.x?
And, would the function name, in analogy to UE context function chapter not better be named “F1 NR MBS context management function”?, expecting also NR MBS aspects to be included in 5.2.3?

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	OK

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Finally, I try to make thin content as other BL CRs. As Ericsson’s comments, I change MBS to NR MBS. Regarding the change on 5.2.3, I would like to keep open until there is clear conclusion.

	Qualcomm
	OK


Moderator's summary:


All companies agree to endorse the paper, and the paper is updated based on the comments received.
Proposal to Chairman notes:


Endorse R3-20xxxx (rev of R3-206484) as BL CR to TS38.470
Question 5: are you ok to endorse the submitted NGAP stage2 CR [R3-206526 CR to TS38.410] as the BL CR? And please input your comments if any.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	ok

	Nokia 
	OK

	Intel 
	Ok

	Samsung
	Ok

	Ericsson
	In section 7, we could leave it with an Editor’s Note hinting at the fact that changes are expected for MBS Session. Section 6.xx we should remove “suspend”, Section 5.xx we should remove “once and MBS context is available in the NG-RAN node.”

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	OK. Please see the updated version in the folder, where “suspend” is removed in section 6.xx, and “Editor’s Note: Changes are expected for MBS Session” is added in section 7. We do not think there is a need to remove “once an MBS context is available in the NG-RAN node” in section 5.xx, since the description is similar to that for PDU Session Management function in section 5.5. In addition, there seems to be no cases for managing the session resources when the NG-RAN node does not have the corresponding MBS context.

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	OK.

	Qualcomm
	OK


Moderator's summary:


All companies agree to endorse the paper, and the paper is updated based on the comments received.
Proposal to Chairman notes:


Endorse R3-20xxxx (rev of R3-206526) as BL CR to TS38.410
3.2 TPs on the inclusion of the agreements of RAN3#109

In RAN3#109, there are lots of agreements and working assumptions achieved, but no corresponding TPs, in order to make the discussion of this meeting goes in a more efficient way, the WI rapporteur (also the moderator of this CB) submitted two TPs to capture the existing agreements and working assumptions into the BL CRs of TS 38.300 and TS 38.401.

Question 6: are you ok to capture the TP provided in R3-206408 to TS38.300 BL CR? And please input your comments if any.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Ok

	Nokia
	NOK. TP for inclusion to 38.300 are provided by several companies in each individual AI and should be treated there.

	Huawei 1
	Because these are not new proposals, it is better to use the other individual AI to discuss further things, instead of how to capture the things already agreed.
Please update the TP if needed.

	Intel
	Agree with Huawei 1

	Samsung
	Fine to capture previous agreements.

	Ericsson
	agree with Nokia.

	CATT
	Agree with Huawei 1

	ZTE
	OK

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Agree with Huawei1

	Qualcomm
	Agree with Nokia and Huawei 1


Moderator's summary: 7 companies agree to capture the TP provided in R3-206408 to TS38.300 BL CR, use the other individual AI to discuss further things, instead of how to capture the things already agreed. Three companies’ thinks there are overlapping part submitted in individual sub AIs.
So it is proposed to agree the updated TP R3-20xxxx (rev of R3-206408) to TS38.300 BL CR, overlapping part can be solved when merge all the agreed TPs by the BL CR owner, if any.
Proposal to Chairman notes: 
Agree TP R3-20xxxx (rev of R3-206408) to TS38.300 BL CR
Question 7: are you ok to capture the TP provided in R3-206409 to TS38.401 BL CR? And please input your comments if any.

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	ok

	Nokia
	NOK. The text seems not suited: in section 3.1 it refers to NG interface which should not be there in 38.401. the text in section 7 refers to non split case in 38.300 which is odd and should be removed in my view. 

	Huawei 1
	Please see the updated section 3.1.

Please see the updated section 7.

	Intel
	See our comment for Q1 and:

In 7.x to “The Support of NR_MBS in non-split gNB case is specified in TS 38.300 [2].”

	Ericsson
	agree with Nokia

	CATT
	OK to capture agreement. But maybe some update is needed,as Nokia point out.

	ZTE
	OK with the updated TP.

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	OK.

	Qualcomm
	Agree with Nokia

	Huawei2
	The TP is updated accordingly.


Moderator's summary: considering that the TP is updated based on the received comments, it is proposed to agree the TP.
Proposal to Chairman notes: agree TP R3-20xxxx (rev of R3-206409) to TS38.401 BL CR
4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]

If needed
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