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Introduction
RAN2#107bis achieved the following agreements [1]:
	BAP header 

· Routing ID is 13bits

· There is a C/D bit

· Length of the BAP address and BAP path ID sub-fields of the BAP routing ID to be fixed/predefined 

· For the DL, BAP address is 10bits and BAP path ID is 3bits

· For the UL, BAP address is FFS bits and BAP path ID is FFS bits 

· R2 expects that there will be no restrictions in the TS to restrict configuration of routing ID and its components. The network has to ensure that e.g. there is no path confusion.




There have been many contributions to RAN2#108 on the formate of the UL BAP routing ID with many different proposals. This paper tries to consolidate all of these proposals in a WF.
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Discussion
The following proposals have been made in contributions to RAN2#108:
	Tdoc #
	Company
	UL BAP address length
	UL BAP path ID length
	Additional comments

	R2-1915705

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	3
	10
	

	R2-1916140

	LG
	3
	10
	

	R2-1915456

	Huawei, HiSilicon

	3
	10
	

	R2-1915112

	ZTE, Sanechips
	5
	8
	

	R2-1915278
	Samsung
	7
	6
	

	R2-1915748

	AT&T
	7
	6
	

	R2-1915472

	Ericsson
	10
	3
	Should be same as DL

	R2-1914808
	QCOM
	10
	3
	Should be same as DL


The proposals by all companies had in common that the total length of the BAP routing ID was the same for UL and DL.
Observation 1: All proposals had in common that the length of the BAP routing ID be the same for UL and DL.
Companies had very different views on how the UL BAP routing ID should be split into BAP address and BAP path ID. Some companies emphasized that the BAP address should not be too short while others stressed that the BAP address should not be too short. 
Observation 2: Some companies were concerned that the UL BAP address could be too short, while others were concerned that the UL BAP path ID could be too short.

While companies were concerned about these parameters being too short, no company was concerned that they could be too long.

Observation 3: No company was concerned that BAP address or BAP path ID might end up being too long.

It seems that ensuring sufficient length for both, BAP address and BAP path ID, might make everybody happy. 

Observation 4: It seems that ensuring sufficient length for both, BAP address and BAP path ID, might make everybody happy.

Taking this observation as a guide, the following commonalities could be identified:
Observation 5: All proposals had in common that the length of the BAP address was less than or equal to 10bits. 

Observation 6: All proposals had in common that the length of the BAP path ID was less than or equal to 10bits. 

Further, two companies felt that the BAP-routing-ID split should be the same for UL and DL.

Observation 7: Two companies proposed that the BAP-routing-ID split be the same for UL and for DL.

To consolidate all these views, the following WF proposal is made:

Proposal 1: 
WF: The BAP header has a length of 3B, which hold 

1 D/C bit, 3 R bits, 10 bits for BAP address, and 10bits for BAP path ID. 
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Figure 1: BAP header for UL and DL
3
Conclusion
This paper aimed for a WF to consolidates proposals on the format of the UL BAP routing ID. The following observations and proposal have been made:

Observation 1: All proposals had in common that the length of the BAP routing ID was the same for UL and DL.
Observation 2: Some companies were concerned that the UL BAP address could be too short, while others were concerned that the UL BAP path ID could be too short.

Observation 3: No company was concerned that BAP address or BAP path ID might end up being too long.

Observation 4: It seems that ensuring sufficient length for both, BAP address and BAP path ID, might make everybody happy.

Observation 5: All proposals had in common that the length of the BAP address was less than or equal to 10bits. 

Observation 6: All proposals had in common that the length of the BAP path ID was less than or equal to 10bits. 

Observation 7: Two companies proposed that the BAP-routing-ID split was the same for UL and for DL.

Proposal 1: 
WF: The BAP header has a length of 3B, which hold 

1 D/C bit, 3 R bits, 10 bits for BAP address, and 10bits for BAP path ID. 
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