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1. Overall Description:

SA2 captured the related solutions( Solutions #1 ~ #4  and Solution #7 and #10) into TR 23.725 for key issue#1 on high reliability by redundant transmission. In SA2#130 meeting, The CRs (S2-1901367 S2-1901368 S2-1901370 S2-1901371) to TS23.501&TS23.502 for solution#1 and solution#4 are approved.

In order to progress the SID on NR Industrial IoT, RAN3 discussed the impact of RAN on approved solution#1 and solution#4, and kindly asks SA2 to answer the following question.
Q1:For solution#1, SA2 is kindly asked to clarify whether two redundant PDU sessions need to be established/or released simultaneously by RAN.

Q2:  Using one gNB with multiple DUs for extensive area coverage deployment is assumed to be very common scenario in 5G, in such case, only one CU (hosting PDCP) could be used to connect with different UPFs via N3 tunnel. SA2 is kindly asked to clarify how to support a gNB with multiple DUs deployment  scenario in solutin1.
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Fig1:  CU/DU deployment scenario
Q3: For solution#1, SA2 is kindly asked to clarify whether it is valid for RAN setting up two N3 tunnels by using different CU-UPs  within one gNB toward different UPFs.
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Fig2:  CP/UP deployment scenario
Q4: For solution#4, SA2 is kindly asked to clarify  how does the RAN select a N3 tunnel to send uplink data in case  redundant transmission of specific QOS flow is not indicated by AMF (e.g. whether AMF need to indicate the main N3 tunnel).
2. Actions:

To SA2: RAN3 kindly asks SA2 to take the above questions into account and provide the answer on solution#1 and solution#4.
3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:

RAN3#103bis
8 - 12 Apr, xian, China
RAN3#104
13 - 17 May, Reno, US
