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1   Reporting of the offline discussions
This tdoc summarizes at high level the offline discussions which led to the solution implemented in stage 3 for the transfer of allocated transport layer addresses (TLA) from target to source.
Despite both solutions were feasible, a majority of companies preferred to introduce an explicit list of (E-RAB ID, TLA)s compared to reusing the existing list of (DRB ID, TLA)s in order to avoid the double mapping process in each direction (e.g. E-RAB ID -> DRB ID followed by DRB ID -> E-RAB ID).

Then two possible options were further compared:
Option 1: transfer the list (E-RAB ID, TLA)s inside the SM container,  
Option 2: transfer the list of (E-RAB ID, TLA)s outside the SM container i.e. directly included in the HO Request Acknowledge message and the Handover Command message. 

A majority of companies preferred the option 2. Some of the arguments put in favor of option 2 were:
In the 5g to 4g direction, 
The AMF doesn’t need to contact the source SMF (similar to the “no forwarding” case). This spares time and processing during the handover preparation because it avoids the AMF to
· decode and identify each of the SMF nodes involved,

· initiate an exchange with each identified SMF to transfer the E-RAB list,

· Wait and coordinate for the response of all the SMF nodes.
Avoid each SMF to generate container and include E-RAB list.

Avoid the change of the CT4 signaling from AMF to source SMF to indicate that direct forwarding is selected (and not indirect) otherwise SMF would contact UPF for indirect forwarding case.
In the 4g to 5g direction,
The gain is less but potentially it avoids the AMF to wait and combine the E-RAB list from each individual target SMF before forwarding the concatenated E-RAB list over N26 towards the MME.  

On the other side, the argument of transparency in favor of option 1 was deemed less significant given that in inter-system the AMF behaves as an MME and e.g. will already explicitly receive/send the list of E-RAB(s) with the associated TLA(s) from/to the MME over the N26 interface.  

2   Outcome of the offline discussions

The stage 2 and the stage 3 CRs have been updated with the option 2 as described here-above in tdocs R3-192627 and R3-192626.
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