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Introduction
RAN2 has defined an inter-node message called CG-ConfigInfo, which, in DC scenarios, is generated by an MN and sent to an SN to help the SN with e.g. bearer configuration. In this contribution we will elaborate on how this message shall be handled over F1 and provide our thoughts on the need of extra clarifications in TS 38.473. 
Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk509769073]Looking into the CU to DU RRC Information IE, we see that it contains the CG-ConfigInfo IE. From TS. 38.331 we read that CG-ConfigInfo IE is used as follows:
This message is used by master eNB or gNB to request the SgNB to perform certain actions e.g. to establish, modify or release an SCG. The message may include additional information e.g. to assist the SgNB to set the SCG configuration. It can also be used by a CU to request a DU to perform certain actions, e.g. to establish, modify or release an MCG or SCG.
Direction: Master eNB or gNB to secondary gNB, alternatively CU to DU.

Hence, in DC scenarios, this message is created by the MN and sent to the SN to help the SN to e.g. create bearers. In a split gNB architecture, the message is forwarded by the SgNB-CU-CP to the SgNB-DU.
It is clear that the CG-ConfigInfo generated by a MN and signalled to an SgNB-CU-CP shall be transparently passed to the SgNB-DU. However, the specifications leave ambiguity regarding how this IE is handled at SgNB-CU. 
Lack of clarity in this respect implies that the information generated by the MN may be altered by the SgNB-CU-CP before reaching the SgNB-DU. This may cause misconfigurations between MN and SN, 

In order to make the F1AP specifications clear, it should be detailed that the CG-ConfigInfo IE that is generated by the MN to an SgNB-CU-CP and then forwarded to the SgNB-DU shall be the same as the one received from MN and no modifications are applied by the SgNB-CU-CP. 
Based on the above reasoning, we propose that the gNB-CU-CP shall not change the CG-ConfigInfo IE that is received from the MN when forwarding it to the SgNB-DU.

Proposal 1: we propose that the CG-ConfigInfo IE sent by the MN to an SgNB-CU-CP and forwarded by the SgNB-CU-CP to the SgNB-DU is not modified by the SgNB-CU-CP and is the same as the one received from MN 
Proposal 3: RAN3 is kindly requested to agree with the changes proposed in R3-194143


Conclusion
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]In this contribution the need for clarification regarding band combination and feature set over F1 has been discussed and the following proposals were made:

Proposal 1: we propose that the gNB-CU shall not change the band combination and feature set parameters contained in the configRestrictInfo IE
Proposal 2: we propose that the CG-ConfigInfo IE sent by the SgNB-CU is the same as the one received from master eNB 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3: RAN3 is kindly requested to agree with the changes proposed in R3-194143

	12/12	
