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1
Introduction

RAN3 has received in S2-1910678 [1] SA2’s view on the RAN3 decisions.
Overall, it seems that SA2 would rather like to keep SMF/AMF functional distribution than utilising possibilities to optimising NG-C/N2 signalling.

This paper follows SA2 suggestions and discusses the necessary changes of the agreed RAN3 BL CRs which are submitted to this meeting in [2] and [3] in a re-based version.
2
Discussion

2.1
4G to 5G Handover
The following is proposed:

-
A new Data Forwarding Response E-RAB List IE is included in the Handover Request Acknowledge Transfer IE to transport the DL forwarding addresses per E-RAB from the target eNB. This replaces the E-RAB Handover Request Acknowledge List IE on HANDOVER REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE message level.

-
The Direct Forwarding Path Availability IE in the PDU Session Resource Setup Request Transfer IE is kept and in line with the endorsed CR1804 23.502 [6].

2.2
5G to 4G Handover

The following is considered and proposed:

-
Indication of Direct Data Forwarding Path Availability from the source NG-RAN node is not changed per endorsed CR1804 23.502 [6]. The source NG-RAN node indicates to the 5GC Direct Forwarding Path availability towards the E-UTRAN. This information is already available in the current Rel-15 version of NGAP in the HANDOVER REQUIRED message on message level and in the Handover Required Transfer IE, so both, AMF and SMF are informed about the direct forwarding possibility.
-
A new Data Forwarding Response E-RAB List IE is included in the Handover Command Transfer IE to transport the DL forwarding addresses per E-RAB from the target eNB. This replaces the E-RAB Handover Command List IE on HANDOVER COMMAND message level.
-
Looking at the endorsed stage 2 CR in [2], it seems appropriate, to modify the statement ”In case of direct data forwarding, the source NG-RAN node receives in the Handover Command message a TEID/TNL address ...” and remove “in the Handover Command message” as the emphasis on receiving this information on message level is not applicable any more.
3
Conclusion and Proposals
Proposal:
It is proposed to follow SA2’s advice keeping AMF/SMF functional separation and agree on revised CRs in [4] and [5].
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