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Introduction
In this document the outcome of offline discussions on Correction to node name format is captured.

Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk509769073]During RAN3-106 proposals on correction to the node name IE format over the F1, E1 and NG interfaces were made. A number of companies were in support of such changes but requested that the changes were made in a backwards compatible way. 

At RAN3-107e a number of documents were submitted to address the issue of Node Name Format. Such contributions can be found in R3-200993, R3-200799, R3-200806, R3-200807.

The new proposals are backwards compatible because they propose the introduction of a new Node Name IE that, when present, is used instead of the old Node Name IE. This allows operators to use the same Node Name format over he RAN interfaces and between the RAN and the OAM system.

[Nokia] 
The current IE proposal should be simplified to just VisibleString(SIZE(1..150,...) rather than VisibleString(FROM(" ".."~"^ SIZE(1..150, ...)). 
In the discussion paper R3-200993, there is claim that this additional restriction is necessary to exclude characters “such as NULL (0000), ESC(001B), DEL (007F) or CR (000D)” which exist in ISO/IEC 646 cod etable. However, these commands are already not included in the VisibleString IE type in ASN.1. That is, the VisibleString IE type already comprises only of the 94 characters plus space, resulting in precisely 95 characters according to ITU X.680 specification.

Specifically, ITU X.680 specification indicates that:
· The character set for VisibleString(ISO646String) corresponds to entry 6 of the ISO International Register of Coded Character Sets to be used with Escape Sequences, plus the SPACE character
· The canonical order is the same as the characters in cells 2/0-7/14 of the ISO/IEC 646 code table. 
· The entire character set contains precisely 95 characters

[bookmark: _Hlk33516529]Therefore, given that ISO/IEC 646 2/0 corresponds to space, and 7/14 to “~”, the additional proposed “restriction” (i.e. FROM(" ".."~") is unnecessary, and an implementation that would allow that range of commands in ISO/IEC 646 would not be according to ASN.1 specification.

[bookmark: _GoBack][Huawei]The main intention is to allow operators to use the same Node Name format over he RAN interfaces and between the RAN and the OAM system, but we think it is an unnecessary optimization actually. In the spec where it is referred, actually there are seven sets of characters, even there is no need to use VisibleString at all. 

[Ericsson] We have the issue that the Node Name we can use between OAM and RAN can include the “_” (underscore) character, while the Node Name we can use over the RAN interfaces does not contain that character. 
That is why we are proposing to add a new IE (so make the proposal backwards compatible) with an encoding VisibleString(SIZE(1..150, ...)) (to include missing characters like “_”).

Conclusion
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]Four companies support introduction of a Name Type IE according to the format below, while one company does not see the need for this. In an attempt to converge towards the majority view it is proposed the following

Proposal: it is proposed to add backwards compatible extentions to the gNB-CU Name, gNB-DU Name, gNB-CU-UP Name, gNB-CU-CP Name and RAN Node Name, where such extensions would support the following format:
VisibleString(SIZE(1..150, ...))
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