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Discussion
1. Introduction
For intra-CU topology adaptation procedure [1], there are some open issues as follows:

· It is FFS whether or not the stop indication is needed in UE CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST message of Step 5

· The configuration of TNL address(es) is FFS.

· When and how to perform Steps11, 12 and 15 for the migrating IAB-node’s descendant nodes is FFS.

· It is FFS how IAB-donor-CU knows the unsuccessfully transmitted downlink data over the backhaul link.

· The determination of the delivery of all upstream packets at the source path is FFS.

In this contribution, we focus on the determination of the delivery of all upstream packets at the source path and provide our view on it.
2. Discussion
In [1], for delivery of uplink packets at the source path, there is editor’s note as follows:
	Editor’s NOTE: The determination of the delivery of all upstream packets at the source path is FFS.


Because the source path is consist of multi-hop wireless backhaul, this issue may be caused. That is, a part of uplink packets which the migrating IAB-node transmits may not arrive yet to the IAB-donor CU due to multi-hop wireless backhaul. Without perceiving this situation, if the IAB-donor CU triggers the UE Context Release procedure as Step 13 in below figure, the loss of uplink packet could happen. In order to avoid this uplink packet loss, the intermediate node at the source path may inform the IAB-donor CU that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted. This way can let the IAB-donor CU initiate the UE Context Release procedure toward the source Parent IAB-node after the IAB-donor CU is aware that there is no uplink packet to be sent.
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Figure 8.2.x-1: IAB intra-CU topology adaptation procedure
Proposal 1: The intermediate node at the source path should indicate that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted to the IAB-donor CU.
In order for the intermediate node at the source path to indicate that there is no uplink packet to be sent, there may be some possible options; one option is to use F1-U and the other option is to use F1-C. The former option may have an additional impact on E1 interface because the IAB-donor CU-UP should inform the IAB-donor CU-CP that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted. The latter option may have an additional impact on F1 interface since all of the intermediate nodes on source path should notify the IAB-donor CU(-CP) that there is no uplink packet to be sent while it has no impact on E1 interface. From the signaling point of view, we slightly prefer F1-U option though E1 signaling is needed.
Proposal 2: An indication that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted should be transmitted via F1-U.
Proposal 3: The IAB-donor CU-UP should inform the IAB-donor CU-CP that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we focused on the determination of the delivery of all upstream packets at the source path and provided our view on it. The following proposals are kindly suggested to RAN3:
Proposal 1: The intermediate node at the source path should indicate that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted to the IAB-donor CU.

Proposal 2: An indication that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted should be transmitted via F1-U.
Proposal 3: The IAB-donor CU-UP should inform the IAB-donor CU-CP that there is no uplink packet to be transmitted.
Proposal 4: It is proposed to agree the TP in [2] for TS 38.401.
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