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1. Introduction
After the RAN3 #107bis, several issues are still left for sol1.
Open issues:
1) Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message
2) Whether to introduce RSN in Bearer Context modification request message
3) Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context modification response message
This paper mainly addresses the above open issues.
2. Discussion
2.1.	Open issues
Whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message
In the last meeting, in order to support NRIIOT sol1, the useage of redundant setup result is appoved by RAN3, so it has been captured in the Ng and Xn specs. 
It is straighforwad that it shall be captured in the E1 spec, otherwise, E1AP cannot fully support NRIIOT Sol 1.
Proposal 1: Agree to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message

Whether to introduce RSN in Bearer Context modification request message and whether to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context modification response message
As some companies think that in the reponse message, the redundant setup result can be absent when the receiving node does not want to setup redundant PDU session, so in E1AP, CU-CP can trigger the bearer context modification procedur to try to setup redundant PDU session. However, some companies think the redundant PDU session is quite static, so it is not needed to use modification procedure.
Currently, in NGAP and XnAP, PDU session modification procedure is not used for redundant PDU session, so for simplicity, it is suggested not to use bearer context modification procedure in the E1AP.
Proposal 2: Agree to not introduce Bearer Context modification procedure for redundant PDU session.
2.1. Other issues
What meaning for absent of redundant setup result
The IE of redundant setup result is an optional IE, so after receiving redundant PDU session setup request, the node can send respose message but dose not include redundant setup result. In this case, this PDU session is succefuly established as a normal PDU session other than a redundant PDU session.
Observation: If redundant setup result is not included in the PDU session setup response message, this PDU session is established a normal one other than a redundant one, and there is no impact on current specs.
The IE name of redundant setup result
In the last meeting, there are two options to define the IE name of redundant setup result
· Option 1: Introduce Used (or updated) RSN value IE into response message 
· Option 2: Introduce Redundant setup failure indication IE into Response message
The IE name as Used (or updated) RSN value can provide more information and more future proof, e.g., when the RSN value is extended to more than 2. Option 2 seems a bit strange that a failure indication in the response message (Indeed, the different RSN value configuration is acceptable to the receiving node).
Proposal 3: The IE name of redundant setup result is defined as Used RSN value.

Whether the identity of the Secondary RAN node is informed to SMF
In the last meeting, the indicaitons of the secondary RAN to SMF is captured into the NGAP protocol as working assumption. The main motivation is come from SA2, details can be seen in company’s contribution R3-202073.
In the case of Ethernet PDU Sessions, the SMF has the possibility to change the UPF (acting as the PSA) and select a new UPF based on the identity of the Secondary NG-RAN for the second PDU Session if the Secondary NG-RAN is modified (or added/released), using the Ethernet PDU Session Anchor Relocation procedure described in clause 4.3.5.8 of TS 23.502 [3].
Proposal 4: Agree to inform the identity of the secondary RAN node to SMF.
3. Conclusion
After the above analysis, we provide the following observations and proposals
Proposal 1: Agree to introduce redundant setup result in Bearer Context Setup response message
Proposal 2: Agree to not introduce Bearer Context modification procedure for redundant PDU session.
Proposal 3: Agree to define the IE name of redundant setup result as Used RSN value.
Proposal 4: Agree to inform the identity of the secondary RAN node to SMF.
Observation: If redundant setup result is not included in the PDU session setup response message, this PDU session is established a normal one other than a redundant one, and there is no impact on current specs.


