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1 Introduction

This was captured during the online session:
CB: # 81_Ch10_NGAP_S1AP

- shall vs. may be considered not comprehended: shall seems better

- clarify other impacts (if any)

- impacts to e.g. E1AP/F1AP? Should check also other specs?

- not supported/not comprehended

- fix cover sheet: other specs affected

(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-211049
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-211120 -- agreed

Chairman to ask whether anyone has strong objections to go along the proposals discussed for NGAP and S1AP.

If none:

-
R3-211086 (revision of R3-210630) – agreed

-
R3-211087 (revision of R3-210631) – agreed

else

-
decision postponed to RAN3#112-e

3 Discussion [if needed]
3.1 General
The moderator understood from the online discussions, that the CRs submitted are supported in principle by many companies. Please speak up in case you have reservations to agree on them (given the suggested revisions). In case of reservations, please specify below, whether your reservation is general, concerns agreeing on them at RAN3#111 or concerns the suggested Release

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	We think it would be wise to give some further time to review this, especially since the proposal is to impact both S1AP and NGAP (and all other specs that refers here).

	NEC
	We are ok with the proposed changed.

This common rule for all RAN3 interface application protocols has been there for many years already, modify to adapt the today actual situation is helpful. Also ok for further checking in order to ensure no problem for all relevant specifications.

	CATT
	Just question for clarification.
With this modification, does it imply that the term “not comprehended” for IE or IE group means “either not support or not comprehended” in all other parts in chapter 10(including the description in chapter 10 in other spec e.g.38.463,38.473)?


	ZTE
	Similar view as HW. Perhaps this modification will impact other specifications.


The following changes have been made to the CRs in [2] and [3]:

1)
The new specification text was changed from “... may be considered not comprehended” to “... shall be considered not comprehended” in [2] and [3].
2) The NGAP CR [2] cover sheet was modified to include the affected TSs: 38.423, 38.455, 38.463, 38.473, 37.463

3)
The S1AP CR [3] cover sheet was modifed to include the affected TSs: 36.423, 36.443, 36.444, 36.455, 36.459, 36.463

4)
Coversheet correction for the S1AP CR [3] (Release was missing)
Please provide comments, if any, to the modifications performed along the items above:

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Changing from "may" to "shall" has a large impact, especially on ignore, which completely contradicts the intention of the original sentence so this needs to be evaluated further.

	
	

	
	


3.2 Applicability of chapter 10.2.3 for all criticality values

There were discussions on whether the changes in [2] and [3] would have any unwanted effect on IEs or IE groups with the criticality assigned to “ignore”.

The moderator understands that IEs or IE groups with the criticality assigned to “ignore” can indeed from an abstract syntax and functional group be “ignored” if not comprehended/supported. IEs and IE groups which, if not comprehended would not allow the procedure to be continued should be set to “reject”.

Please provide your further considerations, if any, below:
	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	This text was introduced especially with ignore in mind (R3-002311, R3-001441). The reasoning was that if there is any specific behavior specified if the feature is not supported, the receiver shall not ignore it. 

The reject case is however slightly different. If we just follow criticality this will generate a failure message so the originating node will always be informed (either by the msg triggered by criticality or the one triggered by specific behavior). Therefore, forcing a reject is less sensitive. 

So a potentially safer way would be to specify new text that applies to reject only.

We have done a quick check in our main specifications (Xn, F1, NG) and could not find an issue but we have not done the exercise for all specs affected by these NG and S1 changes. 
Therefore we prefer to give some more time for checking.

	
	

	
	


3.3 Other Identified issues
Please include below any other topic or correction missing in the ones listed above:
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	TS 38.455 Chapter 10 refers to chapter 10 in 36.455, while Chapter 9.0 refers to 38.413. Moderator suggests that this is corrected and triggered the rapporteur to provide CRs.

	Ericsson_NRPPa
	Thank you moderator for checking this misguided reference, R3-211120 correction of the above has been uploaded.

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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