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1	Introduction
At RAN3 meeting #112, some progress was achieved: per-slice PRB information was added, as well as SUL load information. However, some “FFS” was still needed. 
In this contribution, we consider how this problem can be completed.
2	Discussion
When completing the discussion on the per-slice PRB usage, it turned out the reference for the percentage is unclear. Because of that, an “FFS” was added in the semantics:
Per cell DL GBR PRB usage for this slice [FFS on the reference for the percentage calculation]
There are two perfectly possible options:
1) Reference is the total cell capacity; or
2) Reference is the total capacity available in the cell per the slice.
One must observe that both can be justified: the per-cell resource information refers to the total cell capacity, so such reference can be made also in case of per-slice resource utilisation. Such reference could make the value independent from reallocation of resources among slices. On the other hand, using the slice available resources as the capacity can help avoid errors where the percentage of used resources is higher than the available resources per slice. 
Proposal 1: RAN3 shall discuss the benefits of either of the solutions. Reference to the resources available for the slice may be slightly better option to avoid errors.
It shall also be considered if any correction is needed, or the FFS may simply be removed. If it is removed, the semantic description will be the same as in other places where PRBs are reported. This may possibly hint the reference point is the same, i.e. the total cell capacity. However, in other places, there was no doubt, because there was no other possible reference.
Proposal 2: Considering that there are different possibilities for the reference, it may be clearer (and help avoid misunderstandings in future) if the selected reference is explicitly mentioned in the semantics.
3	Conclusions
In this paper, we’re considering how to address the problem of the reference point for the percentage of the PRB resources used in a slice, and the related “FFS”. We propose:
1) RAN3 shall discuss the benefits of either of the solutions. Reference to the resources available for the slice may be slightly better option to avoid errors.
2) Considering that there are different possibilities for the reference, it may be clearer (and help avoid misunderstandings in future) if the selected reference is explicitly mentioned in the semantics.
The TPs removing the FFS is proposed in [1].
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