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1 Introduction

CB: # 89_UEX2APID

-Rewording the description for SN Status Transfer procedure

- Update the semantic description for New eNB UE X2AP ID Extension?

- Check Xn CR in R3-220625 and R3-220626?

- Check coversheet, e.g., WID?

(E/// - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-221099
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
CRs to X2AP and XnAP are agreed from R15 onwards.

R3-220623 rev [in 1098] – agreed

R3-220624 rev [in 1441] – agreed

R3-220625 rev [in 1365] – agreed

R3-220626 rev [in 1366] – agreed

3 Discussion 
In Rel-12 for LTE, it has been discussed and agreed in [1][2] that when the error is detected for SN STATUS TRANSFER message, the IEs “Old eNB UE X2AP ID” and “New eNB UE X2AP ID” would be possibly filled up with the UE X2AP ID allocated in either MeNB or SeNB depends on which node the E-RAB context is transferred from/to. Though at the same time in semantics description it says the value can be referred to MeNB/SeNB for DC. Thus confusion remains as such.
Take an example, if Error Indication is triggered for the SeNB Addition procedure, then the Old eNB UE X2AP ID can be either the ID allocated by SeNB for DC or MeNB where the E-RAB context is transferred from, which creates ambiguity.

During the online discussion, companies prefer to add clarification in the semantics description that the last part is only applicable for the SN Status Transfer procedure. 
The originally proposed changes for X2AP are copied below for easy reference.

	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description
	Criticality
	Assigned Criticality

	Message Type
	M
	
	9.2.13
	
	YES
	ignore

	Old eNB UE X2AP ID
	O
	
	eNB UE X2AP ID

9.2.24
	Allocated for handover at the source eNB and for dual connectivity at the SeNB or the eNB from which the E-RAB context is transferred for a SN Status Transfer procedure.
	YES
	ignore

	New eNB UE X2AP ID
	O
	
	eNB UE X2AP ID

9.2.24
	Allocated for handover at the target eNB and for dual connectivity/EN-DC at the MeNB or the eNB to which the E-RAB context is transferred for a SN Status Transfer procedure.
	YES
	ignore

	Cause
	O
	
	9.2.6
	
	YES
	ignore

	Criticality Diagnostics
	O
	
	9.2.7
	
	YES
	ignore

	Old eNB UE X2AP ID Extension
	O
	
	Extended eNB UE X2AP ID

9.2.86
	Allocated for handover at the source eNB and for dual connectivity at the SeNB or the eNB from which the E-RAB context is transferred.
	YES
	ignore

	New eNB UE X2AP ID Extension
	O
	
	Extended eNB UE X2AP ID

9.2.86
	Allocated for handover at the target eNB and for dual connectivity at the MeNB or the eNB to which the E-RAB context is transferred for a SN Status Transfer procedure.
	YES
	ignore

	Old en-gNB UE X2AP ID
	O
	
	en-gNB UE X2AP ID

9.2.100
	Allocated for EN-DC at the en-gNB.
	YES
	ignore

	Interface Instance Indication
	O
	
	9.2.143
	
	YES
	reject


3.1 Rewording semantics description
Comment was received online regarding how to reword the proposed description. One suggestion is to move the “for a SN Status Transfer procedure” before the last part to be aligned with others, e.g.,
“for a SN Status Transfer procedure the eNB from which the E-RAB context is transferred.”
“for a SN Status Transfer procedure the eNB to which the E-RAB context is transferred.”
Question 1: are companies fine with the above wording?
	Company
	Comment

	E///
	Ok

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	OK

	
	

	
	


Question 2: do companies agree that the same change is also applicable for the extension IEs, i.e., “Old eNB UE X2AP ID Extension” and “New eNB UE X2AP ID Extension”?
	Company
	Comment

	E///
	Yes

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	OK

	
	

	
	


3.2 Other aspects
Another comment is to add missing “EN-DC” for the New eNB UE X2AP ID Extension IE when this ID refers to the one being allocated at MeNB. In the semantics description it should say “for dual connectivity/EN-DC”, which is the same as New eNB UE X2AP ID IE.
Question 3: do companies agree to add missing “EN-DC” for the New eNB UE X2AP ID Extension IE?
	Company
	Comment

	E///
	Yes

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	OK

	
	

	
	


The same confusion exists for XnAP. The corrections should be applicable for both the Old NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID and the New NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID.
Question4: do companies agree the same changes are applicable for TS 38.423?
	Company
	Comment

	E///
	Yes. The semantics description in XnAP was propagated from X2AP, so the issue is still there.

	CATT
	OK

	ZTE
	OK

	
	

	
	


3.3 Updated CRs
Based on the comments received, the cover page for CRs should be updated to include both TEI15 and legacy WI code. Here we reuse the one in the previously agreed CR, which is “LTE_SC_enh_dualC”. 
The CRs for X2AP and XnAP with cover page update and semantics description changes can be found in the drafts folder.
Question5: Review the CRs and provide comment if any 
	Company
	Comment

	ZTE
	Just one suggestion, the R3-160403 could be mentioned in the “Reason for change” to remind the history.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
Companies agreed the above corrections for both X2AP and XnAP from R15 onwards.
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