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This discussion has two phases:
Phase 1: Converge on the 38.423 CR. Please give your feedback before Wednesday, 11th May, 2022, 12:00 UTC. 
Phase 2: TBD

The discussion includes all contributions listed in the reference section.
For the Chair’s Notes
Summary of Phase II
Propose to capture the following Agreements:

Proposal 10: Change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”. 
Proposal 11: Change the semantic description of the DL F1 Term BH Info and UL F1 Term BH Info IEs to “This IE indicates the BH information for DL traffic of a descendant node” and “This IE indicates the BH information for UL traffic of a descendant node”. 

Agree the 38.423 CR R3-223798. 

Summary of Phase I
Propose to capture the following Agreements:

Proposal 1: Explicit indication is used to notify that the SN is selected as the F1-terminating donor when IAB node establishes NRDC before F1-C needs further discussion. 
Proposal 2: Remove RB Set List IE and add the Number of RB Sets IE in the RB set configuration IE. Add “The RB set indexes are consecutive (and increasing) starting at 0” in the semantics description to the RB set index IE. 
Proposal 3: Introduce unsuccessful operation for IAB Transport Migration Management procedure.
Proposal 4: Change the IEs in the Multiplexing Info IE to be extendable.
Proposal 5: Change the criticality of IAB Node Indication IE in the tabular of S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message to be “reject”.
Proposal 6: Change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”.
Proposal 7: Change the presence of Non-F1-terminating topology BH information IE in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item to be mandatory. Change the presence of the IAB QoS Mapping Information IE to be optional.
Proposal 8: The description of Number of UL Symbols and Number of DL Symbols are updated to keep aligned with TS 38.473.
Proposal 9: Add “and/or its parent node” as the purpose of the IAB Resource Coordination procedure.

…

PHASE 1: Discussion
F1 terminating donor indicator
The following agreements were agreed in RAN3#112e and RAN3#113e meeting. 
	For OAM-based donor selection, the IAB-node indicates the F1-terminating donor node by signaling its IP address(es) to this donor node using the Rel-16 RRC-based signaling mechanism.
For donor-based IP-address allocation, the MN determines the F1-terminating node.
If IAB node establishes NRDC before F1-C, the IAB node can implicitly derive whether MN or SN is the F1-terminating donor, e.g., based on who provides the default BAP configuration.


In [HW3386, ] and [QC3674], it is proposed to add an explicit indicator in the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message to notify the SN that the SN is selected as the F1-terminating donor assuming IAB node establishes NRDC before F1-C. Then SN will generate BAP configuration (e.g. IP address allocation, default BAP configuration) for the IAB node. 
Q1: Do you agree that an explicit indicator needs to be sent to SN to indicate that SN is selected as the F1-terminating donor? If yes, do you agree to add an explicit indicator in the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	QCOM
	Yes
	If MN decides that SN should assume donor role, it has to inform SN about it. For this purpose, the explicit indicator needs to be sent. 

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	No
	We don't think an explicit indicator is needed to be sent to indicate SN to be the F1-terminating donor. If MN decides that SN become the F1-terminating donor, after receiving IP address request from IAB node via RRC, MN would send IAB transport migration management request message to SN, which includes IP address request info but doesn't include traffic to be offloaded information. After receiving this IAB transport migration management request message without traffic to be offloaded information, SN could derive implicitly that it should take the role of F1-terminating donor and provide default BAP configuration and allocated IP addresses to the IAB node.

	Fujitsu
	Yes
	It is reasonable to add an explicit indicator in the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message.

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	Yes
	Agree QC

	Nokia
	Yes
	



Summary: 
7 of 8 companies agree to add an explicit indicator in the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message to notify the SN that the SN is selected as the F1-terminating donor when IAB node establishes NRDC before F1-C. However, one company prefer that implicit indication could solve this issue via sending IAB transport migration management request message from MN to SN. 
In moderator’s view, it is specified in TS 38.401 that IP address allocation procedure may occur at any time after RRC connection has been established. That means IP address address request via RRC may occur before IAB node receiving default BAP configuration. After RRC connection has been established, IAB node could send IP address request to MN via RRC. And then MN can send IAB transport migration management request message to SN, which includes IP address request info but doesn't include traffic to be offloaded information. In this way, SN could be aware that it should take the role of F1-terminating donor implicitly. Then SN could send default BAP configuration and allocated IP addresses to the IAB node via RRC. It seems that the implicit approach works. So the moderator suggests that this issue could be further discussed. 
Proposal 1:  Whether explicit or implicit indication is used to notify that the SN is selected as the F1-terminating donor when IAB node establishes NRDC before F1-C needs further discussion. 

Addition of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MODIFICATION REQUEST message
In [HW3386], it is proposed to add IAB TNL Address Exception IE in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MODIFICATION REQUEST message since the following scenario is supported based on RAN2 discussion: an UL packets to be forwarded to the non-F1 terminating topology (i.e. the packets belong to the traffic offloaded to the non-F1 terminating topology) being re-routed via the F1-terminating topology. 
Q2: Do you agree to add the IAB TNL Address Exception IE in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MODIFICATION REQUEST message?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Not sure
	Could the proponents please provide the reference to the RAN2 decision supporting this?

	QCOM
	No
	It is correct that there may be UL rerouting of desc-node traffic from topology 2 to topology 1. However, CU1 knows these addresses since it received them from CU2 in the Xn TM Management Response in step 4 of 8.17.3.2, i.e., Desc Node reconfiguration. Also, CU2 can proactively update these IP addresses in XnAP TM Modification Request. Obviously, these are the same IP addresses that need to be “exempted”. Therefore, it is not necessary to separately declare these IP addresses as “exempted”

	Lenovo
	No
	Agree with QCM that CU1 can know these IP addresses based on the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT RESPONSE message in Step 4.

	ZTE
	No 
	We assume the scenario mentioned in [HW3386] is: the traffic to be offloaded via the non-F1 terminating topology needs to be local re-routed back to the F1 terminating topology, e.g. due to RLF. However, we agree with QC that the F1-terminating node could be aware of these IP address via the IAB TNL Address Response IE in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT RESPONSE message, or via IAB TNL Address To Be Added IE in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MODIFICATION REQUEST message. Thus there is no need to add the IAB TNL Address Exception IE in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MODIFICATION REQUEST message to transfer the same information. 

	Fujitsu
	Yes
	This is to support the inter-to-intra topology re-routing discussed in RAN2.

	Samsung 
	No 
	Share the same understanding as QC. 

	Huawei
	Yes
	The F1 terminating CU can know the IP address assigned to the descendant IAB nodes. However, it is possible that only part of the traffic for the descendant nodes need to perform the inter-to-intra topology re-routing, so we still think it is necessary to allow the CU2 provide TNL address exempt list to the CU1. Otherwise, the CU1 will allow all the TNL address(es) assigned to the descendant nodes are allowed to be exempt from source IP address filtering as default way.

	Nokia
	No
	How many boundary nodes in this case? After the UL packet reaches the donor-DU in CU1’s topology, does the UL packet be tunneled to CU2’s donor-DU? even it happens, agree with QC that CU1 already know the IP address. 

	
	
	



Summary: 
6 of 8 companies think there is no need to add the IAB TNL Address Exception IE in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MODIFICATION REQUEST message since the F1-terminating node could be aware of these IP addresses via existing signaling. 2 of 8 companies think IAB TNL Address Exception IE is needed. 1 company argue that although the F1 terminating CU can know descendant nodes’ IP addresses, it is necessary to allow the CU2 provide TNL address exempt list to the CU1 since it is possible that only part of the traffic for the descendant nodes need to perform the inter-to-intra topology re-routing. 
In moderator’s view, CU2 couldn’t know exactly which traffic needs to perform the inter-to-intra topology re-routing when the re-routing is performed. So the moderator suggests not to add it.
 
Corrections on RB Set Configuration [R3-223295, ZTE], [R3-223674, QC], [R3-223119, Ericsson]
As agreed in RAN1#108-e, the start RB index of the first RB set for the Rel-17 IAB-DU HSNA resource configuration is the lowest index of RB of the IAB-DU cell. In moderator’s view, that means there is no need to configure initial RB index for each RB set any more. Instead, number of RB Sets needs to be configured for a given gNB-DU cell. The following contributions discussed this issue: 
· [ZTE3295], [QC3674] and [Eri3119]: Remove the RB Set List IE in the RB Set Configuration IE. 
· [HW3386, ]: Rename the “RB Set List/Item/Index” in RB Set Configuration IE as “RB Sets List/Item/Index” since each item identifies a group of “RB Sets” rather than a single RB Set. 
· [ZTE3295] and [QC3674]: Add an Number of RB Sets IE in the RB Set Configuration to indicate the number of configured RB sets in a gNB-DU cell. 
[bookmark: _Toc98868420]
9.2.2.97	 RB Set Configuration
This IE contains the configuration for up to M non-overlapping RB sets for a given gNB-DU cell, used for frequency domain resource allocation. This IE is only applicable if the gNB-DU is an IAB-DU or an IAB-donor-DU.	Comment by Ericsson User: This is wrong! The words “or IAB-donor-DU” should not be added here and they should be removed from the explanation of maxnoofRBsetsPerCell in the table below the tabular. The donor-DU has no MT, so there is no resource coordination (time or frequency HSNA) required. RAN1 never considered to configure a donor-DU with HSNA. For example, the meaning of Soft is “can transmit when the co-located MT is not impacted” – but there is no co-located MT at the donor-DU.	Comment by QCOM1: Disagree with Ericsson. The donor-Du can be configured with H/N. This may be done to hard partition resources between parent donor-DU and child IAB-node.
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description

	Subcarrier Spacing
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (kHz15, kHz30, kHz60, kHz120, kHz240, spare3, spare2, spare1, …)
	Subcarrier spacing used as reference for the RB set configuration.

	RB Set Size
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (rb2, rb4, rb8, rb16, rb32, rb64)
	Number of PRBs in each RB set. 

	Number of RB SetsRB Set List
	M
	0..1
	INTEGER(1.. maxnoofRBsetsPerCell)
	Number of configured RB sets. The RB sets are contiguous and non-overlapping.The start RB index of the first RB set is the lowest index of RB of the gNB-DU cell.

	>RB Set Item
	
	1..<maxnoofRBsetsPerCell>
	
	

	>>RB Set Index
	M
	
	INTEGER (0.. maxnoofRBsetsPerCell1)
	

	>>Initial RB Index
	M
	
	INTEGER (0.. maxnoofPhysicalResourceBlocks1)
	



	Range bound
	Explanation

	maxnoofRBsetsPerCell
	Maximum no. of RB sets per IAB-DU or an IAB-donor-DU cell. Value is 8.		Comment by Ericsson User: This is wrong! The words “or IAB-donor-DU” should not be added here and they should be removed from the explanation of maxnoofRBsetsPerCell in the table below the tabular. The donor-DU has no MT, so there is no resource coordination (time or frequency HSNA) required. RAN1 never considered to configure a donor-DU with HSNA. For example, the meaning of Soft is “can transmit when the co-located MT is not impacted” – but there is no co-located MT at the donor-DU.	Comment by QCOM1: Disagree with Ericsson. The donor-Du can be configured with H/N. This may be done to hard partition resources between parent donor-DU and child IAB-node.


	maxnoofPhysicalResourceBlocks
	Maximum no. of Physical Resource Blocks. Value is 275.

	maxnoofRBsetsPerCell1
	Maximum index of RB set. Value is 7, being maxnoofRBsetsPerCell minus one

	maxnoofPhysicalResourceBlocks1
	Maximum index of initial RB. Value is 274, being maxnoofPhysicalResourceBlocks minus one



· [Eri3119]: add the following semantics description to the RB Set Size IE:
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description

	Subcarrier Spacing
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (kHz15, kHz30, kHz60, kHz120, kHz240, spare3, spare2, spare1, …)
	Subcarrier spacing used as reference for the RB set configuration.

	RB Set Size
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (rb2, rb4, rb8, rb16, rb32, rb64)
	Number of PRBs in each RB set. The value is at least the number of PRBs corresponding to the number of configured IAB-MT’s PRBs.

	RB Set List
	
	0..1
	
	

	>RB Set Item
	
	1..<maxnoofRBsetsPerCell>
	
	

	>>RB Set Index
	M
	
	INTEGER (0.. maxnoofRBsetsPerCell1)
	

	>>Initial RB Index
	M
	
	INTEGER (0.. maxnoofPhysicalResourceBlocks1)
	



Q3-1: Do you agree to remove the RB Set List IE in the RB set configuration IE?
Q3-2: Do you agree to add the Number of RB Sets IE in the RB set configuration IE?
Q3-3: Do you agree to add the semantics description “The value is at least the number of PRBs corresponding to the number of configured IAB-MT’s PRBs” to the RB Set Size IE in the RB set configuration IE?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Q3-1: Yes
Q3-2: Yes
Q3-3: Yes
	Q3-1 and Q3-2: Reasons:
· RB Set Index is already present in 9.3.1.107. This means that RB Set Index IE is not needed.
· Initial RB index is not necessary, as RAN1 has agreed the following at RAN1#108-e: “The start RB index of the first RB set for the Rel-17 IAB-DU HSNA resource configuration is the lowest index of RB of the IAB-DU cell”. This means that Initial RB Index IE is not needed.
Q3-3: At the RAN1#105-e it was agreed:
“N is at least the #PRBs that are corresponding to the MT’s #PRBs of an RBG”.

	QCOM
	Q3-1: Y
Q3-2: Y
Q3-3: N
	On Q3-3: Not needed.

	Lenovo
	Q3-1: Yes
Q3-2: Yes
Q3-3: Yes
	

	ZTE
	Q3-1: Y
Q3-2: Y
Q3-3: N
	Q3-3: the sentence “The value is at least the number of PRBs corresponding to the number of configured IAB-MT’s PRBs” is not clear and confusing. We think there are the following two understandings:
· Understanding 1: the value is equal to or larger than the number of MT's PRBs; 
· Understanding 2: the number of MT's PRBs could be configured as the value of RB Set size, meanwhile values that are smaller than the number of MT's PRBs may be configured as the value of RB Set size as well. 
The value range of RB Set Size is {2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64}, which is quite clear in current specification. And we think it’s enough. 

	Samsung 
	Q3-1: Y
Q3-2: Y
Q3-3: N
	

	Huawei
	Q3-1: N
Q3-2: N
Q3-3: N
	Same issue raised in the CB # IAB_04 also. 
For Q1-1 and Q1-2, the change seems require all the RN sets in a DU cell must have same size, but RAN1 didn’t has such agreement. And the N={2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64} is value of RB set Size, not the RB sets size. 
For Q1-3, the sentence suggested to be added is confusing and not necessary, the value of RB set size is enough.

	Nokia
	Q3-1: yes
Q3-2: yes
Q3-3: no.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Summary: 
Q3-1: 6 yes vs 1 no 
Q3-2: 6 yes vs 1 no
6 companies agree to remove RB Set List IE and add the Number of RB Sets IE in the RB set configuration IE based on RAN1 agreement. 
Q3-3: 5 yes vs 2 no
5 companies disagree to add the description “The value is at least the number of PRBs corresponding to the number of configured IAB-MT’s PRBs” to the RB Set Size IE”. 2 companies agree to add the above description based on RAN1 agreement. In moderator’s view, the suggested description is not clear and may lead to misunderstanding. Moreover, the current specification is clear enough on the value of the RB Set Size IE. So the moderator suggests not to add it. 
   
Proposal 2: Remove RB Set List IE and add the Number of RB Sets IE in the RB set configuration IE. 

Addition of BH Info List [R3-223309, Lenovo]
In [Len3309], it is proposed to add the BH Info List IE in Traffic Not Added Item and Traffic Not Modified Item in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT RESPONSE message, and in Traffic Required Modified Item in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MODIFICATION RESPONSE message to allow partial addition/modification of traffics with the same traffic index.  

Q4: Do you agree to add the BH Info List IE in the Traffic Not Added Item, Traffic Not Modified Item and Traffic Required Modified Item IEs?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Perhaps
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK5]The motivation, although given, is not very clear: is the motivation to enable the responding node to indicate the BH indexes pertaining to the “not added”, “not modified” and “required modification executed” actions?

	QCOM
	No
	Not needed. If traffic is not added, there is no BH info. If it is not modified, there is no need to provide the BH info.

	Lenovo
	Yes
	Reply to Ericsson: 
Since a Traffic index may be associated with at least 1024 BH info indexes, the motivation is to realize only add/modify some of the BH info indexes in the same traffic index, and the responding node can indicate the “not added BH info list” and “not modified BH info list” explicitly in the response message. 
If the response message only includes the traffic index, which means the responding node can only realize “not added” or “not modified” all the BH info indexes for the indicated traffic index.

	ZTE
	Yes 
	Traffic with different BH info (i.e. BAP routing ID, BH RLC CH) may have the same traffic index, which means they have the same traffic QoS parameters. If partial addition/modification of traffics with the same traffic index is allowed, the BH Info List IE needs to be added in the Traffic Not Added Item, Traffic Not Modified Item and Traffic Required Modified Item IEs. Actually, partial addition/modification has already been captured in the inter-CU redundancy procedure in 8.17.2.1 in TS 38.401 as below. 
12. Repetition of steps above, as needed, where the F1-terminating IAB-donor-CU can request addition, modification, or release of the offloaded traffic. The non-F1-terminating IAB-donor-CU can fully or partially reject the addition or modification requests by the F1-terminating IAB-donor-CU.

	Fujitsu
	No
	The meaning of BH info list in Traffic Not Added Item is not reasonable. We understand each Traffic Not Added Item stands for a traffic is not added entirely based on its QoS. If some of F1-terminating topology BH info is provided with non-F1-terminating topology BH info, the traffic is already added by the non-F1-terminating CU.
If there is some F1-terminating topology BH info not provided with non-F1-terminating topology BH info, the BH info index should not be included in the Traffic Added Item. In that way, the F1-terminating CU can know which BH is added/modified by the non-F1-terminating CU and which is not. 

	Samsung 
	Perhaps partially yes.
	For addition case, the partial addition of BH traffic can be realized by not including the un-admitted BH index in Traffic Added List. 
For modification case, this list may be needed. We need differentiate two cases: 1) the BH info without modification, and 2) the BH info not admitted for modification. To distinguish these two, a list in Traffic Not modified list may be useful.  


	Huawei
	Maybe not
	Not sure we need the change, the motivation needs more clarification. Is it possible that the non-F1 terminating donor only accept part of the traffic to be setup/modified among the traffic bundled by a same traffic index? In my mind, the traffic belongs to a same traffic index provide same QoS profile, if the QoS is not acceptable, the non-F1 terminating donor should reject the add/modification whole traffic under same traffic index.

	Nokia
	No
	The admission control is performed based on the QoS related to the Traffic Index. There is no QoS for each BH index. How can the receiver make the decision to admit some BH info, and reject other BH info? 



Summary: 
4 of 8 companies agree to add BH Info List IE in the Traffic Not Added Item, Traffic Not Modified Item and Traffic Required Modified Item IEs while the other half disagrees. In the moderator’s view, there is  no agreement that partially rejection of the addition or modification of the traffic with the same traffic index but different BH indexes is supported. Besides, even if it needs to be supported, the not added/modified traffic could be indicated if the corresponding BH Info Index is not included in the Non-F1-terminating Topology BH Information IE in the Traffic Added/Modified List. So the moderate suggests not to add it.

Unsuccessful operation for IAB Transport Migration Management procedure
In [SS, HW3542], it is proposed to introduce unsuccessful operation for IAB Transport Migration Management procedure since the non-F1-terminating donor may reject the IAB Transport migration due to, e.g., load issue. 
Q5: Do you agree to introduce unsuccessful operation for IAB Transport Migration Management procedure?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	OK
	We can polish the proposed normative text at a later stage.

	QCOM
	No strong view
	These rejection messages are not technically necessary since the traffic offload requests can be individually rejected in the response message. There may be reasons related to the consistency with other procedures, which have unsuccessful operation defined.

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Ok 
	

	Fujitsu
	Yes
	This is to indicate that all the traffics requested for offload are rejected.

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	



Summary: 
All companies are fine to introduce unsuccessful operation for IAB Transport Migration Management procedure. 
Proposal 3: Introduce unsuccessful operation for IAB Transport Migration Management procedure.


ASN.1 corrections
In [HW3386], it is proposed to change the following IEs included in the Multiplexing Info IE in 9.2.2.79 to be extendable to allow the extension of these IEs for future releases: DU_RX/MT_RX, DU_TX/MT_TX, DU_TX/MT_RX, and DU_RX/MT_TX.
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description

	IAB-MT Cell List
	
	1
	
	

	>IAB-MT Cell Item
	
	1 .. <maxnoofServingCells>
	
	

	>>NR Cell Identity
	M
	
	BIT STRING (SIZE(36))
	Cell identity of a serving cell configured for a collocated IAB-MT.

	>>DU_RX/MT_RX
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (supported, not supported, supported and FDM required, …)
	An indication of whether the IAB-node supports simultaneous reception at its DU and MT side.

	>>DU_TX/MT_TX
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (supported, not supported, supported and FDM required, …)
	An indication of whether the IAB-node supports simultaneous transmission at its DU and MT side.

	>>DU_TX/MT_RX
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (supported, not supported, supported and FDM required, …)
	An indication of whether the IAB-node supports simultaneous transmission at its DU and reception at its MT side.

	>>DU_RX/MT_TX
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (supported, not supported, supported and FDM required, …)
	An indication of whether the IAB-node supports simultaneous reception at its DU and transmission at its MT side.



Q6-1: Do you agree the above change to the Multiplexing Info IE to allow the extension of these IEs for future releases?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Not sure, see comment
	1. The proponents should provide examples of possible future extensions, otherwise we can consider the current XnAP IE design logically complete. 
2. In any case, we prefer applying consistent design on XnAP and F1AP. They are currently aligned. The backwards compatibility problem of the F1AP IE claimed by Hua in 3387 and discussed in the CB: # IAB_04_CR38.473 can be solved by a Rel-16 correction, which we can work on right away.

	QCOM
	Yes
	We just had to extend them in Rel-17. So, it may be good to have the extendible.

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	No sure
	The current specification is correct and we have no idea what value would be extended for future release. 

	Fujitsu
	
	No strong view.

	Samsung
	Yes
	A extendible way would be more future-proof. 

	Huawei
	Yes
	This change is future-proof, and the motivation here is because we found the DU_RX/MT_RX, DU_TX/MT_TX, DU_TX/MT_RX, DU_RX/MT_TX introduced in Rel-16 F1AP spec is not extendable, but a new value “supported and FDM required” needs to be added in Rel-17. Then we need to add four new IEs to solve such problem. So the change here is to avoid such problem in future release.

	Nokia
	YES
	



Summary: 
6 companies agree to change the IEs in the Multiplexing Info IE to be extendable while 2 companies are not sure about the motivation. To make the specification more future-proof, the moderator suggests:
Proposal 4: Change the IEs in the Multiplexing Info IE to be extendable.


In [ZTE3298], the following corrections are proposed:
· Change the Assigned Criticality of IAB Node Indication IE in the tabular of S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message to be reject.
· Change the Assigned Criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be reject in both tabular and ASN.1 part. Otherwise, an IAB-node may not be able to identify the UL packets which need to be re-routed properly. Moreover, it’s better to keep aligned with F1AP specification, wherein the Assigned Criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in F1AP IAB TNL ADDRESS REQUEST message is reject.
In [HW3389], the following is proposed: 
· Change criticality for the IABNodeIndication IE to be “ignore” in the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST to align with the tabular.
· Change the criticality for “f1CTrafficTransfer” in 9.3.3 to be “reject” to align with the tabular.	Comment by Huawei: The following question not cover this part, we support the change.	Comment by ZTE: This has already been captured in the draft merged CR.

Q6-2: Do you agree to change the Assigned Criticality of IAB Node Indication IE in the tabular of S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message to be “reject”?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Yes
	The criticality should be ‘reject’, rather than ‘ignore’. This is also the case in all other occurrences of the IE in the spec.

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes 
	The criticality of IAB Node Indication IE in other XnAP messages is “reject”. So it should be “reject” in the S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message as well.  

	Samsung 
	Yes 
	

	Huawei
	No
	We prefer to use “ignore” instead, even if the SN not understand this IE, it may still work as the SN of the IAB-MT and serves the IAB-MT’s own traffic. So it shall not reject the whole request message. 

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Summary: 
5 of 6 companies agree to change the Assigned Criticality of IAB Node Indication IE in the tabular of S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message to be “reject”. 1 company prefer to use “ignore” rather than “reject”. In moderator’s view, it’s better that the criticality of the IAB Node Indication IE is the same in different XnAP messages, which seem to be the similar case. 
Proposal 5: Change the criticality of IAB Node Indication IE in the tabular of S-NODE ADDITION REQUEST message to be “reject”.


Q6-3: Do you agree to change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes 
	

	Samsung 
	Yes 
	

	Huawei
	Not sure
	The receiver should not reject the whole message if it does not understand the IAB TNL Address Exception IE, it can still accept other TNL address configurations.

	Nokia
	Yes
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Summary: 
5 of 6 companies agree to change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”. 1 company is not sure. In moderator’s view, it’s better to be aligned between XnAP and F1AP specification. 
Proposal 6: Change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”.


In[Len3310], it is proposed to change the presence of F1-terminating Topology BH Information in Traffic To Be Added Item and Non-F1-terminating topology BH information in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item to be mandatory.
In [HW3386], it is proposed to change the presence of the IAB QoS Mapping Information IE in Non-F1-terminating Topology BH Information IE to be optional since the DSCP and/or flow label may not need to be changed. And it is proposed to add procedure text for the IAB QoS Mapping Information IE in the clause 8.5.2.2 and 8.5.3.2. 
Q6-4: Do you agree to change the presence of F1-terminating Topology BH Information in Traffic To Be Added Item and Non-F1-terminating topology BH information in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item to be mandatory?
Q6-5: Do you agree to change the presence of the IAB QoS Mapping Information IE to be optional, and add procedure text for the IAB QoS Mapping Information IE?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Q6-4: Yes
Q6-5: Yes
	

	QCOM
	Q6-4: No
Q6-5: Yes
	Q6-4: BH Info in traffic-to-be-added list should remain optional since it may also apply to the boundary node traffic, where not BH information needs to be conveyed.
Q6-5: IAB QoS Mapping Info should be optional as explained by HW 3386, 

	Lenovo
	Q6-4: Yes
Q6-5: Yes
	Q6-4: 
For F1-terminating Topology BH Information in Traffic To Be Added Item, if the F1-terminating Topology BH Information IE is not included in the request message, the responding node cannot replay with the corresponding Non-F1-terminating Topology BH Information since missing of the BH info index.
For Non-F1-terminating topology BH information in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item, it’s meaningless to only include the traffic index without the BH info.

	ZTE
	Q6-4: partially agree 
Q6-5: Yes
	Q6-4: agree with QCOM that F1-terminating Topology BH Information in Traffic To Be Added Item should remain optional. And Non-F1-terminating topology BH information in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item should be mandatory.

	Fujitsu
	Q6-4: No
Q6-5: Yes
	Q6-4: For boundary node traffic, there may be no need for the F1-terminating Topology BH Information, so it should be optional.
Q6-5: Agree with HW’s proposal.

	Samsung 
	Same view as ZTE
	

	Huawei
	Q6-4:see comments
Q6-5: Yes
	Agree the change: Non-F1-terminating topology BH information also need to be mandatary included in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item
Disagree the change the presence of F1-terminating Topology BH Information in Traffic To Be Added Item, because the boundary node's traffic will not have the F1-termianting topology BH information if the new TNL address has not been updated. 

	Nokia
	Q6-4: No
Q6-5: yes
	For Q6-4: This IE is not needed in case the procedure is initiated only for the boundary node. So it is correct to use O

	
	
	



Summary: 
Q6-4: 2 of 8 companies agree both of the two changes. 6 of 8 companies agree to change the presence of Non-F1-terminating topology BH information IE in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item to be mandatory, while think F1-terminating Topology BH Information in Traffic To Be Added Item should remain optional since this IE is not needed for boundary node traffic. 
Q6-5: All companies agree to change the presence of the IAB QoS Mapping Information IE to be optional.
Proposal 7: Change the presence of Non-F1-terminating topology BH information IE in Traffic Required To Be Modified Item to be mandatory. Change the presence of the IAB QoS Mapping Information IE to be optional.


In [Fujitsu3221], it is proposed to add some semantics description for Ingress BAP Routing ID IE in DL non-F1 Term BH Info IE considering that the BAP address in the DL ingress BAP routing ID may be not the real BAP address as defined in TS 38.340 for the descendant node, but a pseudo BAP address.  
	>Non-F1-terminating BH Information Item IEs
	
	1..<maxnoofBHInfo>
	
	

	>> BH Info Index 
	M
	
	INTEGER (1.. maxnoofBHInfo)
	

	>>DL Non-F1 Term BH Info
	
	0..1
	
	This IE indicates the BH information for DL traffic

	>>>Ingress BAP Routing ID 
	M
	
	BAP Routing ID
9.2.2.87
	This IE is used to indicate the BAP routing ID with a destination referring to the boundary IAB-node or its descendant node. If the destination is the boundary IAB-node’s descendant node, the BAP routing ID is a pseudo BAP routing ID with a pseudo BAP address.



Q6-6: Do you agree to add some semantics description for Ingress BAP Routing ID IE in DL non-F1 Term BH Info IE as above to clarify that the indicated BAP routing ID may be a pseudo BAP routing ID?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Yes
	

	QCOM
	No
	Not needed. Ingress and egress routing ID is explained in various places including 38300. Further, the term “Pseudo-…” should not be used since it has never been officially introduced.

	Lenovo
	No
	We have never agreed with the “pseudo BAP routing ID”.

	ZTE 
	No 
	There is no issue in the current specification without the above description. And the pseudo BAP address is a kind of implementation. 

	Fujitsu
	Yes
	It is an important clarification to avoid ambiguity and misinterpretation of the spec.
In TS 38.300, the description of ingress BAP Routing ID is “BAP routing ID carried in the BAP header of received BAP PDU”. This does not reflect how the ingress BAP routing ID is decided by the originator. What we want to emphasize is that in TS 38.340 the DESTINATION field in BAP Routing ID is defined as “BAP address of the destination IAB-node or IAB-donor-DU”. However this ingress BAP routing ID may have a DESTINATION field that is NOT the actual BAP address of the destination. Something is missing if no clarification is made.
We have used the term pseudo BAP address extensively in our previous discussions. The use of a pseudo BAP address is one of the fundamental reasons that the BAP header rewriting for inter-donor routing is needed. If companies do not like the word ‘pseudo’, we may use other terms or equivalent descriptions.

	Samsung 
	
	The first sentence in the added semantic is correct. However, the “pseudo” in second one may be misleading. Such BAP routing ID is assigned by non-F1 termination donor, which is not “pseudo” one from view point of non-F1 donor. 
Maybe we can add first sentence?


	Huawei
	Not sure
	The change seems not necessary, even without the description, there is no problem, because the boundary node will check the re-writing table anyway.
We can also agree Samsung’s suggestion to just keep first sentence.

	Nokia
	no
	Do not see a strong needed. It is clear per the BAP spec. Also, there is no definition for pseudo BAP routing ID or pseudo BAP address. 

	
	
	



Summary: 
6 of 8 companies disagree to add the above description to the Ingress BAP Routing ID IE while 2 companies agree. 2 companies are ok to add the first sentence of the text. In moderator’s view, there is no strong support to add additional description. So there is no conclusion on this issue. 
 

Others 
Other editorial changes in are incorporated in the draft merged 38.423 CR which is also uploaded in the same folder for further check.
Q7-1: Do you have any other comments to the draft merged 38.423 CR? Please comment on the draft merged 38.423 CR directly, if any. 
	Company
	Comments

	Ericsson
	The merged CR is not uploaded.

	ZTE
	Uploaded now. Please check. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




Q7-2: Are there other issues that have not been addressed above?
	Company
	Comments

	Ericsson
	Yes, in addition to the numerous editorials that are needed, the following should be considered, as proposed in 3119
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This IE contains the subcarrier spacing, cyclic prefix and TDD DL-UL slot configuration of an NR cell that a neighbour NG-RAN node needs to take into account for cross-link interference mitigation, and/or for NR-DC power coordination, when operating its own cells.
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE Type and Reference
	Semantics Description
	Criticality 
	Assigned Criticality

	NR SCS
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (scs15, scs30, scs60, scs120, …)
	The values scs15, scs30, scs60 and scs120 corresponds to the sub carrier spacing in TS 38.104 [24].
	–
	

	NR Cyclic Prefix
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (Normal, Extended, …)
	The type of cyclic prefix, which determines the number of symbols in a slot.
	–
	

	NR DL-UL Transmission Periodicity
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (ms0p5, ms0p625, ms1, ms1p25, ms2, ms2p5, ms3, ms4, ms5, ms10, ms20, ms40, ms60, ms80, ms100, ms120, ms140, ms160, …)
	The periodicity is expressed in the format msXpYZ, and equals X.YZ milliseconds.
	–
	

	Slot Configuration List
	
	1
	
	
	–
	

	>Slot Configuration List Item
	
	1..<maxnoofslots>
	
	
	–
	

	>>Slot Index
	
	
	INTEGER (0.. 5119)
	
	–
	

	>>CHOICE Symbol Allocation in Slot
	M
	
	
	
	–
	

	>>>All DL
	
	
	
	
	–
	

	>>>All UL
	
	
	
	
	–
	

	>>>Both DL and UL
	
	
	
	
	–
	

	>>>>Number of DL Symbols
	M
	
	INTEGER (0..13)
	Number of consecutive DL symbols at the beginning ofin the slot identified by Slot Index. If extended cyclic prefix is used, the maximum value is 11. The Permutation IE indicates the location of UL DL symbols in the slot.
	–
	

	>>>>Number of UL Symbols
	M
	
	INTEGER (0..13)
	Number of consecutive UL symbols in the end of the slot identified by Slot Index. If extended cyclic prefix is used, the maximum value is 11. The Permutation IE indicates the location of UL symbols in the slot.
	–
	

	>>>>Permutation
	O
	
	ENUMERATED (DFU, UFD, …)
	If not present, the default value is DFU.
	YES
	ignore




	QC
	We do not support these changes proposed by Ericsson. The Number of DL symbols refers to the number of symbols at the Beginning of the slot, The Number of UL symbols refers to those at the end of the slot, and all remaining symbols are Flexible.
All of this Rel-16. 


	ZTE
	In section 9.2.2.95, the semantics description of RB Set Configuration IE should be revised as below considering that the value of M should be 8 as agreed in RAN1#107-e:
 Indicates the RB set configuration for up to M non-overlapping RB sets for a given DU cell, used for frequency domain resource allocation.

	Huawei
	Change the criticality for “f1CTrafficTransfer” in 9.3.3 to be “reject” to align with the tabular

	Nokia
	For Ericsson changes, is it refer to UFD permutation where the DL symbols are not at the beginning of the slot? If so, the change looks fine. Also changing UL to DL seems fine as DL is referred to above.
For ZTE changes, Not needed as in 9.2.2.97 (RB set configuration in which ZTE proposes also to remove “up to M non-overlapping”) can define “up to M” RB sets stating also that the max value is 8. Hence no need to change 9.2.2.95 or 9.2.2.97

	
	

	
	



Summary: 
For correction on Intended TDD DL-UL Configuration NR IE proposed by Ericsson, 2 companies agree with it. Note that the same correction has been made in F1AP specification. 
The correction proposed by Huawei has already been captured in the draft merged CR. 
The correction proposed by ZTE can be revised in the draft merged CR based on Nokia’s suggestion.
So the moderate suggests:
Proposal 8: The description of Number of UL Symbols and Number of UL Symbols are updated to keep aligned with TS 38.473.


In [ZTE3295], it is proposed to add “and/or its parent node” as the purpose of the IAB Resource Coordination procedure as below. 
	The purpose of the IAB Resource Coordination procedure is to exchange the semi-static radio resource configuration  pertaining to a boundary IAB-node and/or its parent node or any other IAB-node, between the F1-terminating IAB-donor-CU and the non-F1-terminating IAB-donor-CU of a boundary IAB-node, for the purpose of resource multiplexing between the IAB-MT(s) and the IAB-DU of the boundary IAB-node. The procedure can be initiated by the F1-terminating or non F1-terminating IAB-donor-CU of the boundary IAB-node. 



Q8-1: Do you agree to add “and/or its parent node” as the purpose of the IAB Resource Coordination procedure?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Ericsson
	No
	We are unaware of any related RAN1 agreement, so this cannot be agreed.

	QC
	Yes, suggest to add “or any other IAB-node” as well
	This can apply to ANY pair of IAB-nodes.

RAN1#106-e
Agreement
For intra-donor and inter-donor DC scenarios, in addition to coordination at the donor CU(s), a parent-node can be made aware of the DU resource configuration (UL/DL/FL, H/S/NA) of the other peer parent node that connects to the same IAB-node.

Agreement
Support the exchange of semi-static Rel-16 IAB-DU H/S/NA resource configuration information and Rel-17 frequency domain IAB-DU H/S/NA resource configuration information among neighbouring IAB-nodes/IAB-donors
Also related to parameter “Peer Parent DU Resource Configuration” as common signaling may be desirable.


	ZTE
	Yes 
	The related RAN1 agreements are listed above by QC. And actually, parent node’s DUresource configuration is included in the IAB RESOURCE COORDINATION REQUEST message in current specification. 
Regarding to QC’s revision, the following was agreed in RAN3#115e. That means neighbour nodes’s DU resource configuration is exchanged via legacy XnAP message rather than the AB RESOURCE COORDINATION procedure. Thus we don’t need to add “or any other IAB-node” here.  
DU resource configuration and cell specific configurations of peer parent node are included in the new IAB-specific XnAP procedure for resource coordination. DU resource configuration of neighbouring nodes is included in the Served Cell Information NR IE in legacy XnAP messages.

	Samsung 
	Yes 
	

	Huawei
	No
	Resource coordination is for the boundary node, not for any IAB-node.

	Nokia
	Yes
	Agree with ZTE

	
	
	



Summary: 
4 companies agree to add “and/or its parent node” as the purpose of the IAB Resource Coordination procedure while 2 companies disagree. In moderator’s view, the suggested change is needed based on RAN1 agreement. So the moderate suggests:
Proposal 9: Add “and/or its parent node” as the purpose of the IAB Resource Coordination procedure.

In [ZTE3295], it is proposed to change the semantics description of F1-C Traffic Container IE to “Contains F1-AP message encapsulated in SCTP/IP or F1-C related (SCTP/)IP packet.” as below to keep aligned with TS 38.331 and TS 37.340. 
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description
	Criticality
	Assigned Criticality

	Message Type
	M
	
	9.2.3.1
	
	YES
	reject

	M-NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID
	M
	
	NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID
9.2.3.16
	Allocated at the M-NG-RAN node
	YES
	reject

	S-NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID
	M
	
	NG-RAN node UE XnAP ID
9.2.3.16
	Allocated at the S-NG-RAN node
	YES
	reject

	F1-C Traffic Container
	M
	
	OCTET STRING
	Contains F1-AP message encapsulated in SCTP/IP or F1-C related (SCTP/)IP packetan F1-C interface SCTP CHUNK and IP header, or an IP packet to protect the traffic on the F1-C interface as defined in TS 33.501 [28].. 
	YES
	reject



Q8-2: Do you agree to change the semantics description of F1-C Traffic Container IE to “Contains F1-AP message encapsulated in SCTP/IP or F1-C related (SCTP/)IP packet.”?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	QC
	No
	This change is incorrect. The F1-C container can include IKE and SCTP CHUNKS. Why are we changing this?

	ZTE
	Yes 
	We think it’s better to align the content of F1-c traffic container with other specifications, i.e. TS 38.331 and TS 37.340, where “F1-AP message encapsulated in SCTP/IP or F1-C related (SCTP/)IP packet” is used. Actually “F1-C related (SCTP/)IP packet” here refers to the IKE and SCTP CHUNKS mentioned by QC above. 

	Samsung 
	Yes
	It is better to be aligned in both RAN2 and RAN3. 

	Huawei
	NO
	The current text is technically correct, and align with 36.423.

	Nokia
	No
	Agree with QC. The original text is better. The content to be transferred is in RAN3 scope, and it is transparent to RAN2. So RAN2 spec should align with RAN3 spec.

	
	
	

	
	
	



Summary: 
2 companies agree to change the semantics description of F1-C Traffic Container IE to “Contains F1-AP message encapsulated in SCTP/IP or F1-C related (SCTP/)IP packet.” while 3 companies disagree. The moderator suggests no to change it since the current text is aligned with RAN3 specification.  

In [Eri3119], it is proposed to add “This IE is only applicable to IAB.” to the description of IAB TNL Addresses Requested IE and Non-UP traffic IE.  
	This IE indicates the number of IPv4 or IPv6 addresses or IPv6 address prefixes requested for the indicated usage. This IE is only applicable to IAB.



Q8-3: Do you agree to add “This IE is only applicable to IAB.” to the description of IAB TNL Addresses Requested IE and Non-UP traffic IE?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	ZTE
	No
	There is no need to add this sentence since this IE is included in the IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message which is dedicated for IAB. 

	Ericsson
	Yes
	The fact that a message is IAB-specific does not guarantee that all IEs within are IAB-specific. This is why the sentence is needed.

	Samsung 
	No
	

	Huawei
	No
	Agree ZTE

	Nokia
	No
	

	
	
	



Summary: 
4 companies disagree to add “This IE is only applicable to IAB.” to the description of IAB TNL Addresses Requested IE and Non-UP traffic IE while 1 companies agree. So the moderate suggests not to add it.

PHASE II: Convergence of PH1
Companies are encouraged to provide your feedback on the following question:
Q 9: Do you agree to change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	ZTE
	Yes 
	If the criticality of this IE is ignore, IAB-donor DU cannot be able to identify the UL packets which need to be re-routed and these packets would be discarded. 
Moreover, the same IE exists in the F1AP IAB TNL ADDRESS REQUEST message, and the criticality of this IE in F1AP is reject. 
Anyway, we think the same criticality should be assigned to the IAB TNL Address Exception IE in F1AP and XnAP. 

	Samsung 
	Yes 
	

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	No
	If the receiver does not support the inter-donor-DU re-routing, but support the traffic offloading, does it really need to reject the whole IAB Transport migration management request message which may include the traffic to be offloaded information? 
By the way, the inter-donor-DU re-routing is not a mandatory feature, we may notice that F1AP message can disable such operation by explicit indication. 

Regarding the alignment between F1AP and XnAP, we can also update the F1AP criticality if necessary.  

	Ericsson
	See comment
	At first, we preferred ‘reject’, but we also ACK Huawei’s reasoning.

	QCOM
	No
	Agree with HW. Inter-donor-DU re-routing may be supported semi-statically, i.e., for the entire prefix owned by the source donor-DU. In this case, IP address list signaling does not have to be supported. However, traffic offload should be supported. We should also update F1AP accordingly.

	Nokia
	Yes
	We understand HW’s comments, but RAN3 also use the “Reject” to detect the receiver’s capability. In this case, if the receiver does not support the inter-DU tunnel, the 1st procedure with this IE will fail. Thus the transmitter will not initiate the procedure with this IE anymore. 



Summary: 
4/7 companies agree to change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”. 
3/7 companies disagree and prefer to keep the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in XnAP to be “ignore” and change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in F1AP to be “ignore” as well. The opponent companies think that the inter-donor-DU re-routing could be optionally supported while traffic offload should be a mandatory feature. The opponent have the concern that the traffic offload would fail if the non-F1 terminating donor doesn’t support inter-donor-DU re-routing. 
The moderator share the same view as Nokia that the criticality “reject” could be used to detect the receiver’s capability. If the 1st IAB Transport Migration Management procedure fails since the receiver cannot comprehend the IAB TNL Address Exception IE, the F1-terminating donor could know that inter-donor-DU re-routing is not supported in the non-F1-terminating donor. And then the F1-terminating donor would initiate the second IAB Transport Migration Management procedure for traffic offload without the IAB TNL Address Exception IE. And then the F1-terminating donor could disable the inter-donor-DU rerouting via F1AP. And the moderator think this can address the opponent companies’ concern mentioned above. So the moderator tries to provide the following proposal: 
Proposal 10: Change the criticality of IAB TNL Address Exception IE in IAB TRANSPORT MIGRATION MANAGEMENT REQUEST message to be “reject”. 

Follow up on the discussion on IP address allocation for the boundary node during inter-donor redundancy:
· CU2 needs to be able to differentiate traffic offload requests for BN vs. DN since it uses different IP address assignment mechanisms for BN vs. DN. 
· The CU2 will be able to differentiate BN vs. DN traffic offload since the BN traffic offload does NOT include the DL F1 Term BH Info and UL F1 Term BH Info in the F1-terminating BH information list included in the IAB TM Management Request, opposed to the DN traffic offload, which DOES includes these IEs.
We may want to add to the Semantic Description of the DL F1 Term BH Info and UL F1 Term BH Info IEs that they only apply to DN traffic offload.
Q 10: Do you agree to change the Semantic Description of the DL F1 Term BH Info and UL F1 Term BH Info IEs to “This IE indicates the BH information for DL traffic of the descendent node” and “This IE indicates the BH information for UL traffic of the descendent node”?
	Company
	Yes/No
	Comments

	QCOM
	Yes
	

	Huawei
	Yes
	The clarification only needs to be captured in the clause 9.2.2.82 F1-Terminating Topology BH Information


	Nokia
	Yes
	

	ZTE
	Yes 
	

	Ericsson
	Yes, with a correction
	1) a descendant node
2) there is no abbreviation defined for ‘BH’, so please add it to 3.2

	Lenovo
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Fujitsu
	Yes
	

	
	
	



Summary: 
All the 8 companies agree to change the semantic description of the DL F1 Term BH Info and UL F1 Term BH Info IEs to “This IE indicates the BH information for DL traffic of the descendant node” and “This IE indicates the BH information for UL traffic of the descendant node”. So the moderator suggests: 
Proposal 11: Change the semantic description of the DL F1 Term BH Info and UL F1 Term BH Info IEs to “This IE indicates the BH information for DL traffic of a descendant node” and “This IE indicates the BH information for UL traffic of a descendant node”. 
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