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1 Introduction

This is the summary document for the following come back:    

CB: # 10_MBSSetup

-  Down select on the solutions as above

(moderator - Nok)

Summary of offline disc R3-233323
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:  

Agree R3-232704.
Withdraw R3-233382.

3 First Round

· Description of the issue

Both BC MRB Setup Configuration IE and MC MRB Setup Configuration IE contain SDAP Configuration IE as mandatory Information Element. 

9.3.1.114
BC MRB Setup Configuration

This IE contains MRB configuration information for a BC Bearer Context Context.

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

	BC MRB To Setup List
	
	1..<maxnoofMRBs>
	
	

	>MRB ID
	M
	
	9.3.1.16a
	

	>SDAP Configuration
	M 
	
	9.3.1.39
	

	>MBS PDCP Configuration
	M
	
	PDCP Configuration

9.3.1.38
	

	>MBS QoS Flows Information To Be Setup
	M
	
	QoS Flow QoS Parameters List

9.3.1.25
	

	>MRB QoS
	O
	
	QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters
9.3.1.26
	Indicates the MRB QoS when more than one QoS Flow is mapped to the MRB.


This SDAP Configuration IE contains itself three mandatory fields which are obviously intended for DRBs: Default DRB, UL SDAP Header, DL SDAP Header whereas these three fields don’t apply to MBS. 
9.3.1.39
SDAP Configuration

This IE carries the SDAP configuration.

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

	Default DRB
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (True, False, …)
	Indicates whether or not this is the default DRB for the PDU Session Resource. Corresponds to information provided in the defaultDRB contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10].

	SDAP Header UL
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (Present, Absent, …)
	Indicates whether or not a SDAP header is present for UL data on this DRB. Corresponds to information provided in the sdap-HeaderUL contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10].

	SDAP Header DL
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (Present, Absent, …)
	Indicates whether or not a SDAP header is present for DL data on this DRB. Corresponds to information provided in the sdap-HeaderDL contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10].


From the semantics above, it looks like there was a mistake to include this IE given that it only talks of DRB. 

Actually, for MRB all the fields of this SDAP configuration are not needed and the full SDAP configuration could be removed. That would be cleaner but of course is non backwards compatible due to presence mandatory of this IE. This solution 1 is presented in tdoc 2704 and copied below:

9.3.1.114
BC MRB Setup Configuration

This IE contains MRB configuration information for a BC Bearer Context Context.

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

	BC MRB To Setup List
	
	1..<maxnoofMRBs>
	
	

	>MRB ID
	M
	
	9.3.1.16a
	

	
	
	
	
	

	>MBS PDCP Configuration
	M
	
	PDCP Configuration

9.3.1.38
	

	>MBS QoS Flows Information To Be Setup
	M
	
	QoS Flow QoS Parameters List

9.3.1.25
	

	>MRB QoS
	O
	
	QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters
9.3.1.26
	Indicates the MRB QoS when more than one QoS Flow is mapped to the MRB.


Since this is the cleanest solution and we still have NBC CRs at this meeting, the moderator encourages to select this solution.

Q1: can you accept the NBC CR presented in tdoc R3-232704?   

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes. It is asn1 NBC and we should take the opportunity that this is probably the last quarter where we can afford NBC CR to make the specification clean. Other options will keep the erroneous IE forever.

	Ericsson
	Don’t see the “threat” as stated in the CR (“… can only lead to mistakes”.
What I saw from RAN2 is that they did not want to deviate DRB properties for MRB, if possible. It isn’t so that SDAP does not exist, see 38.300. So, either we align setup of MRBs with that for DRBs on E1 as well (which has a merit of another sort) or we deviate from DRB handling. 

	Huawei
	Yes, we support this NBC CR.

Btw, we prefer to not touch the 9.3.1.39 as mentioned in solution 2/3, as in that part, we should not bother to consider the MRB's special circumstances.

	ZTE
	I can only blame RAN2 that created such inconsistency across specs. in 331 actually there is description on SDAP but there is NO SDCP configured to UE on Uu.

that being said, I dont think this is fatal issue in RAN3.

we prefer going with solution 2 or 3, 3 seems a more consistent one.

	Qualcomm
	We are OK with NBC change as compromise even though we previously had preference to Sol2 to avoid NBC change.


Only, if CR in 2704 is not acceptable, two NBC options have been thought of:

Solution 2

We indicate that the IE is not applicable to MRB without removing it i.e. we specify the receiver to “ignore” the received IEs for MBS. Of course, this also means that sender can set any dummy value or not. 

9.3.1.39
SDAP Configuration

This IE carries the SDAP configuration.

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

	Default DRB
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (True, False, …)
	For DRBs, Indicates whether or not this is the default DRB for the PDU Session Resource. Corresponds to information provided in the defaultDRB contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10]. Ignored if received for MRBs.

	SDAP Header UL
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (Present, Absent, …)
	For DRBs, Indicates whether or not a SDAP header is present for UL data on this DRB. Corresponds to information provided in the sdap-HeaderUL contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10]. Ignored if received for MRBs.

	SDAP Header DL
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (Present, Absent, …)
	For DRBs, Indicates whether or not a SDAP header is present for DL data on this DRB. Corresponds to information provided in the sdap-HeaderDL contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10]. Ignored if received for MRBs.


Solution 3

Assuming that we can set the fields respectively to “false, absent, absent” we change the semantic description to say that they also apply to MRB and not only DRB. The correction can look like as follows:

9.3.1.39
SDAP Configuration

This IE carries the SDAP configuration.

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

	Default DRB
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (True, False, …)
	Indicates whether or not this is the default DRB or MRB for the PDU Session Resource. Corresponds to information provided in the defaultDRB contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10].
NOTE: for MRB this IE shall be set to “False”.

	SDAP Header UL
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (Present, Absent, …)
	Indicates whether or not a SDAP header is present for UL data on this DRB or MRB. Corresponds to information provided in the sdap-HeaderUL contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10].
NOTE: for MRB this IE shall be set to “Absent”.

	SDAP Header DL
	M
	
	ENUMERATED (Present, Absent, …)
	Indicates whether or not a SDAP header is present for DL data on this DRB or MRB. Corresponds to information provided in the sdap-HeaderDL contained in the SDAP-Config IE as defined in TS 38.331 [10].
NOTE: for MRB this IE shall be set to “Absent”.


Q2: only if cannot
 you accept the NBC CR presented in tdoc R3-232704, do you prefer solution 2 or solution 3? 
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	Rather option 3.

	Huawei
	None, we prefer to not touch the 9.3.1.39 as this IE is not applicable for MRB, we should not bother to consider the MRB's special circumstances.

	ZTE
	Option 3.

	
	


Moderator’s summary:

After several offline discussions an option 4 was also proposed in replacement of options 2 and 3 where the semantics of the SDAP configuration IE would be clarified to “this IE is ignored in this release” in all occurrences where this IE is used in 9.3.1.114, 9.3.1.120, 9.3.3.28, 9.3.3.34.

However, it was recognized cleaner and eventually acceptable to then remove the IE given that there are other NBC CRs at this quarter.   
Proposal 1: agree initial version in R3-232704.

4 Second Round

Moderator’s summary:

Majority of companies think …

Proposal 2: TP...

5 Conclusion

The following is proposed:

Proposal 1: TP...
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