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1	Introduction
In last meeting, CT4 replied our LS on the maximum length of Routing ID. In this contribution, we provide our analysis on this reply LS.
2	Discussion
In the reply LS on maximum length of Routing ID[1], CT4 has confirmed the maximum length of Routing ID and provided their understanding on the reference on NF Instance ID, which are given as below.

	[bookmark: OLE_LINK34]CT4 would like to thank RAN3 for the LS R3-232170. CT4 would like to provide the following response to the information provided from RAN3:
Regarding LMF Routing ID IE in the NRPPa transport messages defined in TS 38.413, RAN3 has agreed to the attached CRs which clarify that the maximum length of the Routing ID IE is 16 octets, referring to the value of NfInstanceId defined in TS 29.571.
CT4 would like to confirm that the maximum length of the Routing ID IE which is defined in RAN3 specification is correct. 
Furthermore, CT4 would like to suggest RAN3 refer to RFC 4122 for the encoding of the 16 octets (NF Instance ID encoded as UUID version 4) instead of referring to NF Instance ID of TS 29.571, because the encoding of the NF Instance ID is defined differently over 5GC SBIs.
CT4 respectfully asks RAN3 to take the above information into account.


For the maximum length of Routing ID, CT4 has confirm it is 16 octets. 
While, for the NF Instance ID, it is encoded as UUID version 4, and it should be referred to the RFC 4122 of the IETF rather than the TS 29.571. Therefore, the semantics description of Routing ID in TS 38.413 should be corrected to follow the guidance from CT4.
Proposal: It is proposed to correct the semantics description of Routing ID in TS 38.413 to follow the guidance in the reply LS from CT4 and send the reply LS back to CT4 for confirmation.
3	Conclusion
Proposal: It is proposed to correct the semantics description of Routing ID in TS 38.413 to follow the guidance in the reply LS from CT4 and send the reply LS back to CT4 for confirmation.

The corresponding CRs in Rel-16 and Rel-17 are given in [3] and [4] respectively.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]The draft reply LS to CT4 on maximum length of Routing ID is given in [5].
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