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1 Introduction

In the TP agreed at the last RAN3 meeting for Opt. 7/7a/7x Stage 2 [1] and “retargeted” toward TS 37.340
, there are a number of FFSs standing. We would like to discuss and try to resolve at least the most obvious ones.
2 Discussion
FFSs are present in all the 5 bullets in the agreed TP [1]. We will briefly discuss each one.
1. [FFS] When DC is configured, NG-U resources for a PDU session terminate either in the Master Node or in the Secondary Node;

This seems quite unambiguous. There are no other nodes in DC besides the Master Node or the Secondary node which can terminate NG-U resources; this FFS should be removed.

Proposal 1: Remove the FFS from bullet 1.
2. [FFS] If NG-U resources for a PDU session terminate in the Master Node, some flows may be realized as MCG bearer option, while some others may be realized as (MCG) split bearer option;
If NG-U resources for a PDU session terminate in the Secondary Node, some flows may be realized as SCG bearer option, while some others may be realized as (SCG) split bearer option;

This bullet lists the ways in which flows can be realized according to whether the PDU session terminates in the Master or in the Secondary Node. This comes from combining the basic definition of DC with the characteristics of the Opt. 7 family. Also in this case, the statement seems quite unambiguous, and the FFS should be removed.
Proposal 2: Remove the FFS from bullet 2.
3. [FFS] The Master Node decides which PDU sessions are realized as MCG bearer options and which are realized as SCG bearer options;
The Master Node also decides which MCG bearer options are applied for which QoS flows, and configures the respective mapping to DRBs;
The Secondary Node decides which SCG bearer options are applied for which QoS flows, and configures the respective mapping to DRBs;

This bullet details which node decides the mapping between PDU sessions and bearer types, and how they are configured. Also in this case, this descends from the definition of DC and the Option 7 variants. The FFS could be removed.
Proposal 3: Remove the FFS in bullet 3.
4. [FFS] The Master Node provides the Secondary Node:

a. For the (MCG) split bearer option, with

· PDU-session-related and QoS flow information for those QoS flows realized as (MCG) split bearer option;

· Information on how QoS flows are mapped onto the corresponding DRBs.

(Some QoS parameters – AMBR, GBR bit rate, etc. – the Master Node may change their values from those received from the NG-C)

b. For the SCG bearer option family, with

· PDU-session-related and QoS information as received from the NG-C.

c. For the SCG split bearer option, with

· PDU-session-related and QoS flow information for those QoS flows that the Master Node is willing to realize as SCG split bearers;

· Information on which share of traffic the Master Node is willing to take (indicated e.g. as AMBR, GBR bit rate, etc. – the Master Node may change their values from those received from the NG-C).

This bullet lists the detailed information that the Master and Secondary Nodes exchange for the various options. This hints at the Stage 3 realization of the Option 7 family. Given the level of detail to be checked and aligned between Stage 2 and 3, it seems wise to retain this FFS, perhaps mentioning that the information exchanged between the two nodes needs to be further checked.
Proposal 4: Retain the FFS in bullet 4, but change it to “[FFS – The information exchanged between the two nodes is to be further checked]”.
5. [FFS] After it has admitted the radio resources, the Secondary Node provides the Master Node:

a. For the SCG split bearer option, with

· Information about which QoS flows are realized as SCG split bearer option, and the respective mapping to DRBs.

This bullet describes what information the Secondary Node gives to the Master Node following radio resource admittance. While the statement seems quite straightforward and unambiguous, it seems wise for consistency with the previous bullet to retain the FFS mentioning that the information needs to be checked.
Proposal 5: Retain the FFS in bullet 5, but change it to “[FFS – The information exchanged between the two nodes is to be further checked]”.
3 Conclusions and Proposals
Of all bullets added to the Stage 2 TP containing principles, at least the first 3 can be removed, and it seems beneficial to clarify the others. Our proposals are summarized below.
Proposal 1: Remove the FFS from bullet 1.
Proposal 2: Remove the FFS from bullet 2.
Proposal 3: Remove the FFS in bullet 3.
Proposal 4: Retain the FFS in bullet 4, but change it to “[FFS – The information exchanged between the two nodes is to be further checked]”.
Proposal 5: Retain the FFS in bullet 5, but change it to “[FFS – The information exchanged between the two nodes is to be further checked]”.
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