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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, several working assumptions were taken on CU and DU IDs including

· gNB-CU ID is not needed (same as NG-RAN node ID)

· gNB-DU ID is not connected to cell identifiers

· It is FFS whether a gNB-DU ID is needed.
This last point is the focus of this document. Note also that it was agreed that the maximum number of DUs per CU will not be limited in the protocol.

2. Discussion of gNB-DU ID 
It is agreed that the gNB-DU ID is not connected to cell identifiers, i.e., it has no relationship to the Uu. This is also consistent with not having any limits on numbers of DUs per CU. Tying the ID to cells risks making the numerology and management more complex: for example, it should be possible to re-home a DU in a different CU, regardless of the gNB-DU ID. Since the CU itself has an ID (the NG-RAN node ID), and since we already agreed that this will be a prefix of the cell ID, it follows that re-homing of a DU is only possible if there is no relationship between the DU ID and the cell ID (or in fact any other RAN identifier).

In conclusion, we propose first to turn the first two working assumptions into agreements, and in fact to state that the gNB-DU ID (if it exists) is not related to any other RAN identifier.
Proposal 1: Turn the first two assumptions in this topic into agreements.

The second question is whether there is a need for the gNB-DU ID, given that this is only visible on F1 (and has no relationship to other IDs). There may be some use cases:

· It would be possible to configure CU to expect certain identified DUs, i.e. raise alarm in case of wrong DU or missing DU.

· If the F1 drops for some reason, it would be useful for a CU to know that the DU establishing the new F1 is the same as previously dropped (use of IP addresses for this purpose is possible in theory but seems not very robust; use of cell identifiers is tricky if we assume that the cells are only established properly after F1 setup)

· In case of change of CU (e.g. in recovery after CU failure, or maintenance, or network reconfiguration), it seems also useful to check that the expected DUs have “joined”.
It seems therefore safer to define a gNB-DU ID with the caveat that this is only visible over F1, in addition to OAM. It would not need to have any relationship with any other NR or 5G-CN identifier. Strictly its assignment is up to OAM/deployment and it might not even have to be unique in a network
. As with an eNB over S1, it may be useful to allow a “DU name” as a printable string.
Proposal 2: Define a gNB-DU ID only visible over F1, in addition to OAM, without any relationship with any other NR or 5G-CN identifier, and consider allowing a “gNB-DU name” as a printable string in F1 setup.
3. Conclusions

The following proposals are put forward in this document:
Proposal 1: Turn the first two assumptions in this topic into agreements, i.e.

-
gNB-CU ID is not needed (same as NG-RAN node ID)

-
gNB-DU ID is not connected to cell identifiers

Proposal 2: Define a gNB-DU ID only visible over F1, in addition to OAM, without any relationship with any other NR or 5G-CN identifier, and consider allowing a “gNB-DU name” as a printable string in F1 setup.
� In practice, the use cases above imply that it should be assigned uniquely within a reasonably large geographical area.
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