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1   Introduction
The transaction ID was discussed during RAN3#98. The agreement was to include this to all common procedures where there is no procedural text preventing parallel transactions, i.e. it is not included in configuration update messages. In this document we propose to also include this to the configuration update messages and suggest some additional clean up.. 
2   Discussion

With the assumptions that:
· transaction ID only needed for parallel messages,
· parallel messages not allowed for UE associated messages, and
· configuration update may benefit from allowing parallel messages (e.g. activation)
we believe that one possible enhancement could be to modify the spec according to the following two proposals:
Proposal 1: Proposal: remove procedural text preventing parallel configuration update messages

Proposal 2: Add transaction ID to configuration update messages
When looking further into section 10 and compare with LPPa specification, we see that it may be good to also mention the transaction ID as is done for LPPA: 

Section 10 of TS 36.413 [3] is applicable for the purposes of the present document, with the following additions:

-
In case of Abstract Syntax Error, when reporting the Criticality Diagnostics IE for not comprehended IE/IEgroups or missing IE/IE groups, the LPPa Transaction ID IE shall also be included;

-
In case of Logical Error, when reporting the Criticality Diagnostics IE, the LPPa Transaction ID IE shall also be included
As indicated in the above text, the transaction ID can then be included in the criticality diagnostics which also needs to be added to this IE.
Proposal 3: Introduce text in section 10 similar to LPPA mentioning transaction ID and include the transaction ID in the Criticality Diagnostics IE.
One additional small thing is that section 10 currently refers to 38.413, whereas this specification does not exist in an approved version. Therefore it is suggested to rather refer to 36.413, since the handling of errors is foreseen to follow the principles from LTE.

Proposal 4: Refer to S1AP instead of NGAP in section 10 
3   Conclusion
Based on the discussion in this paper, we propose to:
Proposal 1:
Proposal: remove procedural text preventing parallel configuration update messages
Proposal 2:
Add transaction ID to configuration update messages
Proposal 3:
Introduce text in section 10 similar to LPPA mentioning transaction ID and include the transaction ID in the Criticality Diagnostics IE.
Proposal 4:
Refer to S1AP instead of NGAP in section 10
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