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1.
Introduction
According to the progress of last meeting, there are still some open issues to solve about the XwAP procedures. This paper will investigate them one by one and our views are also proposed accordingly. 
2.
Discussion
In the WF of last meeting [2], the following issues are still open for further investigated:
1 Handling of QoS parameters by WT (including references to such handling in TS 36.413)
2 HeNB ID in Global eNB ID
3 Other main XwAP signalling aspects marked as FFS in TS 36.463 v0.0.4
· Reason for not accepting bearer (by WT) is FFS

· Action of WT after release confirmed
2.1 Handling of QoS parameters by WT
In last meeting, we have agreed that the following parameters about QoS should be passed to WT except UE AMBR: 
· QCI, ARP, GBR

However, it has not decided on how to handle the MBR and the reference issue. In TS 23.401, the following texts are given as follows about MBR: 
·   Each GBR bearer is additionally associated with the following bearer level QoS parameters:

-
Guaranteed Bit Rate (GBR)

-
Maximum Bit Rate (MBR)
The GBR denotes the bit rate that can be expected to be provided by a GBR bearer. The MBR limits the bit rate that can be expected to be provided by a GBR bearer (e.g. excess traffic may get discarded by a rate shaping function).
On the other hand, in clause 4.7.4 of TS 23.401, further details are given on GBR and MBR: 

·  The MBR of a particular GBR bearer may be set larger than the GBR
For WLAN case, only the architectures of 2C and 3C are supported. So theoretically the eNB can adjust the bit rate to be offloaded to WLAN using the MBR information it has. However, the MBR information may also be helpful for WT to predict the potential resource for the particular GBR bearer since the MBR of a particular GBR bearer may be set larger than the GBR. If we only pass the GBR information to WT, WT would be surprised if the gap of MBR and GBR is large. On the other hand, E-RAB MBR Downlink and E-RAB GBR Downlink have always been a set of parameters for the GBR QoS Information when we handle the GBR bearer. So it is better to follow the same principle. 
Based on the analysis, the following proposal is suggested

Proposal 1): MBR should be sent to WT.
2.2 HeNB ID in Global eNB ID
In last meeting, there was no agreement on whether to remove the HeNB ID in Global eNB ID. Currently, if we check other specifications of RAN3 for defining the global eNB ID, HeNB ID is always there. Basically, it is better to follow the same principle, i.e., to use the same normal structure with two choices 20/28 bits. In this release, the enhancement on HeNB may not be needed. However, the door is open for future release to investigate thee use case and potential enhancement. 
Based on the analysis, the following proposal is suggested

Proposal 2): HeNB ID should be included in the Global eNB ID. 
2.3 Other main XwAP signalling aspects marked as FFS in TS 36.463 v0.0.4
2.3.1. 
Reason for not accepting bearer (by WT) is FFS
During the WT Addition Preparation procedure, the WT may send the WT ADDITION REQUEST REJECT message to the eNB if the WT is not able to accept any of the bearers or a failure happen. The reason should be defined for not accepting bearer. It can be referred to the handover and DC case for rejecting the request. The following generic reason could be referred to: 
1.) No Radio Resources Available in WT
For other specific reasons such as E-RAB ID overlapping, QoS issue could be discussed later. 

Proposal 3): A generic reason for not accepting bearer could be: no radio resources available in WT. 
2.3.2. Action of WT after release confirmed
In last meeting, we have agreed that the handling of GTP Tunnel Endpoint will be the same as DC, which means that the procedure of WT Initiated WT Release should also follow the agreement. Thus, the current text, given as follows, seems no problem to be kept: 
· The WT may start data forwarding and stop providing user data to the UE upon reception of the WT RELEASE CONFIRM message.
Therefore, the following proposal is given: 
Proposal 4): The current text can be kept for description the action of WT after release confirmed.

3. Conclusions
This paper investigated the main open issues for UE-associated procedures of XwAP. The following proposals are suggested to RAN3: 
Proposal 1): MBR should be sent to WT.
Proposal 2): HeNB ID should be included in the Global eNB ID.

Proposal 3): A generic reason for not accepting bearer could be: no radio resources available in WT.
Proposal 4): The current text can be kept for description the action of WT after release confirmed.
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