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Abstract:	Justification for Downscoping of FS_eTRS_URLLC_LAN SID (S2-2313741) focusing on user plane redundancy for 5GS 

1. Discussion
The FS_eTRS_URLLC_LAN SID in its current state is a grouping of three diverse areas: Timing Resilience, URLLC and 5G VN. The authors of this SID revision are of the opinion that the FS_eTRS_URLLC_LAN SID should be downscoped and refocused only on a subset of the URLLC-related work tasks (namely, WT#2.1 only) for the following reasons:

Regarding Timing Resilience:

· WT#1.1/1.3 in our view is completely in RAN remit.
· For the LTE/EPS aspects (WT#1.5/1.6) we think parts of it can be handled as TEI19 as already proposed.

Regarding URLLC:
· The authors of this SID revision are supportive of the redundancy study since it is relevant for offering 3GPP redundancy solutions as a service. However, the authors are also of the opinion that 3GPP should not develop its own redundancy protocol for frame/packet replication and elimination. Such protocols already exist: IEEE has defined FRER for Ethernet and IETF has defined DetNet for IP. In our view, we should re-use the existing protocols as much as possible instead of redoing the similar work in 3GPP. We also think that the currently proposed TUs for WT#2.1 are largely underestimated. 
· Regarding the rest of the WT#2 (i.e. Ethernet padding removal, BAT and Survival time adjustment), we don’t see any value or urgency for SA2 to study at this point. Specifically, we think that we should wait for the industry automation deployments to adopt 5GS technology before developing solutions for BAT and Survival time adjustment in the UE-to-UE scenarios. For example, when it comes to Ethernet padding removal, in current project 802.1AEdk: MAC Privacy protection  (ieee802.org), it is going in the opposite direction (i.e., it adds padding to equalize the size of the frames), which makes this proposal controversial/questionable.

Regarding 5G VN:
· Regarding the remaining part of WT#4 (use of Multiple Spanning Tree protocol in the UPF for loop prevention), we again think that there is no urgency to do the study at this point, in the absence of industry automation deployments based on 5GS. Although support of MSTP instance 0 and TE-MTID is included in the profile IEC/IEEE 60802, this it is still a draft under discussion, and therefore too early to add to 3GPP.
·  Furthermore, offline discussion on trying to clarify the use cases resulted in very diverging views and understanding, clearly there is no immediate need for standardization efforts which was mentioned number of times during the various discussions/CCs.




2. Proposal
Based on the discussion above it is proposed to down-scope the FS_eTRS_URLLC_LAN study on the URLLC aspects only, with adjusted TUs as indicated in SP-231507.



