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	Reason for change:
	Clause 5.26.2 contains the following editor's note: 

Editor's Note: It is FFS whether the Bridge Name needs to be signalled for the Bridge ID (see e.g. clause 5.28.1 of 3GPP TS 23.501).

Bridge ID is used over N4 to distinguishes bridge instances within 5GS. Bridge Name does not need to be transferred over N4 (as an N4 IE) and has also been removed from TS 29.512 by CT3.


	
	

	Summary of change:
	Remove the Editor's Note about the Bridge Name 

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	Remaining editor's note that migth result in different implementations and in interoperability problems.
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	Other comments:
	SA2 defines the ‘Bridge Name’ as one part of ‘bridge information of 5GS Bridge’ 23.501 clause 5.28.1, but there is no mentioning about the SMF or PCF requiring this information. There is mentioned: “The bridge information of 5GS Bridge is used by the TSN network to make appropriate management configuration for the 5GS Bridge.” and “Bridge ID is to distinguish between bridge instances within 5GS.”, but ‘Bridge Name’ is not mentioned to be used for example to distinguish the bridge instances.
For information: 
· BridgeID contains the BridgePrio and the Bridge Address (=MAC address of the Bridge)
· A physical bridge has a unique Bridge Address but may have multiple BridgeIDs (e.g. for each network segment/VLAN a own Bridge ID)
· BridgePrio allows to differentiate multiple bridgeIDs of the same physical bridge
· Bridge Name is an alias for Bridge Address not BridgeID

To the CR authors' understanding the target is to expose the TSN Bridge related information to 5GS and its interfaces as minimum as possible and transfer this mainly between TSN AF and (DS-/)NW-TT in BMIC/PMIC. Bridge Name is already part of BMIC, so there is no need to duplicate this information to 5GC interfaces. 
Clause 12 in IEEE 802.1Q-2018 states: “This clause defines the set of managed objects, and their functionality, that allow administrative configuration of VLANs.” In 3GPP Rel. 16 administrative configuration of VLANs is limited to TSN stream information exchange between CNC and 5GS TSN bridge (TSN AF). TSN stream information exchange will not use Bridge Name.
IEEE 802.1Q-2018 allows to set/change the Bridge Name. Bridge Name is signalled in BMIC between TSN AF and NW-TT.  If Bridge Name was also signalled as a separate N4 IE, additional protocol extensions would also be required to signal a modified Bridge Name over N4 to SMF-PCF (when change would be noticed in BMIC). This would be unnecessary complexity.
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5GS Bridge information reporting is defined in Annex F.1 of 3GPP TS 23.502 [29]; this procedure enables the SMF to report 5GS Bridge information of a PDU session established for Time Sensitive Communication (TSC) to the TSN AF via the PCF.
Identities of 5GS Bridge and UPF/NW-TT ports may be pre-configured in the UPF based on deployment.
[bookmark: _Toc27490638][bookmark: _Toc27556931][bookmark: _Toc27723848][bookmark: _Toc36030920][bookmark: _Toc36042840][bookmark: _Toc36814165]In order to establish an Ethernet PDU Session for TSC, the SMF shall send a PFCP Session Establishment Request to the UPF to establish the corresponding PFCP session as specified in clause 5.13. Additionally, the SMF shall request the UPF to allocate the port number for DS-TT, the port number(s) for NW-TT to form port pairs with the DS-TT port and provide the related TSN Bridge ID by including the Create Bridge Info for TSC IE with the Bridge Information Indication (BII) bit set to "1", in the PFCP Session Establishment Request. If so requested, the UPF shall provide corresponding information to the SMF in the Created Bridge Info for TSC IE in the PFCP Session Establishment Response message.
NOTE:	The port number for DS-TT, port number(s) for NW-TT and Bridge ID are not meant to be used in PDRs.
Editor's Note: It is FFS whether the Bridge Name needs to be signalled for the Bridge ID (see e.g. clause 5.28.1 of 3GPP TS 23.501).
Editor's Note: When the UPF (as NW-TT) is configured with multiple NW-TT ports, it is FFS whether the UPF can include a subset of NW-TT ports in a PFCP Session Establishment Response, so that different PDU sessions may be allocated with different NW-TT ports.
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