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1	Introduction
It is unclear in which scenarios UP IP can be configured. Due to an ambiguous wording in a condition controlling when UP IP can be configured.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
Today it is unclear in which scenarios Integrity Protection for DRBs can be configured. This because we have an ambiguous wording for the condition "ConnectedTo5GC1”. Below are relevant parts of the PDCP-Config from 38.331:
	[bookmark: _Hlk514739587]PDCP-Config ::=         SEQUENCE {

[...]

    drb                 SEQUENCE {
        integrityProtection  ENUMERATED { enabled } OPTIONAL, -- Cond ConnectedTo5GC1
	}

[...]

}

	Conditional presence
	Explanation

	ConnectedTo5GC
	The field is optionally present, need R, if the UE is connected to 5GC. Otherwise the field is absent.

	ConnectedTo5GC1
	The field is optionally present, need R, if the UE is connected to NR/5GC. Otherwise the field is absent.






The unclarity comes from “connected to NR/5GC” and what that means. Or at least, what does it mean to be “connected to NR”. We see these interpretations:

1. UE has NR as MCG
This interpretation would mean that whenever the UE has an NR node as MN, IP could be enabled for any bearer, including for SN-DRBs in NE-DC. But that is in our understanding not the intention.

2. A certain bearer goes (at least partly) via an NR-node
This interpretation would mean that any DRB which at least partly goes via an NR-node could be configured with IP. Including for example a split bearer which terminates in the MN in NGEN-DC. But our understanding is that this is not the intention.

3. A certain bearer is terminated in an NR-node
This interpretation would mean that only bearers which actually ends up terminated (PDCP entity is within) an NR-node can be configured with IP. We think that this is the correct interpretation. However, for NGEN-DC UP IP is not supported for any DRB even though SN-terminated bearers are terminating in a gNB and this is partly to avoid problems, e.g. to avoid that the SN enables UP IP for an SN-terminated bearer which MN later moves to the MN. 

Based on the above, we think the ambiguity can be corrected by doing the following change. Note that “connected to 5GC” becomes superfluous since NR SA, NR-DC and NE-DC all are connected to 5GC.
	ConnectedTo5GC1
	For UE in NR SA or in NR-DC, Tthe field is optionally present, need R. For UE in NE-DC, the field is optionally present, need R, for DRBs with keyToUse set to masterif the UE is connected to NR/5GC. Otherwise the field is absent.



[bookmark: _GoBack]A CR is provided in R2-1912419 to correct this.
3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose:

Agree the CR in R2-1912419 to correct the limitation for when UP IP can be configured.
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