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1	Overview
This paper provides summary of discussion at RAN3#105bis for:
CB: # 4_OAMForRIM
-  on q2, CU should be informed about mapping about set ids and backhaul addresses the answer is yes
 - on q3, OAM has the ability to re-group gNBs (exact method is implementation dependent)
-  clarify the usages of set id configuration to CU-CP
-  discuss aggressor and victim roles definition for q1
(Nokia) Rev in R3-196105

The discussion was extended to consider introduction of the aggressor cell id on the F1 interface by means of a co-signed update of CRs to be prepared for next meeting. This will impact the reply LS to SA5 (making the current draft obsolete) and would therefore have as consequence to postpone the reply LS until next RAN3 (RAN3#106).
It was also considered to include the aggressor cell id on the NG interface for support of multiple sets per gNB as per current stage 2 (“Each aggressor gNB can be configured with multiple set IDs and each victim gNB can be configured with multiple set IDs”).
2	Details discussed 
Comments related to the need for aggressor set id in the gNB-CU:
Only if the gNB-CU just blindly forwarded on NG the RIM information received from any affiliated  aggressor gNB-DU, it would not need information about the aggressor set. But according to stage 2, the “gNB-CU acts as a coordinator” and “merges” the information.
When looking at the NGAP signaling it might not be obvious what is meant by “merge” (there is e.g. no aggressor cell info). A CU implementation will wait for reports from several cells before taking the decision whether to send “RS detected” or “RS disappeared” to the victim set. The decision taken by the CU could also be to send nothing on NG, e.g. in case of inconsistent reporting of “RS detected” from cells in the aggressor set (this would prevent victim sets to unnecessarily keep sending the RS, which consumes radio resources). Same thing if “RS disappeared” is reported inconsistently by gNB-DUs.
However in order to wait and “merge” (combine) in an appropriate manner, the gNB-CU needs information about which cells are part of which aggressor sets. 
Comments related to the need for victim set id in the gNB-CU:
According to the stage 2, “the gNB-CU distributes the incoming RIM information to all the gNB-DUs in the set”. The intention was not to broadcast this RIM information to all its affiliated gNB-DUs but send it only to the DUs within the victim set. On the other side, broadcasting the information to all the DUs is not precluded by the specification. 
In case of full broadcast (by the victim CU) of information received on NG it would be cleanest to update stage 2 (CR to TS 38.401) clarifying the victim CU behavior.
Comments related to transfer of the aggressor set id over NG:
In the currently endorsed CR set, the aggressor set id is sent neither on F1 nor on NG. RAN3 may earlier have considered that the aggressor set id was useful mainly for the wireless-based method. However, when the victim set receives a “RS detected” or “RS disappeared” message without knowing which aggressor set that sent the message, only knowing the gNB sending the message, it will probably not support well the scenario where a gNB controls more than one aggressor set.

3	Conclusion
Common understanding:
Knowledge of aggressor set information in the gNB-CU is beneficial for the purpose of CU coordinator role.
Knowledge of victim set information in the gNB-CU is needed for alignment on description of victim gNB-CU behaviour in current stage 2.
· F1AP CR: Introduce Aggressor Set ID and Victim Set ID in Served Cell Info IE.
Transfer of aggressor set id over NG seems beneficial for support of multiple sets per gNB.
· NGAP CR: Add Aggressor Set ID in the container.
· Update stage 2 as needed.
Proposal 1: Offline work on these enhancements before RAN3#106, aiming at implementing the above in the currently endorsed RAN3 CRs (co-signed).
Proposal 2: Send reply LS to SA5 from RAN3#106 taking into account the updated RAN3 CRs.



