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1
Introduction

This document summarises offline discussion for CB#13

CB: # 13_SgNB_Release_Request
-  the only possible output is either this or the previous revision CR agreed

-  request tdoc if needed
2
Discussion

So, the question is whether to approve
a) R3-195197 (CR1346r2 36.423) [1]
· which changes the presence of the SgNB UE X2AP ID IE in the tabular representation of the reject message to “mandatory” and specifies in the procedure text for the acknowledge and reject message that any value received for this IE, if not sent by the eNB shall be ignored by the eNB.

or 

b) (a re-based and modified version of) R3-194608 (CR1346r1 36.423), 

· which changes in ASN.1 the presence of the SgNB UE X2AP ID IE within the X2AP-PROTOCOL-IES container from “mandatory” to “optional” for the acknowledge and reject message, change the presence of SgNB UE X2AP ID IE within the acknowledge message in the tabular to optional.
1) Looking at Section 10.6 (Handling of AP ID) in 36.413, which is also specifies handling of AP IDs of 36.423 (see section 10 in 36.423 referencing 36.413):

If a node receives a message (other than the first or first returned messages) that includes AP ID(s) identifying a logical connection which is unknown to the node (for the same S1 interface): 

-
if this message is not the last message for this UE-associated logical connection, the node shall initiate an Error Indication procedure with inclusion of the received AP ID(s) from the peer node and an appropriate cause value. Both nodes shall initiate a local release of any established UE-associated logical connection (for the same S1 interface) having the erroneous AP ID(s) as local or remote identifier.

-
if this message is the last message for this UE-associated logical connection, the receiving node shall initiate a local release of any established UE-associated logical connection (for the same S1 interface) that have either the local or remote AP ID(s) as identifiers.

So, it seems, that the additional procedure text proposed in version a) would specify the (receiving) eNB’s behaviour, which is basically already stated in the second bullet above, the only additional function in section 10 is that potentially another UE-associated logical connection might be affected, if the SgNB included a value in the SgNB UE X2AP ID IE.
Observation 1: 
It could be stated, that no procedure text is needed in a CR a la R3-195197 if we follow a)

2) It was stated during the meeting that version a) is necessary, as b) is not backwards compatible.

We would like to highlight that this is not our understanding. For the SGNB RELEASE ACKNOWLEDGE and REJECT messages,

-
if the sending SgNB implements version b), but the receiving eNB did not, the eNB would expect the SgNB UE X2AP ID IE to be sent within the ACK or REJECT message, it would handle this situation along sections 10.3.1/case 3 and 10.3.5 in 36.413 and the provided criticality (=”ignore”) and ignore the fact that the IE was not sent.
-
if the receiving eNB implements version b), but the sending SgNB does not, the eNB would receive the SgNB UE X2AP ID IE within the ACK or REJECT message, it would not treat the presence of the SgNB UE X2AP ID IE as an error, as the presence is defined to be optional in the eNB.
Observation 2: approach b) is backwards compatible
3
Conclusion and Proposals
After offline discussion among 4 companies, 

· all 4 companies agree that approach b) is backwards compatible

· 2 companies prefer approach b) due to that reason, as outlined in the draft CR in R3-196254

· 2 companies would still like to go with the CR submitted in R3-195197
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