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1 Introduction
At RAN3 #107e meeting, there are still some open issues on F1 interface as below. In this contribution, we propose our point of view on these issues.
1. human-readable network name be indicated from the CU to the DU
2. Adding NID in UAC assistance information from CU to DU
3. Available CAG information in interface messages from CU to DU
4. CAG information be indicated in the UE Context Setup from the CU to the DU
2 Discussion
2.1 Human-readable network name
Human-readable network name and associated non-public network identifies are configured in DU. SIB1 which includes npn-IdentityInfoList IE is encoded in DU while the new SIB includes human-readable network name is encoded in CU. So, human-readable network name should be indicated from the DU to the CU.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to send human-readable network name from DU to CU.
2.2 NID in UAC assistance information
At RAN2#109e email discussion[1], the agreements about UAC are as below.
	Agreements via email (from first round of [119][PRN]):

3. 
The UAC parameters per SNPN are configured by reusing the existing uac-BarringPerPLMN-List.


3a.
The UAC parameters should be configured per SNPN.


So, NID should be indicated in UAC assistance information.
Proposal 2: It is proposed that NID should be indicated in UAC assistance information.

2.3 Available CAG information from CU to DU
DU provides cell supported CAG to CU which is configured by OAM and there is no conception such as CU supported CAG. So, CU has no extra CAG information required by DU.
Proposal 3: It is proposed that Available CAG information should not be transferred from CU to DU.
2.4 CAG information in UE context setup from CU to DU
CAG is only used for access control which is taken by CU or 5GC. Nowadays there is no other application for CAG. In addition, UE specific selected/serving CAG ID or allowed CAG list is not used by DU.

Proposal 4: It is proposed that the CAG information should not be indicated in the UE Context Setup from the CU to the DU.

3 Conclusions
Based on the discussion in section 2 the followings are proposed:
Proposal 1: It is proposed to send human-readable network name from DU to CU.
Proposal 2: It is proposed that NID should be indicated in UAC assistance information.
Proposal 3: It is proposed that Available CAG information should not be transferred from CU to DU.
Proposal 4: It is proposed that the CAG information should not be indicated in the UE Context Setup from the CU to the DU.
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