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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc474247438]During the work on Rel.16 load, it was proposed to separate the TNL load information for the backhaul load (per node) and the fronthaul load (per cell) [1]. However, eventually, it was not agreed – the arguments were that such separation is not needed because the per-cell information may take into account the backhaul limitation. However, the interpretation of the TNL load reported per cell in Xn has not addressed further.
In this paper, we propose to reconsider the problem. 
2	Discussion
As discussed in [1], providing only the value with lowest capacity is misleading and could quickly result in overloading or underloading certain cells given the sudden change in value reported to the peer node (e.g., source gNB or MN). 
Taking a gNB with disaggregated architecture as example:
· CU-UP1 (referring to NG-U)
· TNL Maximum Offered Capacity (equal to variable X) 
· TNL Available Capacity 10% capacity (Y equal to variable X * 0.1)
· DU1 (referring to F1-U)
· TNL Maximum Offered Capacity (equal to variable W) 
· TNL Available Capacity 50% capacity (Z equal to variable W * 0.5)

Variable X and W can be significantly different, even if Y and Z at some periods may have relatively close values. Hence, the problem of switching the value per cell to include the values which represent the lowest available capacity at the gNB will cause sudden extreme changes in values reported to the peer node, given the TNL Maximum Offered Capacity (NG-U) is very different and likely much larger than the TNL Maximum Offered Capacity (F1-U). This can negatively affect the neighbour node as it will appear to it as if the target cell experiences high increases in capacity, which would incorrectly make it a target for directing many UEs, even though  the change was only a side effect of swapping the meaning of TNL load reported per cell rather than on actual capacity having changed. Thus, it is not appropriate to switch back and forth the actual meaning of the TNL report per cell over X2/Xn.
Observation: Switching back and forth the actual meaning (backhaul vs. fronthaul) of the TNL report per cell over X2/Xn may be confusing for the receiver.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In order to avoid the problem, the interpretation of the TNL Capacity Indicator signalled per-cell over X2 and Xn shall be clarified.
Proposal: The interpretation of the TNL Capacity Indicator per cell on X2/Xn should be clarified.
3	Conclusions
In this paper, we analysed the current situation with data forwarding for inter-RAT HO from EN-DC to NR SA. We have observed that switching back and forth the actual meaning (backhaul vs. fronthaul) of the TNL report per cell over X2/Xn may be confusing for the receiver.
Following them, it is proposed that the interpretation of the TNL Capacity Indicator per cell on X2/Xn should be clarified.
CRs implementing the necessary change are proposed in [2] and [3].
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