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Abstract of the contribution: The paper discusses the terminology on BMIC and Bridge ID, and give several options and way forward.
1. Discussion
In the last meeting, there is a discussion on the terminology 
In the Rel-16, we use the term:

· PMIC (Port management information container) between DS-TT/NW-TT and TSN AF

· BMIC(Bridge management information container) between NW-TT and TSN AF

· Bridge ID

But in the Rel-17, it proposes to use:
· NMIC to replace the BMIC

The NMIC may be NW-TT management information container, or Node management information container.

· UMIC to replace the BMIC

The UMIC may be User plane Node management information container, 
· For the Bridge ID, there are several candidates to use. (For the IP PDU session, there is no Bridge concept)

· Node ID, 

· Node instance ID, 

· User plane instance ID

· NW-TT instance ID.

· NW-TT ID.
To keep TSC MIC and new ID alignment in terminology (i.e. if using xMIC, then also using xID or something similar), there are several options:
Option 1: NMIC (NW-TT management information container) and NW-TT instance ID, or NW-TT ID
Option 2: NMIC (Node management information container) and Node instance ID

Option 3: UMIC (User plane Node management information container) and user-plane Node instance ID

It seems the option 3 get most support, but option 1 also make sense (when there is no NW-TT in the UPF, there is no TSC MIC either. From this aspect, the NW-TT is tightly bound to TSC MIC).

If we cannot get consensus on the above 3 options, there are another options to consider:

Option 4: BMIC (keep same with R16) and NW-TT instance ID

Option 5: BMIC and Bridge ID are kept same with R16, and adding a new parameter likes NW-TT instance ID

These two options only change the Bridge ID which is not correct for the IP PDU session.

To keep consistent with Rel-16, if any of above option is agreed, we can add a Note in the spec, when the TSN AF is deployed, the xID is Bridge ID.
2. Proposal

3 CRs (S2-2102785, S2-2102786, S2-2102787) have be requested for SA2#144E, and use the option 3 as 1st step. After get the agreement during meeting, the CRs can be revised to reflect the agreement.
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