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1. Introduction

This paper captures TP for CB 526.
2. Text proposal

The following changes to TR 38.874 are proposed:

********* Start of Change **********
8.3 
Control-plane considerations for architecture group 1

…

8.3.4
CP alternatives for architecture 1a

…

Summary:
For Encapsulation (for relaying RRC messages):
· Without F1-AP Encapsulation: The IAB node doesn’t use F1-AP to carry UE’s RRC/MT’s RRC. The IAB node maps UE’s RRC/MT’s RRC directly on RLC-channels

· Using F1-AP Encapsulation: The IAB node uses F1-AP to carry UE’s RRC/MT’s RRC. The IAB node encapsulates UE’s RRC/MT’s RRC with F1-AP RRC message containers 
· Using F1-AP Encapsulation with SCTP/IP: The IAB node uses F1-AP to carry UE’s RRC/MT’s RRC. In addition, the IAB node uses SCTP/IP for adaptation layer.
For Using DRB or SRB for transmission of CP signaling (F1-AP mapping on PDCP entity):

· Encapsulated in RRC of the collocated MT: The IAB node encapsulates DU’s F1-AP. F1-AP is protected by the PDCP of the underlying SRB.
· Carried via SRB: The IAB node uses another SRB to carry DU’s F1-AP without encapsulation in RRC
· Carried over native F1-C: The IAB node uses native F1-C format to carry DU’s F1-AP
· Carried over DRB: The IAB node uses a DRB to carry DU’s F1-AP.
For Security of F1-AP:

· Via PDCP: F1-AP is protected by the PDCP
· Via DTLS: F1-AP is protected by the DTLS

The comparison analysis of the five CP alternatives are provided in the Table 8.3.4-x. More comparison aspects are not excluded.
Only CP alternatives 2 and 4 are considered for further study.

Table 8.3.4-1. Comparison of the five CP alternatives of architecture 1a 
	Comparison aspects
	Alt 1
	Alt 2
	Alt 3
	Alt 4
	Alt 5
	Comparison analysis

	Transport for CP signaling on wireless plane
	UE/IAB-MT’s RRC
	SRB in access link, SRB over RLC channel in backhaul links
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	SRB is recommended to carry UE/IAB-MT’s RRC signaling in all the alternatives.

[TBD for IAB DU’s F1AP]

	
	IAB-DU’s F1AP 
	SRB of collocated MT
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	DRB
	[TBD]
	

	Encapsulation 
	UE/IAB-MT’s RRC
	Within PDCP but without encapsulation in F1-AP of serving IAB node
	Within  PDCP and F1-AP of serving IAB node
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 2
	Same with alt 1
	[TBD]

	
	IAB-DU’s F1AP
	Within RRC of collocated MT
	Within PDCP of collocated MT
	Same as Alt 2
	Within DTLS/SCTP/IP above RLC channel
	Within PDCP of collocated MT
	[TBD]

	Security of F1AP
	Protected by PDCP 
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	Protected by DTLS
	Protected by PDCP
	[TBD]

	Routing of control plane PDUs
	Adaptation layer is responsible for routing
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	In all alternatives, the adaptation layer is used for routing.

	Impact to IAB donor
	Native F1-C as baseline
	Same as alt 1
	Same as alt 1
	[TBD]
	Native F1-C over E1
	[TBD]

The detailed impact on native F1-AP needs further study.


********* End of Change **********
********* Start of Change **********
8.y Unified design for architecture group 1
The IAB architecture should support many-to-one and one-to-one bearer mappings in a common design since both mapping option provide benefits in different deployment and traffic scenarios.

This design should allow many-to-one and one-to-one bearer mappings to be used at the same time. 

The design supports hop-by-hop ARQ.  End-to-end ARQ is not excluded for one-to-one mapping.  

The design addresses LCID-space and LCG-space limitations to support fine-granular QoS for a sufficiently large number of bearers.

The WI should aim for a IAB system with both bearer mapping options (i.e. many-to-one and one-to-one bearer mapping) for Rel.16.

********* End of Change **********
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