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1
Introduction
In case of SeNB Release or SeNB Modification procedures, it is not clear whether E-RABs which are not required to perform data forwarding should be added to E-RAB ID IE within E-RABs To Be Released List IE or not. This contribution discusses the issue and provides solutions. Corresponding CR is also provided in [1].
2
Problem
In case of SENB RELEASE REQUEST or SENB RELEASE CONFIRM, it is not clear whether E-RABs which are not required to perform data forwarding should be added to E-RAB ID IE within E-RABs To Be Released List IE or not. The IE is not used at all in that case, however TS 36.423 states as mandatory e.g. in section 9.1.3.11 below.
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E-RAB ID IE is mandatory, but DL Forwarding GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE is optional, i.e. it seems some use cases for E-RAB ID IE without data forwarding exist. However, in reality the IE is used only if data forwarding is performed in SeNB Release procedure.
Similar issue is also applied to SeNB Modification procedure. For example, if the SeNB would release bearers by SENB MODIFICATION REQUIRED and the MeNB sends the optional SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST, it is not clear which of E-RABs should be included into E-RAB To Be Released List IE.
2.1
SENB RELEASE REQUEST and SENB RELEASE CONFIRM
In this case, we could assume as follows:

-
since the E-RABs To Be Released List IE is optional, it can be interpreted that if none of E-RAB will need data forwarding, this E-RABs To Be Released List IE is not included. It should be noted that all E-RABs will be released in SeNB Release procedure.
-
and, only those E-RABs that need data forwarding will be indicated.
Based on the above assumption, one way to clarify is that the name of the E-RABs To Be Released List IE to e.g. E-RABs Forwarding Required List IE. Another way to clarify is that further text is added in TS 36.423 e.g. “Only those E-RABs that are requested to perform data forwarding shall be present within E-RAB ID IE.”.
We propose to add further clarified text rather than changing the IE name.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to add the clarified text as “Only those E-RABs that are requested to perform data forwarding shall be present within E-RAB ID IE (of the SENB RELEASE CONFIRM message).” in TS 36.423.
2.2
SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST
In case of SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST as part of MeNB initiated SeNB Modification procedure case, we could assume as follows:

-
for those E-RABs to be released, the MeNB indicates those E-RABs. If some of E-RABs to be released are requested to perform data forwarding then only those E-RABs will have the forwarding tunnel IEs.
Based on the above assumption, it is clear enough already since the current text states as follows:
The MeNB may also provide for an applicable E-RAB to be released the DL Forwarding GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE and the UL Forwarding GTP Tunnel Endpoint IE within the E-RABs To Be Released Item IE of the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message.
In case of SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST as part of SeNB initiated SeNB Modification procedure case, similar assumption as SENB RELEASE REQUEST could be applied. It is very complex to adopt different assumption to the same message. Therefore, we propose to add clarified text in order to differentiate the behavior from SeNB Release procedure as “All E-RABs that are released are present regardless of performing data forwarding.”.
Proposal 2: For SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST, it is proposed to add the clarified text as “All E-RABs to be released shall be present within E-RAB ID IE of the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message regardless of the operation of data forwarding.” in TS 36.423.
2.3
SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE
In this case, we could assume as follows:

-
it is clear that the SeNB shall give the E-RABs Admitted To Be Released List IE for those E-RAB that the SeNB admits to release.
-
therefore if SeNB admits all the E-RABs that were requested to be released by the MeNB, then the E-RABs are the same as what were requested by the MeNB.
Based on the above assumption, it is clear enough already and no further clarification is needed.
Observation 1: It seems no further clarification is needed for SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE in terms of E-RAB To Be Released List IE.
3
Conclusions
We propose RAN3 to agree on the following proposals: 

Proposal 1: It is proposed to add the clarified text as “Only those E-RABs that are requested to perform data forwarding shall be present within E-RAB ID IE (of the SENB RELEASE CONFIRM message).” in TS 36.423.
Proposal 2: For SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST, it is proposed to add the clarified text as “All E-RABs to be released shall be present within E-RAB ID IE of the SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST message regardless of the operation of data forwarding.” in TS 36.423.
Observation 1: It seems no further clarification is needed for SENB MODIFICATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE in terms of E-RAB To Be Released List IE.
Proposal 3: It is proposed to agree on the corresponding CR provided in [1].
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