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1. Introduction
This document focuses on the following comeback on signalling support for solution 4. 

CB: # 63_SignallingforSol4
- Capture the minimun agreed signallling procedures
- List of open stage3 open issues, e.g.,the redundancy indicator is supposed to be inside/out of QoS profile? 
- Remove the Redundant release indicator
(HW)
Summary of offline in R3-196231
HW for NG interface Rev in R3-196232
NN for Xn interface Rev in R3-196233
ZTE for E1 interface Rev in R3-196234
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The following questions are raised during online and offline discussions. 
· Question 1: Whether the redundant indicator is included at same level of QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters or within the QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters?
Majority companies think that the redundant indicator should be included within the QoS flow level QoS parameters considering that the redundant indicator is not changed frequently and less specification impact is foreseen. Two companies propose to include at the same level QoS flow so that no need to signal QoS flow parameters in case of redundant indicator change. 
Tentative conclusion: Add the redundant indicator within the QoS flow level QoS parameters, and add editor’s note that this can be further discussed whether to put at the same QoS flow level QoS parameters level. 


· Question 2: Is the Redundant Release Indicator needed in the PDU session modification procedure?
One company asks whether the redundant release is per QoS flow or PDU session. One company thinks this is not needed if the redundant tunnel is not transmitted. 

Tentative conclusion: don’t add the Redundant Release Indicator in the TP, and further discuss this redundant release indicator in the PDU session modification procedure. 


· Question 3: is the redundant network instance needed for transport network resource selection?
One company proposes that this is needed since it is clearly indicated in the SA2 specification. One company asks clarification since it is not clear whether the redundant network instance can be applied to the redundant PDU session split case given the fact that this is not very clear even in rel-15. 

Tentative conclusion: Add the redundant network instance, and add editor’s note that this can be further discussed whether further change is needed.

3. Summary
The following open issues can be further discussed at the next meeting. 
· The redundant indicator is included within the QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters. FFS whether to put at the same level of QoS Flow Level QoS Parameters. 
· Is the Redundant Release Indicator needed in the PDU session modification procedure?
· FFS whether to further clarify the usage of the redundant network instance, e.g. in case of PDU session split?
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