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1 Introduction

CB: # 2_Email_IAB_st2_cleanups

-  merge and revise as needed; check details

(SS - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202474
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
R3-202060 rev in R3-202642 – agreed

3 Discussion
The discussion is based on the following tdocs submitted to this meeting:

	R3-202306
	(TP for NR-IAB BL CR for TS 38.401): Cleanups (Ericsson)
	other



	R3-202430
	(TP for NR-IAB BL CR for TS 38.401) Misc corrections for TS38.401 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell)
	other



	R3-202060
	(TP for NR-IAB BL CR for 38.401) Stage 2 clean-up for IAB integration procedure (Samsung)
	other



	R3-202089
	(TP for NR-IAB BL CR for TS 38.401):  Miscellaneous change for stage 2 cleanup (Huawei)
	other




Issue 1: terminology issues
· Use “BAP Routing ID”

Is it OK to use “BAP Routing ID”? (yes or no)

	Samsung
	E///
	CATT
	 ZTE
	 Huawei
	 QC
	 Nokia

	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	 Yes
	 YES
	 YES
	 Yes


Proposal 1a: Use “BAP Routing ID”

As QC mentioned, following the same principle of Proposal 1, I have 

Proposal 1b: Use “BH RLC channel”, “BAP Address” and “BAP Path ID”

· Use “Parent node IAB-DU”

This intends to cover the parent node being either IAB donor DU or IAB node. Correspondingly, we use “child node IAB-MT” instead of “child IAB-MT”. 

Is it OK to use “parent node IAB-DU” and “child node IAB-MT”? (yes or no)

	Samsung
	E///
	CATT
	 ZTE
	 Huawei
	 QC
	 Nokia
	 

	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	 Yes
	 Yes, but should clarify that the parent node IAB-DU can also an IAB-donor-DU
	 Yes. I covered this already in CB #0.
	It may be a little bit unclear, since it seems not cover Donor-DU. 
	 


Proposal 1c: Use “parent-node IAB-DU”, and “child-node IAB-MT”

Issue 2: clarification on the F1-C over LTE leg
Since this issue is still under discussion in CB#10, I suggest to not implement any revisions related to this in this CB.

Is it OK? (yes or no)

	Samsung
	E///
	CATT
	 ZTE
	 Huawei
	 QC
	 Nokia
	 

	Yes
	No
	Yes
	 Yes
	 YES
	 Yes 
	 Yes
	 


 Proposal 2: no any further clarification on the F1-C over LTE leg in this CB. 

Issue 3: further usage on the default BH RLC CH
HW suggested to remove the sentence added by Ericsson, i.e., “(this channel may be later used for all traffic to and from the IAB-node)”.

Do we need to keep “(this channel may be later used for all traffic to and from the IAB-node)”? (yes or no)

	Samsung
	E///
	CATT
	 ZTE
	 Huawei
	 QC
	 Nokia
	 

	No
	Yes.
	No
	 Yes
	 NO
	 No
	 Yes
	 


 Proposal 3: Do not add  “(this channel may be later used for all traffic to and from the IAB-node)”
Issue 4: delete sentence for Phase 2-2 of IAB integration procedure in SA
In Phase 2-2 of IAB integration procedure in SA, we have sentence as “For the downstream direction, the IAB-donor-CU initiates F1AP procedure to configure the IAB-donor-DU with the mapping between the IP address of IAB-node 2 and the BAP routing indentifier(s)address of IAB-node 2. The IAB-donor-CU may also configure the IAB-donor-DU with the mapping from IP header field(s) (IP address and/or DSCP and/or IPv6 flow label) to the BAP Routing ID related to IAB-node 2.”

Should we delete the above highlighted sentence? (yes or no)

	Samsung
	E///
	CATT
	 ZTE
	 Huawei
	 QC
	 Nokia
	 

	Yes
	Yes.
	Yes
	 Yes
	 NO
	 No
	 Yes
	 


Proposal 4: Delete “between the IP address of IAB-node 2 and the BAP routing indentifier(s)address of IAB-node 2. The IAB-donor-CU may also configure the IAB-donor-DU with the mapping”
Issue 5: mention “SGNB MODIFICATION REQUEST message” in Phase 1-2 (SgNB Addition) of IAB integration in NSA
HW think this added part is not needed since this phase is talking about SgNB Addition. We propose to add this message. The reason is that we agreed to include the IAB Node Indication IE in SgNB Modification Request message from the very beginning of REL-16 WI. Such agreement implicitly indicates that in some cases the integration of IAB node (rather an UE) in NSA can be realized via SgNB modification procedure rather than SgNB addition procedure (which is our intuitive thought). To reflect such fact, we think it is better to mention here.  

Do we need mention “SGNB MODIFICATION REQUEST message” in Phase 1-2 (SgNB Addition) of IAB integration in NSA? (yes or no)

	Samsung
	E///
	CATT
	 ZTE
	 Huawei
	 QC
	 Nokia

	Yes
	No
	No
	 No
	 NO
	 I don’t care
	No strong view. Even without the new text, the Stage-3 is still there.


Proposal 5: Do not mention “SGNB MODIFICATION REQUEST message” in Phase 1-2 (SgNB Addition) of IAB integration in NSA
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