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This paper aims at capturing the summary of offline discussion. 
[bookmark: _Hlk111608657][bookmark: _Ref433086885][AT119-e][019][IAB17] BAP (Huawei)
	Scope: Treat R2-2207701, R2-2207189, R2-2207402
	Determine agreeable parts, For agreeable parts, agree CRs.
	Intended outcome: Report, Agreed CRs
	Deadline: Schedule 1

Discussion
2.1	Miscellaneous/Editorial
	Tdoc
	Changes
	Rapporteur’s suggestions

	R2-2207781
	Change 3): In 5.2.1.3, change the condition as “if this egress link does not belong to non-F1-terminating donor topology”.
	See the discussion in below section 2.2.
	

	
	Other changes
	Minor editorial/straight corrections.
To be merged to Rapp CR and further reviewed in later phase.

	R2-2207189
	1st change
	To be merged to Rapp CR and further reviewed in later phase.

	
	2nd change
	See the discussion in below section 2.3.

	R2-2207402
	1st change: on SCG deactivation
	The proposal is revision of R2-2204913, which was treated at RAN2#118-e meeting. (no clear agreement to exclude SCG deactivation by eIAB, but common view is not pursuing the CR)
R2-2206530 Report of [AT118-e][066][eIAB] BAP       Huawei, HiSilicon
P1, P2, P3 P4 are agreed
Summary: There is majority to not confirm the support of SCG deactivation by R17 IAB. Rapporteur propose the conclusion as “No consensus”.
Not pursued.

	
	2nd change on F1AP IE
	To be merged to Rapp CR and further reviewed in later phase.



Q1: Do you agree with the rapporteur’s suggestions, and provide detailed comments otherwise. (You can skip the changes if you agree with rapporteur’s suggestion)
	Companies
	Tdoc/changes
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	




2.2 Inter-donor-DU re-routing for non-boundary node in R2-2207781
Following is proposed in R2-2207781
	-	else if, for the transmitting part of IAB-MT, at least one egress link is available, and if Re-routing Disable Indicator IE is not configured by F1AP:
-	if this egress link does not belongs to non-F1-terminating donor topology, and there is an entry in the BH Routing Configuration not configured with Non-F1-terminating IAB-donor Topology Indicator IE whose Next Hop BAP Address corresponds to this egress link, or
-	if this egress link belongs to non-F1-terminating donor topology, and there is an entry in the BH Routing Configuration configured with Non-F1-terminating IAB-donor Topology Indicator IE whose Next Hop BAP Address corresponds to this egress link:
-	select the egress link;
-	rewrite the BAP header of this BAP Data PDU, where the DESTINATION field is set to the leftmost 10 bits of BAP Routing ID of the entry in the BH Routing Configuration (i.e. BAP address), and the PATH field is set to the rightmost 10 bits of BAP Routing ID of the entry (i.e. BAP path identity).


 
Since the “F1-terminating donor topology” definition only applies to boundary node, i.e. “refers to the IAB-donor that terminates F1 for the boundary IAB-node, as defined in TS 38.401”. The conditions for inter-donor-DU re-routing with header rewriting cannot cover the descendant node (non-boundary node) case well. Namely that, technically, the condition “if this egress link belongs to F1-terminating donor topology” is not met for the descendant node. 
Q2: Do you think the proposed 3rd change in R2-2207781 is needed?
	Companies
	Yes/No
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	




2.3 Type2 RLF indication in R2-2207189
Following is proposed in R2-2207189
	When BH RLF(s) occur at the IAB-MT on all the link(s) providing F1 interface over BAP, or when BH RLF occurs at the IAB-MT on MCG and fast MCG link recovery is not configured, for each egress link associated with the IAB-DU, the transmitting part of the collocated BAP entity at the IAB-DU may:
-	construct a BAP Control PDU for BH RLF detection indication in accordance with clause 6.2.3.4;



Rapporteur’s view: The issue (to clarify the details of type2 indication trigger) was discussed before by RAN2 and the conclusion was no BAP details to capture. See RAN2#117 agreement (R2-2203934):
“As in R16, the trigger conditions (not the propagation) for type 2/3 will be captured in BAP spec. rather than in RRC spec., with just some general descriptions.”

Q2: Do you confirm the rapporteur’s view to not re-discuss this issue, i.e. the 1st change in R2-2207189 is not pursued?
	Companies
	Yes/No
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	




Conclusion and proposals
Based on the above summary, following proposals are given
TBD
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