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Description
The issue of coding of the GBR, MBR and UE AMBR parameters passed over S1 in UE Context Setup, E-RAB Setup and handover messages was discussed at RAN3#69bis. 

It was confirmed that even if sent over S1-MME they don’t represent the actual bit rate over S1-U because the GTP/UDP/IP header are specifically added over S1-U interfaces. In particular this was found in TS23.401 which defines GBR and MBR in section 4.7.3 (“Bearer Level QoS Parameters”). This leads to two conclusions:

· TS36.413 currently provides a contradictory definition to TS23.401 which should be removed,
· Since TS23.401 already provides a definition of these parameters and since the definition of QoS parameters in general is in the remit of SA2, TS36.413 should simply refer to TS23.401.

This leads to the following proposal which is independent of the actual definition that SA2 can agree for GBR and MBR parameters:

Proposal 1: correct TS36.401 to reference to TS23.401 in the semantic description of GBR and MBR parameters. 

As said above, the proposal 1 does not depend on what definition SA2 will finally retain for GBR and MBR. For instance, at last RAN3#69bis, some confusion arose whether the GBR and MBR parameters were rather expressed at PDCP SDU or at RLC SDU level. 

This will be up to SA2 to solve this particular point since the definition of QoS parameters is in their remit.
There is consequently no link between this SA2 discussion and the agreement of the RAN3 CR corresponding to proposal 1: whatever SA2 will agree, we will reference their agreement through referencing TS23.401.
Hence there is no need to wait for any feedback from the liaison sent out at RAN3#69bis where RAN3 doesn’t even ask any question.

To SA2: RAN3 kindly ask SA2 to take note that they now reference TS23.401 for the definition of GBR, MBR and UE AMBR QoS parameters for LTE.        

This leads to proposal 2:
Proposal 2: agree on the corresponding RAN3 CR in tdoc R3-103450 without waiting any feedback from SA2.

2
Conclusion and Proposal
This paper clears up the confusion that arose at the end of last RAN3#69bis meeting showing that the CR in tdoc R3-103450 is needed and not related to any feedback that could come from SA2 following our LS (which didn’t ask for feedback).
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