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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank SA4 for the LS on RTP retransmission. RAN2 discussed the handling of RTP retransmissions and concluded that it may be beneficial for the RAN to be able to distinguish the source stream from the retransmission stream (e.g. to give a higher priority to the retransmission stream). From a RAN2 perspective, this only requires two separate QoS flows to be configured (one for the source stream and another one for the retransmission stream) and no new mechanisms are required.	Comment by Richard Tano: We don’t think RAN2 has concluded that there are any benefits from such differentiated handling in RAN. What would be the gains for RAN? If application decides to use retx then it is a conscious decision as it is aware of the RTT and there is no need for the 5GS to do anything. In fact 5GS already supports the mapping of different QoS flows but that is SA2 topic.

What we can answer from RAN2 (and everyone seems to agree on) is that any additional information is not warranted from RAN2 side.

Provided text proposal update accordingly.	Comment by Benoist (Nokia): Starting point was discussed yesterday so reverting to the starting point. Can be updated once more feedback has been received.	Comment by Apple - Wallace: We think the “additional benefits” only exist if SA2 confirms that RAN needs to distinguish. However, currently we do not have such requirements from SA2. And as commented by other companies, 5GS can already handle QoS flow mapping, and RAN simply map these QoS flows to appropriate DRBs as usual. Therefore we are not too sure if there is any “additional” benefits for RAN.	Comment by LGE - Hanseul Hong: Similar view with Ericsson and Apple.
Once source PDUs and retransmission PDUs are handled by two separated QoS flows, there would be no further RAN2 impact/benefit for receiving retransmission information, since QoS flow mapping for each stream is not performed in RAN. RAN will perform legacy behavior based on the characteristics of each QoS flow, regardless of whether it is retransmission PDU or not.	Comment by OPPO-Zhe Fu: We share a concern similar to that of other companies. If the solution adopted is to map the source stream and retransmission stream to different QoS flows directly, there is no need for RAN to distinguish different stream types, because the mapping for DL is performed by the CN (SMF), and RAN does not need to be aware of this. 
So, we suggest removing “for the RAN” from this sentence.	Comment by Joachim Lohr: This sentence may be misleading and my give some wrong message to SA4. In our understanding, RAN doesn’t need to be able to distinguish between retransmission and initial packets. 
If a prioritized handling with tighter delay for Retx PDUs should be ensured, then a separate QoS flow with lower PSDB/PDB can be used for the RTP ReTx (e.g. RTP sender marks source and retransmission PDUs into different PDU Sets, which the 5GC maps then into distinct QoS flows). Network implementation can already handle differential handling without any impacts to RAN -no additional information is required, e.g. no need to provide additional application-layer retransmission information to the RAN. 	Comment by Benoist (Nokia): That was the intention by using “stream”and the reason why I used “only requires” in the sentence after. Will try to clarify further…	Comment by Richard Tano: Considering the expressed concerns from companies and that the exact question from SA4 is this: “are there any potential additional benefits to the RAN from receiving application-layer retransmission information when PDU Set based handling is enabled? “
We think that the answer should simply be no, i.e. “RAN2 sees no benefit of receiving application layer retransmission information”, and leave out the things in the reply that there are no consensus on and SA4 did not ask for.

2. Actions:
To SA4 group.
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks SA4 to take RAN2 feedback into account.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
RAN2#131	from 2025-08-25	to 2025-08-29		Bengaluru, IN
RAN2#131bis	from 2025-10-13	to 2025-10-17		Prague, CZ



