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Introduction
During the last RAN3 meeting two CRs were agreed to capture a description of how the gNB-CU and gNB-DU exchange information on DRB QoS, see [1] and [2].
In [1] a final FFS remains, which is well captured in [1] in the following editor’s note:

Editor’s note: Whether and how to capture the following principle “The aggregated DRB QoS profile is always decided at the gNB-CU. The gNB-DU may provide information (details of this information is FFS) in the acceptance message indicating that, the gNB-DU has accepted the requested QoS from the gNB-CU although there is a resource problem.” is FFS

This paper discusses this last remaining FFS and proposes a way forward.

Discussion
The original proposal that triggered the FFS captured in [1] was to give the possibility to the gNB-DU to avoid DRB admission failures and to provide a DRB QoS that was the best QoS the gNB-DU could admit at that point in time. 
It should be reiterated that the main intention was to avoid admission failures and to enable:
1) To serve the UE with UP resources as soon as possible
2) To avoid degradation of KPIs 

The FFS that was captured during discussions at the last RAN3 meeting was the result of a distortion of the first and most important targets the original proposals wanted to achieve. 
The FFS captured currently points at a potential mechanism according to which an admission failure will still occur, and where some sort of indication of admission failure due to lack of resources is foreseen.
This solution, forged during a long and mislead online discussion, is indeed use-less. It is already possible today to indicate by means of cause values that a DRB admission failure was due to lack of resources. Besides, and to the risk of sounding repetitive, the solution does not solve the problem of avoiding DRB admission failures. 
It is therefore proposed to maintain the elements of the solution that were agreed in [1] and [2] and to remove the text in FFS from [1].
This results in the following changes:

Change to R3-182460:

Text Proposal to TS 38.470 (BL CR for SA)
Beginning of Text Proposal to TS 38.470 
5.2.3	F1 UE context management function
The F1 UE context management function supports the establishment and modification of the necessary overall initial UE context.
The establishment of the F1 UE context is initiated by the gNB-CU and accepted or rejected by the gNB-DU based on admission control criteria (e.g., resource not available).
The modification of the F1 UE context can be initiated by either gNB-CU or gNB-DU. The receiving node can accept or reject the modification. The F1 UE context management function also supports the release of the context previously established in the gNB-DU. The release of the context is triggered by the gNB-CU either directly or following a request received from the gNB-DU. The gNB-CU request the gNB-DU to release the UE Context when the UE enters RRC_IDLE or RRC_INACTIVE.
This function can be also used to manage radio bearers (RB), i.e., establishing, modifying and releasing RB resources. The establishment and modification of RB resources are triggered by the gNB-CU and accepted/rejected by the gNB-DU based on resource reservation information and QoS information to be provided to the gNB-DU. For each DRB to be setup or modified, the S-NSSAI may be provided by gNB-CU to the gNB-DU in the UE Context Setup procedure and the UE Context Modification procedure.
The mapping between QoS flows and radio bearers is performed by gNB-CU and the granularity of bearer related management over F1 is radio bearer level. For NG-RAN, the gNB-CU provides an aggregated DRB QoS profile and QoS flow profile to the gNB-DU. To support packet duplication for intra-gNB-DU CA as described in TS 38.300 [8], one data radio bearer should be configured with two GTP-U tunnels between gNB-CU and a gNB-DU.
Editor’s note: How to provide QoS information to gNB-DU is FFS.
With this function, gNB-CU requests the gNB-DU to setup or change of the SpCell (as defined in TS 38.321[10]) for the UE, and the gNB-DU either accepts or rejects the request with appropriate cause value.
With this function, the gNB-CU requests the setup of the SCell(s) at the gNB-DU side, and the gNB-DU accepts all, some or none of the SCell(s) and replies to the gNB-CU. The gNB-CU requests the removal of the SCell(s) for the UE.
End of Text Proposal to TS 38.470 

It is proposed to agree to the change above.

Conclusion
In this paper it is explained that the original intention of proposals on DRB QoS discussed at the last RAN3 meeting was to avoid DRB admission failures and to allow fast admission of the UE to UP resources. The current FFS captured in [1] points at a different solution that is already addressed by the addition of appropriate cause values and that does not solve the problem of DRB admission.
Proposal: Given the lack of benefits from the solution described in the FFS captured in [1] it is proposed to remove the FFS and its related text as proposed in Section 3
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