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1	Background
3GPP has approved a new Rel-17 WI [1] with the below Objectives:
	The detailed objectives of the Work Item are:
1. Study, identify and specify if needed, required Physical Layer feedback enhancements for meeting URLLC requirements covering 
0. UE feedback enhancements for HARQ-ACK [RAN1]
0. CSI feedback enhancements to allow for more accurate MCS selection [RAN1]
Note: DMRS-based CSI feedback is not in scope of this WI 
1. [bookmark: _Hlk26864288]Identify potential enhancements to ensure Release 16 feature compatibility with unlicensed band URLLC/IIoT operation in controlled environment [RAN1, RAN2]
1. Detailed objectives to be clarified at RAN#87 based on essential issues to be identified in RAN#87 (if any)

1. Intra-UE multiplexing and prioritization of traffic with different priority based on work done in Rel.16 [RAN1]:
1. Specify multiplexing behavior among HARQ-ACK/SR/CSI and PUSCH for traffic with different priorities, including the cases with UCI on PUCCH and UCI on PUSCH. 
1. Enhancements for support of time synchronization:
1. RAN impacts of SA2 work on uplink time synchronization for TSN, if any. [RAN2]
1. Propagation delay compensation enhancements (including mobility issues, if any). [RAN2, RAN1, RAN3, RAN4]
1. RAN enhancements based on new QoS related parameters if any, e.g. survival time, decided from SA2. [RAN2, RAN3] 




Objectives 5 related to QoS parameters may impact on RAN3 and we should discuss.
2	Discussion
New QoS related parameters, e.g. survival time
In [2], SA2 stated that they have studied a key issue for introducing “Use of Survival Time for Deterministic Applications in 5GS” and selected the solutions as the basis for normative work. One of the basic principles of the agreed conclusions is that SMF determines TSCAI Survival Time and sends it to the NG-RAN. SA WG2 kindly requests 3GPP RAN2/RAN3 to provide their feedback on the preference of Survival Time definition and to inform SA2 whether receiving survival time is sufficient for NG-RAN to address the performance targets.
At the last meeting RAN3 replied SA2 in [3] that:
	-	Regarding RAN3 preference between Survival Time definition i) or ii) as defined in the SA2 LS, RAN3 intends to discuss this at RAN3#111-e (when the associated work item in RAN3 is initiated) and will take into account any preference expressed by RAN2.
-	Regarding whether receiving survival time is sufficient for NG-RAN to address the performance targets (same Survival Time but different communication service availability for different services) laid out by SA1 in Table 5.2-1 in TS 22.104, RAN3 considers this to be RAN2 scope.



In [4], RAN2 replied SA2 that: 
	· On the issue of choosing whether Survival Time should be expressed as i) a maximum time in units of “time” where each unit corresponds to the data burst periodicity defined in TSCAI in Rel-16, or ii)	a maximum number of consecutive data burst transmission failures, where a data burst corresponds to a single application message, RAN2 prefers option i) – to express Survival time in units of “time”. The exact wording of the relevant RAN2 agreement reached at the ongoing meeting is provided here for your convenience:

Agreements 
=>	Time period during which “message loss” can be tolerated is adopted as the preferred format for Survival time.  FFS how this will be achieved and what message loss means in RAN2

· On the issue of whether receiving survival time is sufficient for NG-RAN to address the performance targets (same Survival Time but different communication service availability for different services) laid out by SA1 in Table 5.2-1 in TS 22.104, RAN2 acknowledges this question but is not able to provide a reply at this stage, as more discussion and analysis is needed on this issue within RAN2. We will aim to update you as soon as a common understanding of the issue is reached.  



There is a clear dependency on RAN2 and SA2 agreement before RAN3 could start the work in the QoS parameters, and we could see that RAN2 would need more time to discuss.
Proposal 1: RAN3 needs to wait for the progress on the Survival Time from SA2 and RAN2.
3	Proposals
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1: RAN3 needs to wait for the progress on the Survival Time from SA2 and RAN2.
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