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1 Introduction

CB: # 2_QoSflowMob_endmarkers

Nok,E///

to avoid multivendor interoperability issue, specify also for Xn from MN to SN whether the end marker packets are generated with or without QFI

HW,DT

use end marker without QFI for the data forwarding of the offloaded QoS flows between MN and SN

- converge, merge/revise

(Nok - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-210955
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

Agree R3-211047 (revision of R3-210059)
Agree R3-211048 (revision of R3-210060)
3 Discussion

3.1 Conclusion on End Marker packets

At last RAN3#110 meeting, the CRs in tdocs 786 and 787 were almost agreed pending final check. At this meeting two set of CRs derived from previous “to be continued” tdocs R3-207086, R3-207087 have been provided. It is proposed to merge the CRs and agree the merged version dropped in the CB folder in draft_R3-21xxxx_DLendmarkcr15_rev1.

Please indicate any final comment on the merged version or if merged version is now OK. 

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	OK. 

	Huawei
	Better to agree R3-210121/122 directly, because errors included in 0059/60, and the second figure in the revision CRs provided in the folder are still incorrect.

Or, not know if it is possible to merge the CRs and:

Rel-15 CR source: Huawei, Deutsche Telekom, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson

Rel-16 CR source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson, Huawei, Deutsche Telekom

	E///
	Companies are aligned in principle. Further revision is provided.

	Deutsche Telekom
	Ok after correction of 2nd figure in the CRs.

To make the specification more clear, we would propose to add “for the offloaded QoS flows” in the description for Steps 7a/7b, i.e. change “… without QFI tag towards the SN.” to “… without QFI tag for the offloaded QoS flows towards the SN.”

	ZTE
	OK

	CATT
	I would like suggest the text “7a/7b GTP-U End mark Packet” in the figure separate two independent texts and put it above the line itself.

And then CATT would co-sign these two CRs


Moderator’s summary:

After correction of the figure it is proposed to agree draft_V2.

Proposal 1: agree updated merged CRs.

4 Conclusion

The following is proposed:

Proposal 1: agree updated merged CRs.
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