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Abstract of the contribution: Evaluate for KI#4. 

1
Introduction

This paper proposes evaluation for KI#4.
2
Discussion

Following are the feature list for QoS level support that has been documented or implied in TR 23.757:
A) MBS traffic model in shared N3 tunnel

A.1) Dedicated tunnel per MBS session;

A.2) Multiple QoS Flows per MBS session;

B) MBS traffic model in a PDU Session

B.1) QoS Flow shared for multiple MBS sessions and the PDU Session;

B.2) Dedicated QoS Flow per MBS session;

3
Proposal
It is proposed to capture the following changes into TR 23.757.
* * * * First change * * * *

7
Evaluation

7.X
Key Issue #4: QoS level support for Multicast and Broadcast communication services
Editor's note: More evaluations may be needed.

Following items are the summary of feature design opinions related to QoS level support that are illustrated in candidate solutions:

A) MBS traffic model in shared N3 tunnel

A.1) Dedicated tunnel per MBS session;

A.2) Multiple QoS Flows per MBS session;

B) MBS traffic model in a PDU Session

B.1) QoS Flow shared for multiple MBS sessions and the PDU Session;

B.2) Dedicated QoS Flow per MBS session;

For MBS traffic model in shared N3 tunnel 
Candidate solutions #2, #3, #4, and #10 indicate that one MBS session may have multiple QoS Flows, this makes the MBS session more flexible. 
Candidate solution #4 indicates that dedicated shared N3 tunnel per MBS session or a shared N3 tunnel for multiple MBS sessions are both possible, but only one solution is enough, and dedicated shared N3 tunnel per MBS session is a simple way. 
For MBS traffic model in a PDU Session 

Candidate solution #4 indicate multicast IP flows can be multiplexed with unicast IP flows into one QoS Flow. There's a note in candidate solution #3 to indicate multicast data and unicast data can be transferred by default QoS flow, which also implies to support multiplexing multicast and unicast data. The mixing of multicast QoS flow and unicast QoS flow will make the RAN node unaware that an UE is involving in multicast services, which is harmful for multicast service continuity. 
Candidate solution #3 also indicates an option of dedicated QoS Flow per MBS session (a MBS session may have multiple QoS Flows), which would have benefit for multicast service continuity. 
Candidate solution #17 describes the QoS enforcement procedure with or without PCC, and indicate not supporting reflective QoS, which is obvious.  

* * * * End of change * * * *
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