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1. Overall Description:

N6 PDU Set identification.

SA2 have further discussed the different examples of applications that can map onto the concept of PDU Set indicated by SA4 in their LS S2-2203658/S4-220505 and several solutions have been proposed for identifying at the UPF the PDU Sets generated by the AS. Among the proposed solutions, some can be summarized in these two options:

Option 1. Use available fields in the header described in existing IETF RFCs and drafts of the RTP protocol.
Option 2. Define new protocol (e.g., RTP/SRTP
) header extensions by taking into account Network AdaptationAbstraction Layer (NAL) units, RTP Payload type (e.g., H.264/5/6 and VP9/AV1), etc., to identify PDU Sets in DL, including e.g. PDU set sequence number, PDU Set size in bits, PDU Set length in number of PDUs, PDU sequence number within the PDU set, Late PDU set delivery indication.

The purpose of option 2 is to simplify the extraction of PDU Set related information. SA2 believes that option 2 falls under SA4’s responsibility and kindly ask them to investigate and, if necessary, define new mechanisms to identify PDU Sets between the AS and the UPF and also provide a timeline information so that SA2 can decide whether Option 2 can be considered within SA2 Rel-18 normative work (e.g. within Q1/Q2 2023).


2. Actions:

To SA4: 
ACTION: 
SA2 kindly ask SA4 to take the above requests into account and provide feedback as deemed necessary.
3. Date of Next TSG SA WG2 Meetings:

TSG-SA2 Meeting #154

14-20 November 2022
Toulouse, France (hopefully)

TSG-SA2 Meeting Ad Hoc TBD
16-20 January 2022

E-meeting
�This is pending SoH.


�It is understood that this information is pending conclusions on KI4&5. However, we think that is needed because SA4 needs to know what SA2 wants to be in the header extension.





