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1	Overall description
SA2 thanks SA4 for the LS and Reply LS on Service Layer aspects for 5G MBS”. SA2 would like to inform SA4 that SA2 has discussed and agreed to replace “MBSF-C” with “MBSF” and replace “MBSF-U” with “MBSTF”.

SA2 would like to provide answers to the questions raised by SA4 in S2-2100263(S4-210345): 
SA4 kindly asks SA2 to confirm the work split for MB2, in case the GCS AS desires to use FEC encoding.
[SA2 answer]: SA2 does not foresee any changes to the functionalities currently supported in MB2 (including the use of FEC encoding requested by GCS AS). This is because the 5G MBS architecture is expected to support interworking with EPS eMBMS.
SA4 kindly asks SA2 to confirm that the SA2 architecture allows the Nmbsu API to be used by functions other than the MBSF-C.
[SA2 answer]: SA2 could not reach consensus on Nmbsu interface being SBA-based or not. However, irrespective of that it should be possible to implement the API/protocol for the related interface also in other functions than MBSF, provided that the function is in the same trust domain as the MBSTF.
SA2 would like to provide answers to the questions raised by SA4 in S2-2100026 (S4-201586):

Inform SA4 once the 5G MBS reference architecture is stable

[SA2 answer]: Currently the content of the architecture is stable, and TR 23.757. Version 1.3.0 of the TR containing the agreed updates of SA2#143e will be available shortly after the end of the meeting at https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/latest-drafts.

Add a Note to your 5MBS Technical Specification that the AF can also support the separation of control plane and user plane”

[SA2 answer]: SA2 has added a NOTE referring to SA4 specification in the Annex A.3 of TR 23.757.

Confirm that SA4 will define the detailed MBSF functions (MBSF-C and MBSF-U entities) as well as the Nmbsu Interface”

[SA2 answer]: SA2 expects SA4 will define the detailed MBSF and MBSTF functions and Nmbsu interface together with SA6 and CT4. 

Provide information on the N6 transport options

[SA2 answer]: SA2 would like to confirm that N6 offer two transport options, either direct IP Multicast or a unicast tunnel (MB2-U). When IP multicast is used for N6 transport, the UP function (e.g., MB-UPF or UPF) of the 5GC should be the recipient of the IP multicast data; when the point-to-point transport is used, the content provider (e.g., Application server) should know the entry point beforehand. 

Provide information on whether an IP Multicast stream can be sourced from an external AF
[SA2 answer]: Yes. IP multicast data can be sourced from an external AF, and Configuration 1 in TR 23.757 Annex A.3 is not expected to be limited to MCS/GCS only. 

Provide information on SYNC and / or RoHC in the MBSF”
[SA2 answer]: Please refer to RAN2 response in S2-2100142,./R2-2102480 and RAN3 response in S2-2100110/R3-211296.

Provide feedback on the SBA-based design assumption for Nmbsu
[SA2 answer]: SA2 could not reach consensus on Nmbsu interface being SBA-based or not. As such, SA2 encourages SA4, SA6 and CT4 to investigate the issue further and provide their decision.
2	Actions
To SA4
ACTION: 	SA2 asks SA4 to take the above information into account.
3	Dates of next TSG SA WG2 meetings
3GPPSA2#144-e	12-16 April 2021	Electronic Meeting
3GPPSA2#145-e	17-28 May 2021	Electronic Meeting








