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1. Overall Description:

SA4 is selecting a solution out of candidate solutions that were proposed to address the inaccuracy issue with the indicated PDU Set size information in the RTP header extension for PDU Set marking. 
The candidate solutions give varying levels of accuracy, with the error ranging from 0.1% to 10% with different trade-offs
. Note that none of the candidate solutions requires spec changes to the RAN. 

SA4 would like to request RAN2 to provide accuracy requirements 
limits on the indicated PDU Set size. 

Additionally, the causes to the inaccuracy in the indicated PDU Set size are applicable to the data burst size. SA4 would like to make the same request on the indicated data burst size.
2. Actions:

To RAN2:
ACTION: SA4 kindly asks RAN2 to provide requirements on the accuracy limits in the indicated PDU Set size information and the data burst size information.
3. Date of Next SA4 Meetings:

SA4#132
19th May – 23rd May 2024



Fukuoka, Japan

SA4#133-e
21st July – 25th July 2025



Online
�Frankly, better to refer to 26.822, as in 589 than list here numbers. These numbers do not show the full picture, each solution comes with its own caveats and assumptions about the problem.


�What do you expect RAN2 to say given that we indicate we can do 0.1% vs 10%? 





The 10% number is a variable, as it depends on how UPF implementation is handling this.





The question should be focusing on the limit that RAN could tolerate, not absolute requirements.





