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	Reason for change:
	TS 23.289 introduces the following QoS requirements for 5GS. 

[bookmark: _Toc70510026][bookmark: _Toc91010199]"In 5GS, quality of service is enforced at QoS flow level and corresponding packets are classified and marked with an identifier in accordance with 3GPP TS 23.501 [7]. Every QoS flow is characterized by a QoS profile provided by the 5GC. and can be used for all connectivity types (PDU sessions) in accordance with 3GPP TS 23.501 [7].".

"Use of priorities
The QoS flows for MCData emergency communications shall have highest priority level among MCData communication types. The QoS flow for MCData imminent peril call shall have higher priority level than one for a MCData communication."
The corresponding terms currently used in the specs are EPS-specific.

	
	

	Summary of change:
	Introduce the missing mapping of 5GS QoS terms to existing EPS

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	Applicability and use of 5GS QoS model is not supported for MC
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[bookmark: _Toc20156543][bookmark: _Toc27501739][bookmark: _Toc36049870][bookmark: _Toc45210640][bookmark: _Toc51861467][bookmark: _Toc83392998][bookmark: _Toc98768143]1st change
I.1	General
[bookmark: _Hlk99543135]The present document applies to both EPS and 5GS. This annex lists the aspects of MCData session control protocols which are different in 5GS from EPS. Certain aspects that are only applicable to EPS are described in clause I.2. A mapping of EPS-specific terms to their 5GS equivalents is provided in clause I.3.
[bookmark: _Hlk99542991]2nd change
I.3	Mapping of EPS-specific terms to 5GS
3rd change
I.3.1	Session aspects
In 5GS, the PDU session is the equivalent of a PDN connection in EPS. The requirements and configurations for a PDN connection throughout this document shall apply to 5GS as well.
[bookmark: _Hlk99371052]4th change
I.3.2	QoS aspects
When using the 5GS, a bearer is provided by a 5GS QoS flow. Bearer resources is an abstract term, not EPS-specific, and the requirements and configurations for a bearer throughout this document shall apply to a QoS flow in 5GS as well. The same applies even if EPS is explicitly mentioned, e.g. EPS bearer.
5th change
I.3.3	Priority calls
MCData emergency and imminent peril calls do not utilise an emergency PDU session as specified in 3GPP TS 24.501 [81]. Instead, the priority of a normal QoS flow (bearer) is adjusted by using the Resource-Priority header field as specified in IETF RFC 4412 [74] with namespaces defined for use by MC specified in IETF RFC 8101 [67].
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