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1.	Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk2085767]At RAN2#105 meeting, RAN2 agreed that TSN traffic pattern is useful to gNB as it allows a more efficient scheduling, and asked SA2 to specify the procedures allowing the gNB to receive the traffic pattern information such as message periodicity and message size [1]. However, during the e-mail discussion [104#36] TSN Traffic Patterns, some companies have told that UE also needs to provide the information [2].
In this document, we are discussing if the UE should provide the traffic pattern.

2.	Discussion
As shown in Figure 1, there are three TSN configuration models: Fully distributed model, Centralized network and distributed user model and Fully centralized model.
Fully distributed model does NOT include a CNC (Centralized Network Configuration) entity that has the knowledge of the entire TSN network. So, network resources are managed locally in each TSN Bridge. In contrast to the fully distributed model, centralized network and distributed user model includes the CNC entity. The CNC provides TSN configuration information to each TSN Bridge in the path between involved TSN End Stations. Fully centralized model acts similar to the centralized network and distributed user model, except that the CNC sends TSN configuration information to a CUC (Centralized User Configuration). From this, the CUC may derive the TSN configuration information for the TSN End Stations and notify them accordingly.



i) Fully distributed model           ii) Centralized network and distributed user model



iii) Fully centralized model
Figure 1. TSN configuration models

For the fully centralized model and the centralized network and distributed user model, it is desirable for 5GC to provide the traffic pattern as the 5GC can receive TSN configuration information for both DL and UL traffic from the CNC. On the other hand, for the fully distributed model where there is no CNC, it is unclear if the 5GC can know the traffic pattern. In that case, the gNB may have to receive the traffic pattern information from UE. However, because SA2 made the decision that the fully distributed model is not supported in Rel-16 [3], the case does NOT need to be considered in this release.

Proposal: UE should not provide the traffic pattern of a TSN flow in Rel-16.

3.	Proposal
In this document, we present our view on the necessity of receiving the traffic pattern from UE. We have following proposal:
Proposal: UE should not provide the traffic pattern of a TSN flow in Rel-16.
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