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[bookmark: _Ref165266342]Introduction
The contribution is to provide the conclusions of the following CB after offline discussions: 
R2-1911261	Discussion on potential improvements for delay critical QoS flows	Huawei, HiSilicon	discussion	Rel-16	5GS_Ph1
-	Dicussed jointly with previous paper
-	Samsung ask if this refers to the PDCP discard timer. Huawei think it is not related to that but related to flows with a very short delay budget. Also think it only relates to the DL and hence on RAN implementation. 
-	Qualcomm think the “Delayed Packet Discarding” indication could be useful in future. 
-	Huawei think considerable resources could be saved due to the very high data rates. Ericsson think it only saves resources of 1 in 10 thousand packets.
=>	Offline discussion to conclude how to respond (Offline discussion 80, Huawei)

Conclusion
Proposal 1:Regarding the “Delayed Packet Discarding” indication, RAN2 understands that the potential RAN resource waste that can be avoided is to continuously deliver one out of 10^5 packets after it has not been delivered within the delay budget.
Proposal 2: Regarding the direction-specific CN component PDB, RAN2 thinks that it is helpful to improve the resource scheduling for UL and DL respectively.
Annex
Q1) SA WG2 would like to ask RAN WG2 whether for QoS Flows of Delay critical GBR resource type a new QoS profile parameter (Delayed Packet Discarding) for controlling the handling of delayed packets at the RAN node is considered to be helpful to avoid wasting RAN resources.
[RAN2 answer] RAN2 understands that the potential RAN resource waste that can be avoided is to continuously deliver one out of 10^5 packets after it has not been delivered within the delay budget.
Q2) SA WG2 would like to ask RAN WG2 whether for QoS Flows of Delay critical GBR resource type a recommendation to deliver packets that are delayed more than the delay budget for the radio interface is acceptable as long as the other QoS requirements of this QoS Flow can be fulfilled or other QoS Flows are not affected.
[RAN2 answer] See answer above.
Q3) SA WG2 would like to ask RAN WG2 whether for QoS Flows of Delay critical GBR resource type direction-specific values for the CN component of the PDB can be used by the NG-RAN to operate with different delay budgets for the uplink and the downlink direction and helpful to improve the resource scheduling for the NG-RAN.
[bookmark: _GoBack][RAN2 answer] RAN2 thinks that it is helpful to improve the resource scheduling for the uplink and downlink scheduling for the RAN respectively.

