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1 Introduction 
This is the summary of offline discussion on CB # 107_RemmapedOoSflow. 
Our chairman summarized the content discussed. 
E///: no issue with this; scenario is not relevant (releasing an empty DRB should not be a problem)

HW,Nok,ZTE: maybe needed only for E1

CB: # 107_RemappedQoSflow

-  CRs agreeable? If so, revise as needed

(SS - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-202611
The following chapter requests view from several companies.
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

· Propose the followings to be agreed:

R3-202446 rev [in R3-202684] – agreed

R3-202447 rev [in R3-202685] – agreed
3 Discussion
There are two issues proposed in the discussion paper [1] at this meeting, both related to QoS flow re-mapping. 

The first issue is about release timing of the DRB during QoS flow re-mapping, and the second one deals with the QoS flow re-mapping during handover. In detail, selecting the QoS flows for the UL data forwarding proposal and the Old QoS Flow List provision. 
Based on the comment during online discussion, we focus on the issue on the E1 impact, related with the Old QoS Flow List, which should be provided by the source CU-UP to the source CU-CP. 
	Description:
As described in [1], the source node proves the Old QoS Flow List to the target node for the re-mapped QoS flows which SDAP end marker for UL has not been arrived at the source node. However, the CU-CP in the source node can’t know whether the UL end marker packet is received. 

Observation 3. With current specification, the CU-CP is not able to know whether the CU-UP has received SDAP end marker.
Proposal 3. In response to the PDCP SN status request from the source CU-CP, the source CU-UP may provide the Old QoS Flow List with the PDCP SN Status information in case of QoS flow re-mapping. 

The revised draft CRs for E1AP, R3-202684 and R3-202685, are uploaded in the draft folder, which includes the following change: 
· R3-202684 and R3-202685 propose to add the Old QoS Flow List - UL End Marker expected IE in the PDU Session Resource Modified List IE of the BEARER CONTEXT MODIFICATION RESPONSE message.
Please provide company’s comment on the draft E1AP CRs.

	Company
	Agreeable
	Comment

	Samsung
	YES
	For the source CU-CP to provide SN STATUS TRANSFER to the target CU-CP, it is essential to recognize for which QoS flows the source CU-UP has received SDAP end marker packet. The new IE is needed. 

	HW
	Yes if “Old QoS Flow List - UL End Marker expected” is needed at UP, otherwise not needed. 
	Maybe we should first understand the issue.
In 38.401 Figure 8.9.4-1: Inter-gNB handover involving gNB-CU-UP change step 9, there is “SN STATUS TRANSFER” in which QoS remapping info, i.e. “Old QoS Flow List - UL End Marker expected” is included, then the question comes down to, at which entity such info would take effect, if it is target CP, then no CR needed over E1, if it is target UP, then anyway such info should be conveyed from target CP to target UP. 
In our understanding, such info “Old QoS Flow List - UL End Marker expected” should go to target UP, but not sure if anything else is needed.

	Samsung 2
	YES
	Response to the comment from HW:
QoS remapping info, i.e. “Old QoS Flow List – UL End Marker expected”, is transferred from the source CU-CP to the target CU-CP. After receiving this, the target CU-CP transfer the information to the target CU-UP, which is already defined in current spec, i.e. BEARER CONTEXT MODIFICATION REQUEST message. 
For the source CU-CP, the information whether SDAP end marker packet has arrived at the source CU-UP is necessary to make up the QoS remapping info in the SN STATUS TRANSFER message.
However, with current spec, there is no manner for the source CU-CP to know whether the source CU-UP has received SDAP end marker packet. 
Therefore, the source CU-UP needs to transfer the “Old QoS Flow List” to the source CU-CP, as in our revised paper.

	Nokia
	Yes
	Somewhat similar understanding as Samsung, taking inter-gNB HO (TS 38.401 Figure 8.9.4-1) as example.
· Source CU-UP retrieves the list of QoS Flows pending end marker to CU-CP in the B.Ctxt.Mod.Response in Step 8 (change is needed)
· Source CU-CP provides the list of QoS Flows pending end marker to target CU-CP via SN STATUS TRANSFER in Step 9 (existing)

· Target CU-CP provides the list of QoS Flows pending end marker to target CU-UP in Step 10 (existing)


Moderator’s summary: No objections. 
Any other comments related to this issue if you have.
	Company
	Comment

	
	


4 Conclusion
Proposal: RAN3 agrees to add the Old QoS Flow List - UL End Marker expected IE in the PDU Session Resource Modified List IE of the BEARER CONTEXT MODIFICATION RESPONSE message.
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