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1. Introduction
Currently upon receiving the PDU Session Setup/Modification Request from CN, the gNB is not able to get the MBS QoS Parameters, therefore when the gNB-CU-CP triggers E1AP MC Bearer Context Setup Request, the gNB-CU-CP is not able to provide the MBS QoS Flow QoS Parameters which are mandatory IEs to be included in that message. 
In this meeting, there are several contributions submitted for this issue, and a CB is set for it as below:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]CB: # 11_MBSQoS
- RAN3 acks the issue
- Discuss the options on the table: NGAP based and E1AP based 
(HW - moderator)
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2. For the Chairman’s Notes
[bookmark: _GoBack]Confirm the issue and agree the E1AP NBC CR R3-226845 (Rev of R3-226452)

3. Discussion
Based on the discussion, we understand that majority companies acknowledged the issue and would like to solve the issue as soon as possible, otherwise the whole procedure over E1 for multicast does not work. 
- in the PDU session modification, the associated unicast QoS mapping/QoS flow information may not available in homogenous deployment. And 
- if the CU-CP just configure a whatever QoS information to the UE first and then reconfigure afterwards when it receives the information in Distribution Setup Response, this is not an acceptable solution by majority companies.
With this, moderator would like to first confirm the issue by the group.
Proposal 1: Confirm the issue that the CU-CP is not able to receive the MBS QoS Information before MC Bearer Context Setup Request.
	Company
	Agree/Disagree
	comment

	Huawei
	Agree
	The issues is confirmed, and has to be solved as soon as possible.

	Lenovo
	Agree
	The issue for sure needs to be solved.

	Ericsson
	The description of the issue is not quite accurate in our view
	But we agree that the issue stems from the fact that the gNB does not have the MBS QoS information available before the first NGAP Distribution Setup Response message is received for a certain multicast session.
This is due to the fundamental decision made in Rel-17 that MBS QoS Information shall be only included in the NGAP Distribution Setup Response message, not in the Multicast Activation Request message, not in any NGAP PDU Session Resource related message.

	Samsung
	Agree
	

	Nokia
	Agree
	

	Qualcomm
	Agree
	Issue need to be resolved and independent of cause of issue, we need to fix the issue.

	ZTE
	Agree
	The issue exists because that in some cases the mapping information of multicast session and PDU session, being optional, might not be provided, e.g.,  in case of homogeneous deployment. Therefore, gNB is not aware of the QoS parameter.

	Google
	Agree
	The issue needs to be solved in disaggregated base station.



There are three solutions provided, one NGAP solution [1], one E1AP BC solution [4] and one E1AP NBC solution [3], based on the discussion, the proponent of the E1AP solutions proposed to use the E1AP NBC solution [3] as it is much more straight forward and clean than the E1AP BC solution  [4], therefore in this discussion, we will focus on the NGAP solution [1] and the E1AP NBC solution [4].
For the NGAP solution [1], although it is not aligned with the previous agreement made during the compromise WF discussion at the last several meeting of the WI phase, it is more efficient than the E1AP solutions which requires two round of E1AP coordination to setup MRB.
Agreement made in RAN3#115:
-	No MC Session parameters (QOS & Area Info) anywhere in PDU session setup/modify, apart from joining information (MBS session ID in SMF container) and, if included, associated QoS flow info.
For the NBC E1AP solution [3], if we want to solve the issue within RAN and do not bother CN, a better approach is to solve it over E1AP itself.
After further discussion with the proponent of the solutions, we see the strong concern to not follow the previous agreement which was made very hard, and this issue does not exist in maybe the majority deployment that there is no disaggregated gNB-CU, it is reasonable to solve the issue in E1AP itself, note that at current stage the NBC change maybe acceptable for companies for E1AP MBS.
In order to progress and solve this issue soon, and not provide unnecessary change for non-disaggregated scenario, after further careful consideration, moderator suggest to go for E1AP NBC solution, and agree the CR provided in [3].
Proposal 2: Agree the E1AP NBC CR [3] to solve this issue.
	Company
	Acceptable/not acceptable
	comment

	Huawei
	Acceptable
	It is ok for us for this solution after all this discussion, for progress.

	Lenovo
	Yes
	According to the discussion and in order to make progress, we can accept the E1 based solution.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	please- ;-)

	Samsung
	Acceptable
	We think the issue need to be solved. Since it is NBC change, early agreement is better. For the sake of progress, we can accept E1AP CR. 

	Nokia
	Acceptable
	

	Qualcomm
	Ok
	If E1AP NBC is not big concern for implementation, we are OK with E1-AP NBC solution to make progress on this issue. 

	ZTE
	OK
	

	Google
	Acceptable
	Although we think the NGAP solution is a more efficient way, we can accept E1AP solution for the sake of progress 
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