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1. Overall Description:
SA1 thanks SA2 for the LS on QCIs for EPC based ULLC. SA1 is pleased to note that SA2 has made use of table 7.2.2-1 in TS 22.261 for the purposes of defining new QCIs.  Please find below the answer to your question.
Question from SA2:
SA2 requests SA1 to provide feedback on whether the latencies in the above QCI table should be reduced to cater for e.g. application processing, and if so, to provide information such that SA2 can document the resulting latency between SGi and UE.  
SA1's answer:
No application processing time is included in the SA1 definition of “end-to-end latency”. For a typical discrete automation service scenario, in the case that the communication path is completely within the 5G system the end-end latency indicated in table 7.2.2-1 of TS 22.861 can be mapped into the latencies for the new QCIs as defined in the QCI table.
In addition, SA1 would like to point out that the SA1 requirements for the scenario “discrete automation – motion control” are as follow: for such service scenario the reliability requirement for transmission of a small packet (with a payload size typically ≤ 256 bytes) is 99.9999% with an end to end latency of 1 ms.
2. Actions:

To SA 2 and RAN:
ACTION: 
SA1 kindly asks SA2 and RAN to take the above information into account when proceeding with their work.
3. Date of Next TSG SA WG1 Meetings:

SA1#81
5-9 Feb 2018
Fukuoka, Japan

SA1#82
7-11 May 2018
Dubrovnik, Croatia
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