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1. Overall Description:

SA2 would like to thank CT1 for the liaison in C1-144198 on introducing new QCI Values. SA2 would like to clarify the intentions on the introduction of the new QCI values.

SA2 has defined four new QCIs. The new QCIs are intended to be used for Mission Critical or Non-Mission Critical Push To Talk service apart from QCI 70 which is intended to be used for other Mission Critical Data services. While it is not explicitly stated to use these new QCIs for eMPS users, an eMPS user may be able to get MCPTT services with these new QCIs without any problem. The new QCIs may be also used for other services as long as those services have similar QoS requirements and traffic characteristics. The decision about which QCI to authorize for what service is not depending on the 3GPP standard but only on operator policy and regulatory requirements (where applicable).
SA2 has discussed the potential impacts of the new QCI values on legacy UEs. When the network initiates a bearer establishment or modification with a new QCI value, the UE behaviour can be categorized into two types: 
a. Acceptance by the UE:
TS 23.401 has defined QoS as for information to the UE NAS layer and the UE should not reject a NAS procedure due to QoS parameters and this is captured in TS 23.401 as: 

“The UE may provide EPS Bearer QoS parameters to the application handling the traffic flow(s). The application usage of the EPS Bearer QoS is implementation dependent. The UE shall not reject the RRC Connection Reconfiguration on the basis of the EPS Bearer QoS parameters contained in the Session Management Request.” 
Based on this, SA2 expects that stage 3 specifications are specified in such a way that a standard compliant UE would not reject a bearer establishment or modification request based on the presence of a new QCI value.
b. Rejection by the UE: 
A UE could reject the bearer establishment or modification request from the PGW if it does not understand the new QCI value and has no mapping configured (as described in the CT1 LS). In such a case, a reject reason is included in the rejection and the PCRF and finally the application server (e.g. MCPTT server) gets informed that the requested QoS could not be provided. As a consequence, the service might be terminated. 
SA2 assumes that stage 3 specifications are specified in such a way that a standard compliant UE would not reject such Session Management requests and therefore this should be a rare case.
     Based on the above analysis, SA2 has concluded that there is no need to update the stage 2 specifications.
2. Actions:

To CT1 group:
ACTION: 
SA2 kindly ask CT1 to take the above answers into account. 
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