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There was no time left to discuss this document in the drafting session. This document is submitted just in case there is time to discuss as part of the second NextGen QoS session. If not, this document is to be considered withdrawn.
Proposal
It is proposed to capture the following updates in TR 23.799.

***** First Change *****
[bookmark: _Toc453184351]8.3	Interim Agreements on Key Issue #2 QoS Framework
Interim agreements for Key issue #2 QoS framework are as follows:
1)	Support Reflective QoS over RAN under control of the network. The network decides on the QoS to apply, reflects the DL traffic and the UE reflects the DL QoS for associated UL traffic.
Editor’s note: How reflective QoS is supported will be discussed as part of the solutions.
[From S2-163337]
2)	All PDUs of a PDU session are submitted to a PDU session aggregated packet forwarding/treatment in the network. This treatement is is described by a PDU session QoS. 
3) Within the PDU session, PDUs may be given a per PDU flow differentiated treatment in the network. The differentiated treatement may be service specific (i.e. SDF specific) or non-service specific (i.e a default treatment for PDUs in the PDU session). 
4) A PDU flow corresponds to the finest granularity of differentiated treatment a PDU session can offer to a service data unit flow (SDF).
5)	The PDU’s differentiated treatment in the network is indicated  through a marking in the PDU encapsulation header.
6)	PDUs to be given a differentiated treatement and belonging to a PDU Flow are identified with a flow identifier, i.e a PDU FlowId, in the PDU encapsulation header.
7) The differentiated treatment associated to a PDU FlowId is described by a PDU Flow QoS distributed by the CN_CP, over the control plane, to the CN_UP, AN and optionally to the UE.
8)	The differentiated treatment to be given to PDU Flows (i.e. the Flow QoS associated to a FlowId) may be distributed at PDU session establishment or on demand at any time during the PDU session lifetime.
9) The UE marks UL packets with PDU FlowId and packets on NG3 are marked with PDU FlowId.
10) The Reflective QoS function may be indicated by the network to the UE through an unambiguous, unused, standardized UL filter value.
[From S2-163671]
6.	NG2 signalling should be minimised or avoided for initiation, modification or termination of traffic flows with no GBR requirements.
7.	C-plane signalling over the radio  should be minimised or avoided for initiation, modification or termination of traffic flows with no GBR requirements.
8.	Flow-level C-plane signalling (when used) is performed as Access Stratum (AS) signalling.
9.	The system shall be able to support Reflective QoS without any C-pane signalling over the radio (NAS or AS).
[Possible Editor’s notes (if no agreements)]
Editor’s note: Try and conclude whether NG3 U-plane marking is indicator to specific QoS handling (e.g. FPI, PDPI) or pointer to QoS profile signalled via C-plane (e.g. FII, PDU Flow ID).
Editor’s note: Try and conclude whether U-plane marking in radio header (pending RAN WG’s decision) should be  indicator to specific QoS handling (e.g. FPI, FPL, PDPI) or pointer to QoS profile signalled via C-plane (e.g. PDU Flow ID).
Editor’s note: Try and conclude whether Reflective QoS is based on U-plane markings (e.g. FPI, FPL, PDPI) or based on C-plane signalling. Also, clarify how implicitly deduced “mirror” packet filters for UL traffic compare with explicitly signalled packet filters in terms of precedence order.

***** End of Change *****
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