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SA2 thanks RAN2 for their LS on QoS modelling for SL unicast in EPC in R2-1908305/S2-1906868.

Regarding the following question from RAN2, SA2 would like to inform RAN2 of their decision:
Q1: For NR sidelink in case of EPC, including broadcast, group-cast and unicast, what QoS model is to be used, e.g., per-packet model or per-flow model?
SA2’s Response: 
The bearer based QoS Model (i.e. Per-Flow QoS model) is to be applied in case of EPC for unicast, groupcast and broadcast operations.
[Alternative 1]
 In order to avoid impacts to EPS, SA2 has agreed that UE behaves as being out of coverage (i.e. "not served by NR or E-UTRA" in TS 23.287) when UE is under EPC. 

[Alternative 2] In addition, in order to avoid complexity, SA2 has the preference that UE and eNB under EPC behave as being connected to 5GC. But it is up to RAN2’s final decision. 
2. Actions:

To: RAN2
ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks RAN2 to take the above answers into account.
3. Date of Next SA2 Meetings:
TSG-SA2 Meeting#135


14 – 18 October 2019

Split, HR

TSG-SA2 Meeting#136


18 – 22 November 2019

Reno, US
�Which way to go is based on the discussion.





