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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes updates to interim requirements for conclusions.
1. Discussion
In TR 23.757, there are two ENs in interim requirements for conclusions for Key Issue#1 as follows:
One EN is related to multicast session join/leave via UP e.g. IGMP Join/Leave as follows:
-	For multicast solutions, signalling from the UE to the network to join a multicast session shall be supported by UE and network. Join/leave operation via CP (NAS) signalling shall be supported.
Editor's note:	It is FFS if the network and UE shall support multicast session join/leave operation via UP e.g. IGMP Join/Leave.
Another EN is related to the requirement of whether the application should be aware of 5GS specific or internal information.
Editor's note:	It is FFS whether or not the evaluation criteria should include the requirement that the application should be not aware of 5GS specific or internal information.
Regarding to the first EN above, we think in addition to join/leave operation via CP (NAS) signalling, join/leave operation via UP e.g. IGMP Join/Leave can be optionally supported.  This can also bring flexibility for MBS deployment.  However, it seems unnecessary to mandate UP operation as interim requirements which would mean that the candidate solutions for MBS session management needs to support UP operation.  Therefore we propose to add some statement that UP operation is also supported and then remove the EN.
Regarding to the second EN, we think that for MBS there are different scenarios which is suitable for different cases including the application being aware or not being aware of 5GS specific or internal information i.e. full service mode or transport mode.  Therefore, we should not set an interim requirement that the application is aware or not aware of 5GS specific or internal information.  Thus, we propose to remove the second EN.
2. Proposal
It is proposed to include the following changes in TR 23.757.



***** Start of 1st Change *****
[bookmark: _Toc50193150][bookmark: _Toc50467295][bookmark: _Toc50711124][bookmark: _Toc43297529][bookmark: _Toc43733225][bookmark: _Toc50192983][bookmark: _Toc50467128][bookmark: _Toc50710949]8.1	Conclusions for Key Issue #1: MBS session management
[bookmark: _Toc50193151][bookmark: _Toc50467296][bookmark: _Toc50711125]8.1.1	Interim requirements for conclusions
Conclusions will take into account the following agreed system requirements:
[bookmark: _GoBack]-	For multicast solutions, signalling from the UE to the network to join a multicast session shall be supported by UE and network. Join/leave operation via CP (NAS) signalling shall be supported.  Join/leave operation via UP e.g. ICMP Join/Leave is also supported.  Multicast solutions to be evaluated can support CP or UP or both of them.
Editor's note:	It is FFS if the network and UE shall support multicast session join/leave operation via UP e.g. IGMP Join/Leave.
-	For N3 transport of the shared delivery method, GTP-U tunnelling using a transport layer IP multicast method and shared N3 (GTP-U) Point-to-Point tunnel shall be supported with support for QoS.
-	Both 5GC Shared MBS traffic delivery method and 5GC Individual MBS traffic delivery method shall be standardized for multicast data delivery.
-	The network shall be able to prepare and start the multicast traffic transmission for a MBS session after MBS service is started.
-	The network shall support selection of MB-SMF or SMF (depending on solution) at session join.
-	For N3 transport of the 5GC shared MBS delivery method, for unicast transport there shall be 1-1 mapping between MBS Session and GTP-U tunnel towards a RAN node, and for multicast transport there shall be 1-1 mapping between MBS Session and the GTP-U tunnel.
-  It is not necessary to include the requirement on whether application should or should not be aware of 5GS specific or internal information, both two cases are applicable to different modes/scenarios.
Editor's note:	It is FFS whether or not the evaluation criteria should include the requirement that the application should be not aware of 5GS specific or internal information.
***** End of Changes *****
