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Abstract of the contribution: This paper updates conclusion to resolve EN on AF specific priority for 5MBS group member.  
Discussion
Regarding AF specific priority for 5MBS group member (Solution#35), SA2#142E meeting discussion results in the following conclusion:

8.5
Key Issue #4: QoS level support for Multicast and Broadcast communication services

…

-
Optionally, for multicast communication, the AF may set specific QoS requirement (i.e. priority) of a specific UE within an MBS Session to ensure that this MBS Session to which this UE participates can get priority when needed.

Editor's note: Whether and how priority upgrade for MBS Session from MCPTT AS is support can be discussed at next meeting
In SA2#142E, some companies commented “there is no stage 1 requirements” and provided text from TS22.280 that the priority of the MCX group should be elevated if MCX Service Emergency Alert is initiated from an MCX UE. Same comment is also provided in pre-SA2#143E moderated email discussion. 

To clarify, the requirement “priority of the MCX group should be elevated if MCX Service Emergency Alert is initiated from an MCX UE” is still valid for multicast group. In addition, within a multicast group, some of the users can get “privileged” treatment to address a use case brought up in an old SA6 LS S2-1911959 (S6-192404), see below:
3. The 5G system would support multicast service to a large number of UEs in a cell, which may exceed the normal admission control limits for the cell. An example of approach under SA6’s consideration is using intra-cell service continuity on multicast bearers from connected mode to other mode(s) of operation (e.g. idle). The UE, RAN and Core Network would be capable of quickly and temporarily reconnecting the UE, triggered by user request or inter-cell mobility.

During pre-SA2#143E moderated email discussion, some companies commented that the priority of the PDU Session could be used, however, such comment is not valid unless one UE can only get involved in one group call, which is not realistic in our view.

During pre-SA2#143E moderated email discussion, feedback is also received that upgrading priority for certain members could be beneficial.
In Public Safety, there can be “privileged” participants during a group call (e.g. incident commander, SWAT team members, people that declare emergencies) who need to get the best possible service (e.g. voice quality, response time, assurance of not getting pre-empted, etc.). Using upgraded priority for certain members of the group provides them with superior service when such service is not possible or practical for all members.
Based on the above,
[Proposal-1] it’s proposed to remove the EN and adopt Sol#35 as baseline in normative work.
Proposal

It is proposed to include the following update in TR 23.757.
* * * Start of change* * * 
8.5
Key Issue #4: QoS level support for Multicast and Broadcast communication services

The following principles are applied for normative work for multicast and broadcast communication services:

-
The network shall support QoS control per MBS session instead of per user.

-
The network shall support one or multiple QoS flow for an MBS session.

-
The network may use dedicated QoS flows for multicast sessions in a PDU session if 5GC individually delivery is used to deliver the 5MBS data packet.

-
The 5G QoS model and parameters as defined in TS 23.501 [2] clause 5.7 also apply to MBS service with the following differences:

-
Reflective QoS is not applicable;

-
Wireline access network specific 5G QoS parameters do not apply to MBS services;

-
Alternative QoS Profile is not applicable;

-
QoS Notification Control is not applicable;

-
UE AMBR is not applicable;

-
Session-AMBR if provided is enforced at MB-UPF but not communicated to NG-RAN.

Editor's note:
Whether Session-AMBR is required in addition to the MBS service data flow bit rate can be determined by operator policy and/agreement with the service provider.

-
For the broadcast service, the QoS rule and associated QoS Flow level QoS parameters are not provided to UE.
-
There is support for both GBR and non-GBR MBS flows.

-
AF provides the MBS session information description including QoS requirements to the 5GC.

-
The MB-SMF obtains QoS information and configures the MB-UPF accordingly.

-
If dynamic PCC is used, the MB-SMF obtains QoS information for MBS session in policy rules provided by the PCF, for MBS session QoS determination. The QoS information includes QoS parameters for 5GC Shared MBS traffic delivery method.

-
The MB-SMF may obtain MBS QoS information from the AF via the NEF/MBSF and PCF..

-
Interactions between MB-SMF and SMF and signalling of QoS profile to NG-RAN have dependencies with other Key Issues e.g. key issue #1 and the overall architecture and will be determined based on conclusions for Key Issue #1 and the overall architecture.

The following principle is applied for normative work for multicast communication services:

-
Optionally, for multicast communication, the AF may set specific QoS requirement (i.e. priority) of a specific UE within an MBS Session to ensure that the UE within this MBS Session can get privilege when needed. Solution#35 is adopted to complete the normative work.

* * * End of changes * * * 
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