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1. Overall Description:
SA2 thanks CT3 for their consideration on QoS Monitoring control for Service Data Flows and would like to provide the answer to the question raised in their LS:

Q:	If the QoS Monitoring policies are different, e.g. the delay thresholds for downlink packet are different among the PCC rules, but the SMF binds the PCC rules to the same QoS flow according to the QoS flow binding mechanism defined in clause 6.1.3.2.4 of TS 23.503, how does the SMF derive the monitoring parameters for the QoS flow? 

A:	As it is depicted that the SMF provides the QoS Monitoring Control information to the UPF at QoS Flow granularity, different set of QoS Monitoring policies would make the implementation of SMF&UPF increasingly complicated. To alleviate the impacts on current QoS Monitoring mechanism, SA2 has agreed to bind the PCC rules with different QoS Monitoring policy to different QoS Flows.


2. Actions:
To CT WG3
ACTION: 	
SA2 kindly asks CT3 to take the above answer into account.

3. Date of Next TSG SA WG2 Meetings:
TSG-SA2 Meeting #145E		May 17 – 28, 2021					Elbonia

