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Abstract: It is proposed to have evaluation and conclusion for KI#4.
1. Introduction/Discussion
There are seven solutions for KI#4. The details are shown in Table 1-1.
	Solutions
	Title
	New mapping mechanism

	21
	Traffic Category with existing mechanism 
	 No

	22
	 UE provisioned/configured with a mapping of application traffic to traffic categories
	 Yes

	23
	Support standardized and operator-specific traffic categories in URSP 
	 Not defined

	24
	Introduction of Traffic Category into URSP rules 
	Yes

	25
	Support standardized and operator-specific traffic categories in URSP 
	No

	26
	 Traffic categories based on 5G QoS characteristics
	Yes

	35
	Support standardized and operator-specific traffic categories using existing URSP traffic descriptors 
	No 


All solutions could be divided into two categories.
1) Without new mapping mechanism
Solution #21, #25 and #35 reuse the current Traffic Descriptor to present Traffic category. No new mapping mechanism is introduced. Only new standardized values are needed. Thus, these solutions only have little impact. 
2) With new mapping mechanism
Solution #22 and #24 propose to have a mapping between the current Traffic Descriptors and Traffic Categories. Then the UE will know the application belongs to which traffic category and enforce the URSP rule mapping. It is really unclear why UE does not map the applications to the current Traffic Descriptors.  
Solution #26 introduces to have QoS parameter mapping first and then the UE will know the application belongs to which traffic category and enforce the URSP rule mapping. However, the QoS requirement between different Traffic Categories could be the same, e.g. Vehicular communications and Real time interactive traffic. So this solution cannot fly well.
Solution 23 introduces new type of Traffic Descriptor and indicates the mapping is out of 3GPP scope. But considering the solutions in Category 1) and the number of Traffic Categories defined by GSMA, it seems not necessary to introduce a new Traffic Descriptor.

 According to the above discussion, it is proposed to adopt Solution #21, #25 and #35 in normative phase.
2. Text Proposal
It is proposed to capture the following changes vs. TR 23.700-85.
[bookmark: _Toc519004414][bookmark: _Toc517082226]* * * * First change * * * * All new
[bookmark: _Toc104799382][bookmark: _Toc101366299]7	Overall Evaluation
Editor's note:	This clause will provide evaluation of different solutions.
7.1	Evaluation on Key Issue #4: Support standardized and operator-specific traffic categories in URSP
All solutions could be divided into two categories.
1) Without new mapping mechanism
Solution #21, #25 and #35 reuse the current Traffic Descriptor to present Traffic category. No new mapping mechanism is introduced. Only new standardized values are needed. Thus, these solutions only have little impact. 
2) With new mapping mechanism
Solution #22 and #24 propose to have a mapping between the current Traffic Descriptors and Traffic Categories. Then the UE will know the application belongs to which traffic category and enforce the URSP rule mapping. It is really unclear why UE does not map the applications to the current Traffic Descriptors.  
Solution #26 introduces to have QoS parameter mapping first and then the UE will know the application belongs to which traffic category and enforce the URSP rule mapping. However, the QoS requirement between different Traffic Categories could be the same, e.g. Vehicular communications and Real time interactive traffic. So this solution cannot fly well.
Solution 23 introduces new type of Traffic Descriptor and indicates the mapping is out of 3GPP scope. But considering the solutions in Category 1) and the number of Traffic Categories defined by GSMA, it seems not necessary to introduce a new Traffic Descriptor.

* * * * Second change * * * * All new
[bookmark: _Toc104799383][bookmark: _Toc101366300]8	Conclusions
Editor's note:	This clause will list conclusions that have been agreed during the course of the study item activities.
8.1	Conclusion on Key Issue #4: Support standardized and operator-specific traffic categories in URSP
It is proposed to adopt solutions without new mapping mechanism, i.e. the principle mentioned by Solution #21, #25 and #35 in normative phase:
· The mapping mechanism on application to current Traffic Descriptors will be reused.
· The details of encoding could refer to Solution #21, #25 or #35.
[bookmark: _GoBack]* * * * End of changes * * * *
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Solutions  T itle  N ew  mapping   mechanism  

21  Traffic Category with existing mechanism      N o  

22    UE provisioned/configured with a mapping of application traffic  to traffic categories    Y es  

23  Support standardized and  operator - specific traffic categories in  URSP      N ot defined  

24  Introduction of Traffic Category into URSP rules    Y es  

25  Support standardized and operator - specific traffic categories in  URSP    N o  

26    Traffic categories based on 5G QoS characteristics  Y es  

35  Support standardized and operator - specific traffic categories using  existing URSP traffic descriptors    N o    
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