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Discussion

In the consolidated solution#52, the following ENs need to be fixed.
	Editor's note:
PDU Set identification for peer-to-peer scenarios (i.e. between two UEs routed via the 5G CN) is FFS.


The scenario between UE and network is prioritized in this release. There are so many aspects are unfixed between the UE and network so the scenario between UE to UE can be deprioritized in this release.
Proposal1: The scenario between UE to UE is deprioritized in this release.
	Editor's note:
Whether PDU Set Sequence number can also convey Start/End PDU of a PDU Set instance is FFS.


Since the PDU of a PDU Set may be missing and dis-order transmitted, the Start/End PDU mark will be beneficial to identify the boundary of the PDU Set. Also, as mentioned in LS S2-2205421, Start/End PDU also beneficial for power saving and CDRX enhancements.

Proposal2: It is proposed to keep the Start/End PDU mark.
	
Parameters for further study:

-
PDU Set dependency (solution 11, 14, 19, 22, 24):


As discussed in S2-2205839, although all kinds of dependency used for codec cannot be exhausted, but a simple dependency rule can be defined, that is, the PDU Sets for P/B frame between two successive PDU Sets for I frame depends on the 1st PDU Set of the two successive PDU Sets. When the 1st PDU Set failure happens, those PDU Sets depending on the 1st PDU Set can be dropped.
Proposal3: It is proposed to conclude inter PDU Set dependency as baseline.
	Editor's note:
The definition of the PDU Set Error Rate is FFS.


PDU Set include multiple PDU. Whether partial PDUs error is also counted as PDU Set error is not clear. 

There is an indication “Whether all PDUs are needed for the usage of PDU Set by application layer” (solution 22, 23, 25), with this, the partial PDUs error should be counted as PDU Set
Proposal4: PDU Set error should include the cases of all PDU error and partial PDU error.

PSDB definition is missing, but it is easily understood PSDB is the delay budget for transmission all the PDUs of a PDU Set. But the PDU Set’s PDU number may be different, so the scheduling priority is per PDU Set. The PDU transmission of PDU Set is continuous, hence, subtracting a CN PDB from PSDB is budget of AN PSDB.

Proposal5: PSDB is the delay budget for transmission all the PDUs of a PDU Set. AN PSDB is the PSDB minus the CN PDB.

	Editor's note:
Whether the "PDU Set Priority" will be the same for all PDU Sets (i.e. same as existing QoS Flow Priority) or it will be different for each PDU Set (i.e. same as "PDU Set importance") is FFS.


It depends on how PDU Set map QoS flow. A service data flow may include PDU Sets with different importance, if they are mapped to different QoS flow, the PDU Set priority within a QoS flow is the same for all PDU Set in the QoS flow, as the QoS flow priority. If else they are mapped to the same QoS flow, the PDU Set priority can be per PDU Set within a QoS flow.
The priority is used by the RAN to decide the priority of scheduling and time-frequency resource allocation. It will be more efficient to split the PDU Sets with different priority into different QoS flow instead of mix them in one QoS flow. Because RAN anyhow need to split them. Split them in CN can reduce the complexity at RAN side. 

Proposal6: UPF classifies the DL traffics into different QoS Flows based on PDU Set importance.
	Editor's note:
The PDU Set QoS handling for Uplink media services is FFS.


The PDU Set QoS handling for Uplink is closely related to RAN’s decision and design between UE and RAN among PHY/MAC/RLC/PDCP/RRC. Before RAN’s study and decision, it is difficult for SA2 to decide whether and how to support The PDU Set QoS handling for Uplink.
Proposal7: Whether and how to support the PDU Set handling for Uplink will be studied and led by RAN WG. SA2 will align with RAN’s progress and decision for Uplink.
Conclusion
Proposal1: The scenario between UE to UE is deprioritized in this release.
Proposal2: It is proposed to keep the Start/End PDU mark.
Proposal3: It is proposed to conclude inter PDU Set dependency as baseline.
Proposal4: PDU Set error should include the cases of all PDU error and partial PDU error.

Proposal5: PSDB is the delay budget for transmission all the PDUs of a PDU Set. AN PSDB is the PSDB minus the CN PDB.

Proposal6: UPF classifies the DL traffics into different QoS Flows based on PDU Set importance.
Proposal7: Whether and how to support the PDU Set handling for Uplink will be studied and led by RAN WG. SA2 will align with RAN’s progress and decision for Uplink.
The above propose has been reflected in S2-2205841: KI#4&5, Update Sol#52: add clarification and clear ENs.
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