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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes an overall evaluation of KI#6 based on proposed solutions proposed for this key issue.
1. Proposal
[bookmark: _Toc510607499][bookmark: _Toc518306733]This paper proposes the following overall evaluation for KI#6 to TR 23.700-60.
* Start of change (All New Texts) * 
[bookmark: _Toc97526930][bookmark: _Toc101526314][bookmark: _Toc104883168][bookmark: _Toc101250892]7	Overall Evaluation
Editor's note:	This clause provides evaluations of different solutions.
7.X	Overall Evaluation for KI#6
There are four solutions proposed to address the Key Issue #6 i.e. Uplink-downlink transmission coordination to meet Round-Trip latency requirements in clause 5.6. 
Till SA2#151e, there have been three solutions proposed for Key Issue#6 including Sol#27, Sol#28 and Sol#29.  Sol#27 and Sol#28 propose complete solution with procedures to support RT latency requirements and Sol#29 focus on a new QoS parameter i.e. Two Way Delay Budget.  All these proposed solutions are technically workable and can be taken as valid options for the evaluation.
Among the solutions proposed, some common principles can be summarized from the proposed solutions for KI#6.  And, this evaluation clause intends to list some principles rather than the individual solutions themselves.
The following list shows some principles as potential basis for normative work along the corresponding proposing solutions: 
· AF is allowed to provision RT latency requirements to 5GC i.e. NEF or PCF depending on whether the AF belongs to trusted or untrusted party.
· This is common for Solution#27 and Solution#28.  Solution#29 doesn’t explicitly propose this but following the general architecture of 5GS, both two options for TWDB are implemented via 5QI table which is the main functionality of PCF.  Thus we assume this is also needed with Solution#29.
· The functional entity to split RT latency in UL and DL direction can be CN or RAN and flexibility should be supported.  CN splitting of UL and DL RT latency should be considered as basis and RAN split of UL and DL RT latency needs to be confirmed by RAN WGs.
· Solution#27 and Solution#29 share the common assumption that CN i.e. PCF can carry out this function to split RT latency for UL and DL in spit of the difference on whether to introduce TWDB.  Solution#28 proposes that RAN node performs this task.
· In our view, splitting of UL and DL RT latency should be at least be doable by 5GC policy control as an basic functionality of CN.  
Technically, CN node can get RAN status information and may be able to determine the portion of UL and DL latency considering UE’s location and network resource status.  At least split of CN and AN PDB can be done by PCF and RAN can perform further splitting of UL and DL RT latency over Uu.  Only relying on RAN node to split the UL an DL PDB is too restrictive and also have strong RAN dependency. 
· Maximizing the reuse of 5GS QoS mechanisms with extensions, when needed, enhance current 5QI-based QoS mechanisms.
· Solution#27 and #28 propose to use two QoS flows or one QoS flow and Solution#29 propose TWDB which means further enhancement 5QI-based QoS mechanism.
· Regarding to enhancement of 5QI-based mechanism, SA2 need to select one QoS flow plus Option 1 of TWDB or two QoS flow option plus Option 2 of TWDB.
· If this part can not be concluded in SA2#152e, it is proposed to further discussion this aspect in SA2#153e or leave such decision in normative work phase.
Editor’s Note:   The above evaluation is incomplete until above-mentioned KI#1 solutions become complete and stable, expected by the end of SA2#152E.
* End of changes *

