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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes to update KI#1 conclusions
1 Discussion
SA2 has evaluated the possible merits of sequence numbering at N3 and UPF packet re-ordering. Opinions have been expressed in favour and against the sequence numbering principle. This document does not intend to re-open those discussions but assumes that companies have already had an opportunity to express their opinions. 

in show of hands during SA2 #153e, "do nothing" was the solution that got the highest number of supporting companies. This solution had also smallest opposition. Specifying sequence numbering and UPF handling of out-of-sequence packets would require majoity support on CRs to change the specification. "Do nothing" will occur without any CRs. 

Following 3GPP working methods, the conclusion that no changes are made in sequence numbering at N3 and UPF packet re-ordering seems the only practical way forward in this situation. It is proposed to document this conclusion also in the TR 23.700-27. 
2 Proposal
It is proposed to document the below conclusion in TR 23.700-27. 
*** First Change ***
8.1
Conclusions on PCC/QoS control enhancement considering dynamic satellite backhaul

For the determination of packet delivery latency of the satellite backhaul on the UP path, following conclusions are proposed:

-
The PCF may determine the packet delivery latency on N3 interface, if it detects dynamic satellite backhaul is used to serve the PDU session. The PCF can determine the N3 latency based on configuration or by using QoS monitoring triggered by PCF or estimate the N3 latency based on the received satellite backhaul category (LEO, GEO, etc);

-
The SMF activates the QoS monitoring to measure the packet delivery latency on N3 interface according to the PCC rule;

-
The measured delay can be used by PCF for policy control, and can be considered for UPF selection (e.g. when the different types of backhaul network can be used in CP and UP).

For exposure of backhaul information to the AF, there are solutions #1, #2, #3, following conclusions are proposed:

-
The PCF can report packet delivery latency to the AF using existing QoS monitoring solution;

-
The AF can request the PCF to report the packet delivery latency using existing QoS monitoring solution.

The reporting of the satellite backhaul category and the observed backhaul delay to CHF as proposed in Solution #1 can be supported but this is to be determined by SA5.
For handling of out-of-sequence packets that can occur at N3, it is concluded that no action needs to be taken.
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