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	Reason for change:
	Observation 1: In the clause 5.44.3.4, there are two statements conflicting with each other, yellow part says to reduce the PDB, but green part says to increase the PDB.   
For PIN related traffic via PEGC and 5GC, non-3GPP delay is the delay between the PEGC and the PINE. 5GC may need to be aware of the non-3GPP delay budget and compensate for this delay in 5GS. The compensation is achieved by reducing the PDB for the 3GPP network by the non-3GPP delay.
If the PEGC supports requesting of the non-3GPP delay budget for a specific traffic flow, the PEGC may use the UE requested PDU Session Modification procedure to request a non-3GPP delay budget for a set of packet filters. Based on the (DNN, S-NSSAI) combination of the PDU Session, the SMF increases the dynamic CN PDB for the related GBR QoS flow by the requested non-3GPP delay budget according to operator policy and implementation and signals the updated dynamic CN PDB to NG-RAN
Observation 2: non-3GPP delay budget is trying to guarantee the E2E latency of PIN traffic between 3GPP network and non-3GPP network. For example, based on the increased or reduced non-3GPP delay, the SMF needs to reduce or increase the CN PDB. 
	E2E latency
	Non-3GPP delay
	CN PDB
	RAN PDB

	50ms
	10ms
	30ms
	10ms

	50ms
	20ms (increase)
	20ms (reduce)
	10ms

	50ms
	15ms (reduce)
	35ms (increase)
	10ms



Proposal 1: to use general wording as “adjusting” to include the case “increasing” and “reducing”.
Observation 3: the following blue text states that PEGC may request a non-3GPP delay budget, it sounds that SMF will provide such value to PEGC.  But based on the description in 502, PEGC provides a non-3GPP delay budget to SMF. The description is misleading.
TS 23.501 
If the PEGC supports requesting of the non-3GPP delay budget for a specific traffic flow, the PEGC may use the UE requested PDU Session Modification procedure to request a non-3GPP delay budget for a set of packet filters
TS 23.502
-	If the SMF has received a Requested Non-3GPP Delay Budget for a QoS flow from the PEGC, based on the combination of S-NSSAI and DNN, SMF increases the dynamic CN PDB as defined in clause 5.44.3.4 of TS 23.501 [2]. If the dynamic CN PDB changes in the SMF (e.g. when an I-UPF is inserted by the SMF), SMF applies the non-3GPP delay budget again as defined in clause 5.44.3.4 of TS 23.501 [2].

Proposal 2: to clarify the description that “PEGC may provide a requested non-3GPP delay budget for a QoS flow from PEGC to SMF…” to avoid the misleading above. 
Proposal 3: editorial change, “PDB” changes as “CN PDB”, “delay budget” changes as “non-3GPP delay budget.”

	
	

	Summary of change:
	To change “increase” and “reduce” as “adjusting”
To change “PDB” as “CN PDB”
To clarify to clarify the description that “PEGC may provide a requested non-3GPP delay budget for a QoS flow from PEGC to SMF…” to avoid the misleading above.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	The non-3GPP delay budget doesn’t work correctly
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[bookmark: _Toc517082226]* * * * First change * * * *

[bookmark: _Toc145936306]5.44.3.4	Non-3GPP delay budget between PINE and PEGC
For PIN indirect communication and PIN-DN communication via PEGC and 5GC, non-3GPP delay is the delay between the PEGC and the PINE. 5GC may need to be aware of the non-3GPP delay budget and compensate for this delay in 5GS. The compensation is achieved by reducing adjusting the dynamic CN PDB for the 3GPP network by the non-3GPP delay.
If the PEGC supports requesting of the non-3GPP delay budget for a specific traffic QoS flow of the PIN traffic, the PEGC may provide a requested non-3GPP delay budget for a QoS flow from the PEGC to SMF by usinge the UE requested PDU Session Modification procedure to request a non-3GPP delay budget for a set of packet filters. Based on the (DNN, S-NSSAI) combination of the PDU Session, the SMF increases adjusting the dynamic CN PDB for the related GBR QoS flow by the requested non-3GPP delay budget according to operator policy and implementation and signals the updated dynamic CN PDB to NG-RAN. If the dynamic CN PDB changes in the SMF (e.g., when an I-UPF is inserted by the SMF), based on the (DNN, S-NSSAI) combination of the PDU Session, the SMF applies the non-3GPP delay budget again before signalling the dynamic CN PDB to NG-RAN. The non-3GPP delay budget does not impact the QoS flow binding in SMF.
NOTE 1:	For deployments that support a PEGC to request a non-3GPP delay budget it is assumed that RAN is locally configured to give precedence to the CN PDB value received via N2 signalling as specified in clause 5.7.3.4.
It is assumed that the PEGC will limit the frequency of triggering the UE-initiated PDU Session Modification request to provide the non-3GPP delay budget to the network to avoid unnecessary signalling.
NOTE 2:	It is up to CT WG1 to discuss to potentially introduce a timer to limit how often a PEGC is allowed to request to provide a non-3GPP delay budget.

* * * * End of changes * * * *

