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Introduction
During SA2 #46, there was a discussion in the drafting session on an immediate need for restructuring the TR . This contribution highlights issues with different sections of current version of the TR and proposes some solutions. 
Discussion and Decision
Ambiguous Scope

The TR does not clearly identify the scope of E2E QoS work relative to different application/service types. It is unclear if the scope is limited to IMS only. It is unlikely that operators would like to limit the scope of future E2E QoS to IMS only applications/services. It is therefore proposed that discussions in general sections of the TR (such as 4.2) be limited to generic QoS issues. IMS specific discussions should be restricted to solutions section that deal specifically with IMS. It is also proposed that for figures in Section 5, IMS entities be removed from the application plane (replaced possibly by generic entities such as AF and PDF) unless the intent is to limit the proposed model or solution to IMS only.
Unrealistic Scenarios

There are some unrealistic scenarios that are unlikely to be supported in deployments. An example of that is Section 5.2.1.3 where the IMS control plane and the user plane traffic can go over two different intermediate networks. This would mean the interfaces between the control plane and the user plane (such as the Go interface) would go across two operator domains (which is unlikely). It is proposed that such scenarios be removed from the TR.

It is also proposed that models / solutions which do not enjoy sufficient support within the group and/or are lacking sufficient details to make them relevant, be removed from the TR.

Terminology issues
· The term QoS Signalling has been used without a proper definition. It is proposed that a definition of the term be added to the TR.

· The term IP-CAN is already defined in 21.905 and definition within the TR is not consistent with it. It is proposed to remove the current definition or change it to a different term.
Section 5, 6, and 7 restructuring

· Section 5 is ambiguous in its use of the terminology “off-path” and “on-path” and the term ” models”. In addition, the relevant information for each model and/or solution is spread over several sections and this makes it very hard to understand any of the solutions or models. It is proposed that 

· Section 5 should only have two models, “on-path” and “off-path”. The other possibility is that models should be removed altogether from the TR
· Section 5 should separately discuss possible solutions
· Section 5.2.1, 5.2.2 and 5.2.3 be considered as solutions based on off-path signalling and should be included in the solutions section
· Section 5.4 be included as part of Section 5.2.2

· Section 5.5.2., 5.5.3 and 5.5.4 be considered solutions based on on-path signalling and should be included in solutions section
· Section 5.6.2 and 5.6.4 be included in solutions section for their respective on_path signalling based solutions

· Section 5.6.3 be included in solutions sections for current section 5.2.2

· Section 6 should be based on the solutions and not the models.
· Section 7 should be based on solutions and not the models.

Conclusions
It is proposed that the TR be revised based on these suggested changes before the next SA2 meeting.
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