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1. Introduction
This pCR is proposed to provide the conclusion for MC service data distribution over 5G MBS session.
 2. Reason for Change
After the MC service server request to create an MBS session for group communication, it needs to know whether the MBS session is successfully established or not before sending data via this MBS session, and further who can receive the DL data via this MBS session. Furthermore, in order to receive the group communications via the MBS session, the  client(s) has to be aware of the association between the group communication and the MBS session.
In TR 23.783, the Sol#11, Sol#16 and Sol#17 address how and when the MC service server deliver the DL media via the associated MBS session. All of them introduce the application layer signallings MapGroupToSessionStream to inform the client how to receive the group communication, and MBS listening status report (for broadcast) / multicast session status report (for multicast) to help the MC service server to determine when to start the delivery over MBS session, and who is able to receive DL data via this associated MBS session. Sol#11, Sol#16 and Sol#17 are technically aligned but in different documentation fashion, i.e., using a single procedure/message to cover both multicast and broadcast, or using individual procedure/message for each.
The Sol#11, Sol#16 and Sol#17 is supported by the following clauses/procedures in TS 23.247. 

	Clause in 23.247 (v 2.0.0)
	Analysis

	6.6 QoS Handling for Multicast and Broadcast services
	

	Editor's Note: For multicast MBS Session, whether UE needs to be aware that a QoS Flow within the PDU Session is mapped from MBS QoS Flow is FFS.
	Irrelevant to this clause. 

	Editor´s note: Whether any policy control at the SMF for individual delivery QoS flows is required is FFS.
	Irrelevant to this clause. 

	Editor's note: The following description depends on the ongoing PCF discussion and needs revisit.
	It is about the further elaborating the desciptions details for the case dynamic PCC is used.

It will be further aligned with the progress of session configuration with PCC where NEF is not used, which only impact the session configuration in this specific case (i.e., using PCC without N33).

	6.7 User plane management
	

	Editor's note:
Whether a two-step approach for 5G VN group is needed for SMF and UPF and thus whether new source/destination source types are needed for MBS traffic is FFS and needs CT WG4 feedback.
	It and it is specific for CT4 about the UPF internal data forwarding logic.
The result selecting which approach will not impact the group communication being well delivered to the MC service client via the MBS session.

	6.9 MBS Session Context
	No open issue nor editor’s note in this clause.

	6.10 Policy control for Multicast and Broadcast services
	

	Editor's note: It is FFS whether any other aspects or differences compared to existing PCC framework are required for MBS policy control.
	It is about further summary of the difference between PDU session and MBS session in PCC framework. 

It will be further aligned with the progress of session configuration with PCC where NEF is not used, which only impact the session configuration in this specific case (i.e., using PCC without N33). 

	7.2.5.2 MBS session activation procedure
	No open issue nor editor’s note in this clause.

	7.2.5.3 MBS session deactivation procedure
	No open issue nor editor’s note in this clause.

	7.3.5 MBS Session Delivery Status Indication for Broadcast
	No open issue nor editor’s note in this clause.


As shown above, the multicast MBS session leave feature and procedures are stable without any opening issue and editor’s note in latest 23.247 v2.0.0, which allows the SA6 to make conclusion for the corresponding aspect in TR 23.783.
3. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 23.783 v1.6.0.
* * * First Change * * * *

8
Conclusions

8.1
Unicast communication

The analysis done for key issues 2, 5, 6 and 8 and the corresponding solutions 1, 2, 3 and 4 addressing the focus area unicast communication are recommended for the normative work to support of MC services over 5GS.
8.2.X
Conclusion for Key Issue #13: MC service data distribution over 5G MBS session 

After the MC service server request to create an MBS session for group communication, it needs to know whether the MBS session is successfully established or not before sending the DL data via this MBS session, and further who is able to receive the DL data via this MBS session. Furthermore, in order to receive the group communications via the MBS session, the client(s) has to be aware of the association between the group communication and the MBS session.
The Sol#11, Sol#16 and Sol#17 address how and when the MC service server deliver the DL media via the associated MBS session. All of them introduce the application layer signallings MapGroupToSessionStream to inform the client with necessary information to receive the group communication, and MBS listening status report (for broadcast) / multicast session status report (for multicast) to help the MC service server to determine when to start the DL delivery over the MBS session, and who is able to receive DL data via this associated MBS session. Sol#11, Sol#16 and Sol#17 are technically aligned but in different documentation fashion, i.e., using a single procedure/message to cover both multicast and broadcast, or using individual procedure/message for each.

As the application layer behaviour is different between multicasts and broadcast, e.g., behaviours at the client side, the report messages from client to server. It is better to use individual procedure and message information flow to illustrate the DL data delivery over multicast and broadcast respectively.

So in the normative phase, Sol#16 is considered as a candidate solution to address the MC service data delivery over multicast MBS session, Sol#17 is considered as a candidate solution to address the MC service data delivery over broadcast MBS session. The content in Sol#11 which is not covered by Sol#16 and Sol#17 is considered as candidate solution to address the supplementary description.
