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[bookmark: _GoBack]Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes not to approve S2-2008237 (CR 2413 TS23.502) and rather send it back to SA2 for their further discussion.
1. Introduction/Discussion
At SA2#141E e-meeting S2-2008237 (CR 2413) was approved, in which QoS Monitoring reporting frequency transferred from the SMF to the RAN is clarified to be used by RAN to determine the frequency with which the RAN reports to the 5GC the packet delay measurement of the RAN part. In the existing specification, i.e. without the changes proposed in the CR, this parameter is used by RAN to determine the packet delay measurement frequency of the RAN part, as excerpted from the TS 23.501 below:
In the case of receiving the QoS Monitoring indication, the RAN enables the RAN part of UL/DL packet delay measurement for the QoS Flow and the QoS Monitoring reporting frequency is used by RAN to determine the packet delay measurement frequency of the RAN part.
Firstly, when the QoS Monitoring feature was defined in the TS 23.501, it was specified that the QoS measurement is always triggered by the UPF, and the RAN node when receiving the request from the UPF for measurement provides the RAN part of UL/DL packet delay result to the UPF, along with other time records such as T1, T2, T3 as described in the subclause 5.33.3.2 of the TS 23.501. There is no requirement for the RAN to decide the reporting frequency, i.e. neither for the per QoS Flow per UE QoS Monitoring nor for the GTP-U Path Monitoring the RAN is required to decide about the reporting frequency.
Secondly, the reporting frequency originally comes from the AF/PCF and it is provided in the PCC rules from the PCF to the SMF. Further, the SMF provides this parameter to the UPF to indicate the reporting frequency required by the AF/PCF. Based on the reporting frequency the UPF decides the measurement frequency of N3/N9. The reporting frequency is also sent from the SMF to the RAN, so that the RAN can decide according to this parameter the measurement frequency of RAN part.
It is to be noted that the measurement frequency can be equal to or different from the reporting frequency, and is preferred to be higher than reporting frequency in order to get more accurate measurement result, which is up to UPF and RAN implementation.
In summary, the changes proposed in the CR are not correct from SA2 point of view, though SA2 expects that all RAN entities (including the DU) would be aware of the requested reporting frequency and RAN may use this frequency for both measurement and reporting internally in RAN, e.g. this frequency can be used by the DU to decide the measurement frequency over Uu, and reporting frequency over F1.
Furthermore, at SA2#141E e-meeting, SA2 also approved an LS to RAN3 and CT4 regarding this reporting frequency parameter, though the discussion in this paper has no impact on the transportation of this parameter from SMF to the RAN via Namf_Communication_N1N2MessageTransfer message, it does have impact on how RAN uses this parameter and may impact the RAN part measurement. Therefore, an LS has to be sent to RAN3 and CT4 to update the information, but up to SA2’s discussion and decision.
It should be noted two papers as below were submitted to SA2#142E e-Meeting, proposing not to send this CR to SA plenary for approval and rather send LS to RAN3 and CT4 to resolve this issue a.s.a.p, so that the Rel-16 URLLC QoS monitoring can be implemented in a right way.
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However, due to “Not in agenda for SA2#142E”, as marked in the Chair Notes, we could not discuss it in SA2, and these two papers were noted without discussion. That’s why the CR S2-2008237 (CR 2413) agreed in SA2#141E e-meeting still arrives at SA Plenary for approval. 
As described above, we believe that this CR has to be sent back to SA2 for them to further discuss the issue and decide whether to send an LS to RAN3 and CT4 accordingly.
2. Proposal
It is proposed to send S2-2008237 (CR 2413) back to SA2 for their further discussion and for their decision whether to send an LS to RAN3 and CT4 accordingly.
3GPP
SA WG2 TD

