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1. Introduction
According to the newest agreements from SA2 which is captured in TS 23.501 [1], some considerations for the Session-AMBR and UE-AMBR are provided in this paper.
2. Discussion
According to TS 23.501 [1], the following agreements can be found:

The following characteristics apply for processing of Downlink traffic:

-
UPF performs Session-AMBR enforcement and also performs PDU counting for support of charging.

Following characteristics apply for processing of uplink traffic:

-
UPF performs Session-AMBR enforcement and counting of packets for charging.

The UE-AMBR limits the aggregate bit rate that can be expected to be provided across all Non-GBR QoS flows of a UE. Each (R)AN shall set its UE-AMBR to the sum of the Session-AMBR of all PDU Sessions with active user plane to this (R)AN up to the value of the subscribed UE-AMBR.  The subscribed UE-AMBR is a subscription parameter which is retrieved from UDM and provided to the (R)AN by the AMF and the Session-AMBR is provided to the (R)AN by the SMF.
Based on the above agreements, we can have the following conclusion for the Session-AMBR and UE-AMBR:

1) Session-AMBR is provided by the SMF to the (R)AN via AMF.
2) (R)AN sets UE-AMBR to the sum of Session-AMBR of all PDU Sessions.
3) UPF performs the Session-AMBR enforcement.
4) (R)AN performs the UE-AMBR enforcement.

When dual connectivity is applied to a UE, as LTE like as baseline, the master node will split the Session-AMBR to MN part and SN part for each session containing the flow(s) to be offloaded to the SN, and notify the SN part Session-AMBR to the SN, then the SN can set the UE-AMBR in the SN side and enforcement the UE-AMBR.
However, based on SA2 agreement that is the UPF who performs the Session-AMBR enforcement, so the split Session-AMBR for the SN should be sent to the UPF via AMF, as well as the split Session-AMBR for the MN.
An additional issue on the above LTE like DC method is that the Session-AMBR split is decided in MN but the Session-AMBR enforcement is performed in UPF. Considering the initial Session-AMBR is provided by the SMF, it is better the Session-AMBR split is also decided by the SMF. In this approach, the MN will send to SMF the flow(s) to be offloaded of the session, the SMF responses the Session-AMBR split via AMF. The SMF sends the Session-AMBR split to the UPF as well.
It is worth to investigate which node is more appropriate to decide the Session-AMBR split when DC is applied, the master node or the SMF (who initiates the Session-AMBR). In case the master node decides the Session-AMBR split when DC is applied, the split Session-AMBR for MN and split Session-AMBR for SN should be informed to the CN.

Proposal: RAN3 is asked to investigate which node is more appropriate to decide the Session-AMBR split when DC is applied, the master node or the SMF (who initiates the Session-AMBR).
3. Conclusion
In this paper, we have some discussion on the Session-AMBR and UE-AMBR, according to the newest agreements from SA2.
Proposal: RAN3 is asked to investigate which node is more appropriate to decide the Session-AMBR split when DC is applied, the master node or the SMF (who initiates the Session-AMBR).
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