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Abstract of the contribution: It is proposed to add the following interim agreement for KI#1. 
Discussion 

	TS 23501: 5.7.2.4.1a  Notification Control without Alternative QoS Profiles
If, for a given GBR QoS Flow, Notification control is enabled and the NG-RAN determines that the GFBR, the PDB or the PER of the QoS profile cannot be fulfilled, NG-RAN shall send a notification towards SMF that the "GFBR can no longer be guaranteed". 


In the legacy QoS Notification Control, PDB and PER are always use to determine QoS notification, obviously, it is not valid anymore for the QoS profile with PDU Set QoS parameters. The further clarifications are needed as the following:
a)       If the PDU Set handling is supported in UL and/or DL, in the corresponding direction, instead of PDB and PER, the PSDB and PSER are used to determine the QoS notification.

b)      If the PDU Set handling is not supported in UL and/or DL, in the corresponding direction, the received PDU Set QoS parameters are ignored and the PDB and PER are used to determine the QoS notification. 

Based on the received the QoS notification and PDU Set handling support or not indications in UL and DL, the 5GC and the AF understands a set of QoS parameters of the QoS profile is fulfilled or not.
a) If the PDU Set handling is supported in UL and/or DL, the PDB and PER in the corresponding direction are not considered in the QoS parameter set.
b) If the PDU Set handling is not supported in UL and/or DL, the PSDB and PSER in the corresponding direction are not considered in the QoS parameter set.
Proposal: Sol#22 Alt2 introduce an idea to split PDU Set handling support indication in UL and DL and support the QoS notification control, it is proposed to introduce the above clarification into the agreement. 
Proposal

It is proposed to add the following interim agreement to the TR 23.700-70
START OF CHANGES
8
Conclusions
8.X Interim agreement for KI#1

The following interim agreement is considered for #1:
1. The PDU Set handling support may be different in each Flow direction (UL, DL) (with regard to PDU Set handling capability in the NG RAN in DL and in NG RAN and UE in UL). The NG RAN indicates to 5GC the PDU Set handling supporting or not in UL and DL.
2. In order to support QoS Notification Control “GFBR cannot be guaranteed or can be guaranteed again” (see clause 5.7.2.4 in 23.501[2]), for a GBR QoS flow with PDU Set QoS parameters, the NG RAN determines the QoS notification based on the PDU Set handling or not in both directions. 
a) If the PDU Set handling is supported in UL and/or DL, in the corresponding direction, instead of PDB and PER, the PSDB and PSER are used to determine QoS notification.
b) If the PDU Set handling is not supported in UL and/or DL, in the corresponding direction, the received PDU Set QoS parameters are ignored and the PDB and PER are used to determine QoS notification. 

3. Based on the received the QoS notification and PDU Set handling support or not indications in UL and DL, the 5GC and the AF understands a set of QoS parameters of the QoS profile is fulfilled or not.
a) If the PDU Set handling is supported in UL and/or DL, the PDB and PER in the corresponding direction are not considered in the QoS parameter set.
b) If the PDU Set handling is not supported in UL and/or DL, the PSDB and PSER in the corresponding direction are not considered in the QoS parameter set.
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