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Introduction

This document is for reporting the following offline discussion

· [AT116-e][004][NR16] CPUP split reply LS (CATT)


Scope: Determine agreeable parts in a first phase, if agreeable then agree on reply LS out Treat R2-2109344, R2-2111068, R2-2111069.


Intended outcome: Report, Approved LS out if applicable


Deadline: Friday W1 (Nov 5)

The participants are invited to leave their contact in the table below.

Contact list

	Company 
	Delegate name / Email

	CATT
	Erlin Zeng / erlin.zeng@catt.cn

	Vodafone
	chris.pudney@vodafone.com

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	mkitazoe@qti.qualcomm.com

	LG Electronics
	seungjune.yi@lge.com

	
	

	
	


1 Discussion
In the incoming LS from RAN3 [1], the following action is required

ACTION: RAN3 respectfully asks RAN2 whether it is possible to use the default DRB to deliver downlink packets for a QoS flow without association to any DRB yet.
In the discussion paper [2] the issue was discussed, and the following proposal was made [2]

Proposal 1 
RAN2 discuss and confirm that gNB implementation allows delivery of DL packets to UE (via default DRB or via dedicated DRB) before the new QFI to DRB mapping is configured for the QoS flow. RAN2 reply to RAN3’s LS accordingly.
In order to form a common view to reply to RAN3’s question, companies are encouraged to answer the following question. 

Q1: Do you agree with the proposal 1 from [2], as shown above? 

	Company name
	Agree or not
	Comment if any

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Vodafone 
	Yes
	Actually, this is not “implementation allowed” BUT “mandatory for the gNB to send the DL packet on some DRB” (as the scenario in annex A.3 of TS 38.300 is that this QoS flow is known to the gNB and, in step 0 of annex A.3, the gNB seems to have informed the core network of the successful establishment of the flows that were requested by the CN!).

Discarding the packet in the gNB would mean that the data volume count in the core network is inaccurate.

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Yes
	

	LGE
	Comments
	There is no default DRB in DL. The gNB should choose one DRB and send the packet through the DRB. The gNB should set the RDI bit to indicate that the UE should update the QoS flow to DRB mapping rule


Then a draft LS was also provided in [3], which directly follows the proposal 1 in [2]. Rapporteur’s understanding is that the reply LS should be straightforward if there is aligned view on proposal 1. But one more question is added to this discussion just in case companies have additional comments on the reply LS to RAN3. Note that if you already made comments to Proposal 1 you don’t need to repeat it here, but please provide additional comments if not already made to the previous question. 
Q2: Do you have any comments on the draft reply in [3]? 

	Company name
	Agree or not
	Comment if any

	CATT
	Yes
	

	Vodafone
	yes
	LS should make it clear that is mandatory for the gNB to do this (in the case that the gNB told the CN that it had established this flow)

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Yes
	

	LGE
	Comments
	First, we agree with Vodafone that the gNB must do this.

Secondly, there is no default DRB in the DL.

Thus, we propose to change the conclusion as follows.
gNB should deliver DL packets to UE (via dedicated DRB) even if the new QFI to DRB mapping rule is not configured for the QoS flow.


2 Conclusions

TBD  
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