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1. Introduction 
In the last meeting, regarding PDU sets mapping to DRBs, the following agreed were achieved.

· N1N excluded

· Splitting DRB into multiple LCH (DC like) FFS.

· Should try to understand why we would need to treat PDU sets differently over the radio and why different PDU sets are muxed over same flows. Also need to understand need for reordering.

In [1] SA2 sent an reply LS to RAN regarding PDU set handling as following.
-------
Q2: RAN2 would also like to know whether different types of PDU set can be mapped to the same QoS flow and if so whether RAN should have the ability to treat those differently over the air interface.  If RAN should have such an ability, RAN2 would like to know based on what information signalled to the gNB this would be based on.

SA2 has agreed that 1) Different types of PDU set can be mapped into the same QoS flow if their PDU set QoS parameters (and other QoS characteristics, e.g. 5QI, ARP) are the same. One QoS flow is associated with one PSER and one PSDB at any time. 2) Different PDU sets within one QoS flow can be associated with different ‘PDU Set importance’ information.
-------

This paper provides views on how PDU prioritization.
2. Discussion
PDU sets mapping to DRB
In the last meeting, there is one FFS whether to split DRB to multiple LCH (DC) for PDU prioritization. It corresponds to mapping model NN1 in figure1. Based on SA2’s reply, different PDU sets within one QoS flow can be associated with different ‘PDU Set importance’ information, hence we think it is beneficial to split DRB to multiple LCH for PDU prioritization (i.e. map PDU set with higher PDU set importance in LCH with higher priority, PDU set in the LCH with higher priority should be transmitted in priority over the LCH with lower priority as legacy LCH prioritization mechanism). Also, for model NN1, since multiple LCHs terminated at the same PDCP entity, so PDU reordering at PDCP layer can work as legacy.  
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Figure1: mapping Alternatives
Observation1: Based on SA2’s reply LS, different PDU sets within one QoS flow can be associated with different ‘PDU Set importance’ information, hence it is beneficial to split DRB to multiple LCH for PDU prioritization.

Proposal1: Support to split DRB to multiple LCH (DC) for PDU prioritization
3. Conclusion 
Based on the discussion in the previous sections, we made the following proposals:
Observation1: Based on SA2’s reply LS, different PDU sets within one QoS flow can be associated with different ‘PDU Set importance’ information, hence it is beneficial to split DRB to multiple LCH for PDU prioritization.

Proposal1: Support to split DRB to multiple LCH (DC) for PDU prioritization
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