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	Reason for change:
	TS 26.522 provides guidelines for PDU set header extension in clause 4.2.6.2. 
The guidelines assign PSI 9-13 for video slice data, and PSI 6-8 for parameter set data SPS, PPS, VPS in 4.2.6.2.5. 
This implies that generally, parameter sets will be in a separate PDU Set as compared to VCL Nal data.  For other non-vcl data such as SEI message or access unit delimeter, they may be part of the VCL data in aggregated packets or combined PDU sets. 
In addition, SPS NAL units may apply to multiple timestamps in the stream. 
Based on this we propose to update Annex A.2.2.1 to make the recommendation aligned with the rest of the recommendations in TS 26.522. 
While this clause refers to UPF and not the RTP sender, it would not be logical that the UPF distinguishes PDU sets derived from VCL in a different way as the guidelines proposed in 4.2.6.2.5. 
Therefore, the combination of non-VCL NAL unit PDU with VCL PDU makes sense, but mostly not for parameter sets that apply to multiple VLC NAL such as SPS. For SEI messages or access unit delimeter this may be ok. 
Therefore the example of SPS is removed from Annex A.2.2.1.


	
	

	Summary of change:
	Remove the combination of VCL NAL unit with SPS  non VCL units for consistency in A.2.2.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	Inconsistency in the specification between Annex and Main text for guidelines on creating PDU Sets
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A.2.2	RTP payload
[bookmark: _Toc160650888]A.2.2.1	General
When the RTP Payload is not encrypted, intermediate network functions may obtain additional information from the RTP payload. 
The PDU Set information identification based on the RTP payload format is presented in this clause, including information on the RTP payload formats for H.264/AVC [5] and H.265/HEVC [6] codecs. The information about the used RTP Payload format for a service data flow is provided in advance to 5GC (e.g., UPF).
It is generally recommended that the network function considers non-VCL NAL units (e.g. SPS NAL unit) as part of the PDU Set of the associated VCL NALUs, e.g. identified by the same timestamp.
* * * * End of change * * * *

