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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution provides an update to the conclusions for KI #3A. 
Discussion
We propose changes to the conclusion of KI #3A based on the following reasons: 
For Solution #22, the idea is to detect Burst Spread and use it to “decrease the jitter introduced by transmission on N6, and to decrease the delay on N3 for transmitting TSC stream”. However, note that Burst Arrival time in DL refers to the latest possible time when the first packet of the data burst arrives at the ingress of the RAN. Therefore, the value is intrinsically imprecise. Note that, regardless whether there is a CNC or not, Burst Arrival time will always be imprecise given the fact that it is set with respect to the ingress port in DL, meaning that a CN PDB is added. Corrections based on jitter variation in N6 do not bring more precision to the Burst Arrival time, and the ingress window that is mentioned is not valid. This fact renders Burst Spread a futile parameter. Moreover, this solution proposes that the SMF could determine egress time window based on spread time and burst arrival time in TSCAI and provide the egress time window to UE/DS-TT for deterministic transmission. Again, how can the egress window be correct if the Burst Arrival time is not precise? 
Proposal 1: Hence, propose that Solution #22 does not move forward to normative phase. For the same reason, we also propose to remove the EN on the need for Burst Spread and exclude this parameter.
There is as such question on the need for jitter measurements. 
-Firstly, what can be provided is an estimation of the jitter and not a jitter measurement. 
-Secondly, the jitter is usually measured by end points of the communication. Indeed, the interarrival jitter estimate method referred in Solution #22 is based on IETF RFC1889 (obsolete, now RFC 3550) is used by RTP (at application layer of the OSI reference model) which implies that the end point of the communication performs the jitter measurement. 
-Thirdly, neither VIAPA (see TS 22.263) nor TSN (see IEEE 802.1Qcc) require jitter measurements from the 5GS bridge.
Proposal 2: Propose to remove the EN on the need for Jitter measurements and exclude Jitter measurements from the conclusions. 
Proposal
Based on the discussion above, it is proposed to update 23.700-20 as follows.
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The following is taken as the basis for the way forward:
Take solution#5 as basis for KI#3A (excluding Burst Spread parameter and Jitter measurements):
-	The AF provides traffic related description and QoS requirement:
-	UE related Identification used to determine target UE PDU Session, AF Identification, a Traffic Description, a 5GS delay, Bandwidth, which are used to identify the target traffic and related QoS requirement.
-	Flow Direction, Burst Arrival Time at UE (uplink) or UPF (downlink), Burst Size, Burst Periodicity, and a Timing Domain, which are used for efficient scheduling in RAN for Ethernet PDU sessions.
Editor's note:	Whether the Burst Spread should be included is FFS.
-	For ETH PDU Sessions, in order to reuse hold and forward functionality in the DS-TT and NW-TT, Qbv parameters can be derived by NEF/PCF based on AF request (with no impact to nodes other than NEF/PCF) and provided to NW-TT/DS-TT. It is assumed that Rel-16 hold and forward functionality in DS-TT and NW-TT is re-used.
Editor's note:	Whether a requirement exists that hold and forward functionality is needed for VIAPA services needs to be confirmed by SA WG1.
Editor's note:	Need for Jitter measurement is FFS.
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