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1. Overall Description:

3GPP CN1 thanks OMA PoC group for their liaison statement 

OMA asks the question:

OMA PoC WG kindly requests CN1 to answer the following questions:

· What is the reason for not supporting the RFC 3321: “Signaling Compression (SigComp) - Extended Operations”? This RFC describes the Dynamic compression and dynamic compression is a powerful tool when compressing SIP messages.
· Does CN1 see any problem if PoC applications are recommended to use the RFC 3321?

Answer:

3GPP CN1 specifies the minimum mandatory requirements for support of signalling compression between the UE and the P-CSCF, thus 24.229 only specifies the SIGCOMP framework (RFC3320) and not the compression algorithms to be used, as these can be transferred between compressor and decompressor as part of the compression protocol, and therefore any algorithm can be used. Usage of a selected algorithm is of course essential to any SigComp implementation, and forms part of the design decisions of such an implementation.

The abstract of RFC 3321 states: "This document describes how to implement certain mechanisms in Signaling Compression (SigComp), RFC 3320, which can significantly improve the compression efficiency compared to using simple per-message compression.". The status of RFC 3321 is INFORMATIONAL, thus also indicating that it additional mechanisms rather than part of the SigComp framework. 

It is therefore the opinion of 3GPP CN1 that while usage of RFC 3321 is not precluded (nor is any other suitable algorithm), its usage is not essential to the operation of SIGCOMP, and therefore 3GPP CN1 has not specified its usage. 3GPP CN1 sees no need to change their specification in respect of this.
If OMA wish to specify usage of RFC 3321 additional to that of RFC 3320, then OMA POC is free to do this. It should however be noted that usage of particular compression algorithms applies to all applications from a UE using the same P-CSCF, and therefore OMA will effectively be specifying the compression algorithm for non-OMA applications if these are in use from the same terminal as PoC.

While the usage of certain algorithms may attain important benefits as regards delay reduction, which important to all usages of IMS, many of these characteristics are attainable only by particular implementation decisions, and it may not be possible to attain these merely by specification of RFC 3321 usage or any other compression algorithm. 

It should be noted that the SIGCOMP framework is understood to be free of IPR. Usage of SIGCOMP to encode particular compression algorithms may invoke IPR outside the SIGCOMP framework. RFC 3321 may fall into this category (see http://www.ietf.org/ipr.html). Because these issues are outside the 3GPP specification, they do not form part of the IPR considerations of 3GPP or its constituent SDOs.
2. Actions:

This liaison statement is for information, and no actions are required.
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