3GPP TSG-SA WG2 meeting #19
Tdoc S2-012422

Sophia Antipolis, France, 27 – 31 August

________________________________________________________________________

Title:
Reply to SA1 Liaison Statement on Push Service Stage 1

Source:
SA2

To:
TSG SA1

cc:
TSG T2, GSM-A SERG

Contact Person:


Name:
Martin Harris, Orange UK

E-mail Address:
martin.harris@orange.co.uk

Tel. Number:
+44 7974 365080

SA2 thanks SA1 for their liaison statement (S1-010856) on push services stage 1. SA2 welcomes the production of stage 1 requirements and is pleased to have visibility of this early draft. Answers to the two questions posed by SA1 in their liaison are given below.

Question 1: Requirements that can be met within Release 5 timescales

SA2 feels that it may be premature to comment on whether these requirements can be met within release 5 timescales, given that further clarification (see below) of the requirements is required. Additionally, release 5 timescales are expected to be the subject of discussion at the forthcoming SA#13 plenary.

SA2 currently has various options under consideration for implementation of push services architecture which would need to be assessed against the draft stage 1 requirements. SA2 will attempt to complete this assessment prior to their next meeting (October 29 – November 2) with the objective of making this analysis available to the next SA1 meeting.

Question 2: Areas for further clarification

In response to the question asking SA2 to indicate where further clarification of the requirements is needed, we would like clarification of the following areas.

· 4.1. General (Bearer technologies & access networks) – SA1 are asked over which bearer technologies and access technologies they would like to see push services implemented. Specifically, SA2 would like clarification of the meaning of “without mandating specific implementation options” and of the editor’s note as to which sets of features can be used as the basis for the provision of push services. It is SA2’s understanding that the actual options used for supporting push services over a particular bearer or access technology are an architectural issue.

· 4.2. Addressing and routeing requirements – SA1 are asked to clarify whether multiple address types should be supported for addressing push service recipients, e.g. E.164 number, SIP URL, IP address or whether a single address type should be used. Additionally, if IP addressing is to be used, SA1 are asked if both IPv4 and IPv6 addresses should be supported or whether this should be restricted to IPv6. SA2 note that while flexibility in address specification may be desirable, it may have an impact on interoperability and there may need to be a trade-off between addressing and interoperability requirements.

· 4.3. Service Activation and Invocation – SA1 are asked to clarify the relationships between the push services and QoS requirements and to clarify what level of interaction is expected from the user. 

· 4.3.1 Abnormal behaviour – SA2 do not consider it abnormal behaviour if the user declines the service, however SA2 agrees that performance in this case needs to be defined.

· 4.4. Service Provisioning and Characteristics – SA1 are asked to clarify the timing requirements for delivery classes, i.e. what is the precise timing required for immediate delivery (10 seconds is provided as an example not an explicit requirement) and how accurately are time sensitive services required to be delivered.

· 4.4. Service Provisioning and Characteristics – SA1 are asked to provide a more detailed set of requirements for push-related control information

· 5. Security – SA2 are not in a position to comment on security requirements and would suggest that these be forwarded to SA3 for their consideration

· 6. Privacy – SA2 would welcome further information on the requirements when SA1 have finalised their discussions.

· 7. Charging – SA2 have no comments on charging requirements but would suggest that these be forwarded to SA5 for their consideration.

· 8. Roaming – SA2 asks for expansion of the roaming requirements, for example, should a roaming user be able to receive push content from both his home network and the visited network

· 9. Interworking - SA2 asks for expansion of the interworking requirements.

SA2 also asks SA1 if there are any specific requirements for push services to machine type terminals (e.g. vending machines, automobiles, toll collection equipment, utility meters) since these are not mentioned in the draft stage 1 document.

