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1. Overall Description:

SA2 thanks CN3 for their liaison on RTP/RTCP split. CN3 asked one question to SA2:
“CN3 would like to ask to SA2 how can the P-CSCF indicate to the PDF and the UE that some media components are grouped in the same SRF group but the RTCP flows are in another SRF group.”

SA2 would like to note first that the purpose of the Stage 2 requirement on media component groups is to allow the P-CSCF to require that flows for certain media components are carried within different PDP Contexts, in order that they may be charged separately by GPRS charging. There is no requirement that flows for grouped media components are carried within the same PDP Context.

In Release 5, it is assumed that all flows associated with a media component are carried within the same PDP Context, but this is an assumption, rather than a requirement.
Therefore, according to the separation requirement, the fact that RTP and RTCP flows are grouped within the same SRF group should not mean that they cannot be carried on separate PDP Contexts. There is no need for an explicit indication from the P-CSCF to this effect. The mapping of flows within any given SRF group to PDP Contexts should be a matter for the UE, provided only that flows from distinct SRF groups are never mapped to the same PDP Context. SA2 recommends that the application of the SRF indication within the 3GPP IMS is specified in this way.
SA2 notes that perhaps the most likely implementation of RTP/RTCP separation would be to carry all RTCP flows for all media components (either within an SRF group or all those not in any SRF group) within a single PDP Context.
SA2 notes that in the case that IP Flow Bearer Charging is used, the SRF indication will not be present.

Considering CN3’s answers to SA2’s questions, SA2 has agreed in principle to relax the assumption that all flows for a media component are carried within the same PDP Context in Release 6.
2. Actions:

To CN3:
· To ensure that the 3GPP application of the SRF indication allows for flows within an SRF group to be mapped to separate PDP Contexts, according to the Stage 2 requirement

· To make appropriate modifications to their specifications to allow for separation of RTP and RTCP flows for the case that this is not prevented by the SRF indications
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