Page 1



TSG-SA WG1 SWGs
S1-021397
Rome, Italy, 8-12 July 2002
Agenda Item: 

3GPP TSG-SA WG2 meeting #24
Tdoc S2-021520

Madrid, Spain, 22nd – 26th April 2002

Title:
Response to LS on “Working assumptions in CN3”

Source:
SA2
To:
CN3
Cc:
-

Response to:
S2-021294 (N3-020357)

Contact Person:


Name: 
Magnus Olsson
E-mail Address:
magnus.olsson@era.ericsson.se
Attachments:
None.

1. Overall Description:

1. Introduction:

SA2 thanks CN3 for their liaison on Working Assumptions related to Go (N3-020357/S2-021294).  

2. Working Assumptions

SA2 has the following comments on the Working Assumptions:

Aggregation of QoS for multiple media components
CN3 Assumption: Where a PDP context shall be used by multiple media components, the aggregate QoS of the media components shall be determined by the PCF.

SA2 Comment: SA2 has not been able to agree on any comments on this working assumption. 

PDP context modifications
CN3 Assumption: An operator that requires SBLP control for IMS shall always include an authorisation token in the SDP. In this case, the UE must include binding information in the PDP context activation to be authorised. 

Alternatively, an operator need not always supply an authorisation token in the SDP, in which case the UE may activate a PDP context without binding information. 

SA2 Comment: Agreed. Also, if the UE requires binding of the PDP Context to the IMS Session, then it must include the binding information in PDP Context establishment and modification requests.

If the UE does not require such binding, or if the network has not provided binding information, then the UE will not include the binding information and the PDP Context will be charged in the usual way.

For clarity, the Authorisation Token is carried in the SIP extension for Media Authorisation, not in the SDP.

CN3 assumption: CN WG3 is intending (work not yet finalized) that a PDP context activated without binding information, cannot at a later time be modified to add binding information (that is to say, a UE currently using a PDP context for non-SBLP controlled traffic, cannot modify this PDP context to now use it for SBLP controlled traffic). 

Similarly, a PDP context that has binding information, cannot be modified to remove the binding information (that is to say, a UE currently using a PDP context for SBLP controlled traffic, cannot modify this PDP context to now use it for non-SBLP controlled traffic).

SA2 Comment: Agreed.


Definition of Flow Ids for binding information

SA2 has considered the definition of the Flow Ids which are used to identify the media flows for which the UE proposes to use a particular PDP Context. The previous definition of Flow Ids was based on one flow ID for each Media Component in the SDP.

However, a single Media Component may contain multiple IP flows (for example RTP and RTCP) and this definition of Flow Ids would preclude the possibility that the UE use different PDP Contexts for these flows in future.

The definition of Flow ID has therefore been amended so that each IP flow has a separate Flow ID. Where a single Media Component encompasses several flows, then the ordering of the Flow ID follows the ordering of the destination port numbers, as described in the attached CR to 23.228.

For Release 5 it is assumed that all flows relating to a single Media Component will use the same PDP Context.

3. Actions:

CN WG3 is requested to consider the answers provided above in their work on the Go interface.

4. Date of Next CN WG 3 Meetings:
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