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1. Introduction
This contribution proposes two clarifications:
· That the switch of flows for a UE from infrastructure path to ProSe Communication path shall not impact its other flows and other flows of other UEs, this last aspect was missing

· That the switch criteria doe not highlight any solution (UE to UE direct path and local eNB path)
2 Discussion
Current section 5.1.6.5 proposes that for EUTRAN ProSe Communication:
· The ProSe mechanism shall allow the operator to change the communication path of one user traffic session of a UE without affecting the communication paths of other ongoing user traffic sessions
· The ProSe mechanism shall allow the operator to change the communication path of a user traffic session according to decisions based upon the QoS requirements of the session and the QoS requirements of other ongoing sessions
The requirements above apply to sessions of the same user.

But the change of characteristics of the communication of a UE should also not modify the service offered to other UEs without any operator’s control to avoid a degradation of the service for other UEs.

· It is proposed first to add in 2 above requirement that it applies for traffic sessions “of this UE or of other UEs” (i.e. also controlled by the current eNB/network)
Also it is specified that the criteria for evaluation may include the following:

· UE to UE conditions: communication range, channel conditions and achievable QoS;

· UE to eNB conditions: communication range, channel conditions and achievable QoS;
The 1st bullet can make reader think that UE to UE direct communication is necessary to be considered as UE to UE communication range needs to be checked. This is not necessary true fro stage 1 perspective as this is solution oriented. Specification of a direct communication is out of SA1 scope, this possibility was always given as one potential example to allow other 3GPP WGs to look for potential solutions for the way to do the “optimized” ProSe Communication path. The “UE to UE” terminology cannot be in a requirement.

Also potential interference with communications of other UEs needs also to be taken into account by the system.

· It is proposed to replace above 2 bullets by a more generic/solution agnostic one:

· “communication range, channel conditions and achievable QoS” 
3 Proposal
The following update of the TR is proposed for the TR :
************************** START OF CHANGES *************************

5.1.6.5
Potential Requirements

Requirements for E-UTRA ProSe communications 

[pr.5.1.6-27] The system shall be capable of establishing a new user traffic session with an E-UTRA ProSe Communication path, and maintaining both of the E-UTRA ProSe Communication path and the infrastructure path simultaneously, when the UEs are determined to be in range allowing ProSe Communication.

Note: ProSe specifications should take into account the relative speed of ProSe-enabled UEs. 

[pr.5.1.6-28] The system shall be capable of moving a user traffic session from the infrastructure path to an E-UTRA ProSe Communication path, when the ProSe-enabled UEs are determined to be in range allowing ProSe Communication.

[pr.5.1.6-29] The system shall be capable of monitoring the communication characteristics (e.g. channel condition, QoS of the path, volume of the traffic etc.) on the E-UTRA ProSe communication path, regardless of whether there is data transferred via infrastructure path.

[pr.5.1.6-30] The system shall be capable of moving a user traffic session from an E-UTRA ProSe communication path to an infrastructure path. At a minimum, this functionality shall support the case when the E-UTRA ProSe Communication path is no longer feasible.

[pr.5.1.6-31] The user shall not perceive the switching of user traffic sessions between the E-UTRA ProSe Communication and infrastructure paths.

[pr.5.1.6-32] The system shall be capable of switching each flow it is aware of between the E-UTRA ProSe Communication and the infrastructure paths, independently.

[pr.5.1.6-33] The establishment of a user traffic session on the E-UTRA ProSe Communication path and the switching of user traffic between an E-UTRA Prose Communication path and an infrastructure path are under control of the network.

[pr.5.1.6-34] The Radio Access Network shall control the radio resources associated with the E-UTRA ProSe Communication path. 

[pr.5.1.6-35] The ProSe mechanism shall allow the operator to change the communication path of a user traffic session without affecting the QoS of the session.

[pr.5.1.6-36] The ProSe mechanism shall allow the operator to change the communication path of one user traffic session of a UE without affecting the communication paths of other ongoing user traffic sessions of this UE or of other UEs. 

[pr.5.1.6-37] The ProSe mechanism shall allow the operator to change the communication path of a user traffic session according to decisions based upon the QoS requirements of the session and the QoS requirements of other ongoing sessions of this UE and other UEs.

[pr.5.1.6-38] The system shall be capable of selecting the most appropriate communications path, according to operator preferences. The criteria for evaluation may include the following, although not restricted to:

System-specific conditions: 
· backhaul link, supporting links or core node (EPC) performance;

· Cell-specific conditions: cell loading;

· ProSe Communication and infrastructure path conditions: communication range, channel conditions and achievable QoS;
· 
· Service-type conditions: APN, service discriminator.
************************** END OF CHANGES *************************

