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S2-000165, Nortel, "Network Initiated Secondary PDP Context activation procedure"

- Which message is used as the "Trigger" from the IQMF to the GGSN? Answer: The trigger is just "made up" and is just there to show that the IQMF communicates with the GGSN.

- How can, according to 23.107 figure 3, the QoS information be passed to the mobile station? Answer: Figure 3 is the user plane, the control plane is in figure 2. 23.107 does not say anything about the application layer signalling which may trigger QoS negotiation (PDP context activation).

- It is important to find out how calls are set up before the quality of service is determined. The key issues for Release 2000 need to be considered in this discussion as well as the requirements for Release 2000.

S2-000166, Nortel, "Use of RSVP Signaling for PSTN-terminating Calls in 3GPP Networks"

- It is not necessary to send the PATH message when in fact the PDP Context Activation could be initiated at once.

- Should the IQMF be a "stand-alone" entity, or should it be added to the GGSN like the IP Bearer Service Manager in the R00 TR. This would make the communication between IQMF and GGSN easier.

It should be found out if the SGSN and the GGSN should be RSVP-capable and it may be problematic to use RSVP not as an end-to-end protocol but to use it as a signalling protocol to the IQMF which is not actually the end point.

- Is RSVP to be used to signal QoS? Answer: End-to-end QoS mechanisms (of which RSVP is one) will have to be studied as well as the situation which operators are actually facing with outside networks.

S2-000144, Lucent, "General Principles of QoS Control Policies for UMTS"

- What are the QoS policies based on? Answer: They can be static and dynamic, coming from the operator and based on the user's requirements.

- It was pointed out, that the policy framework is actually in line with Ericsson's proposals from the Abiko meeting.

- It was stated that the policy manager should not be located in the edge node.

- There are already policies, since for example the subscription constitutes a set of policies and that there is already admission/capability control in 23.107.

- Such a policy architecture should be layered independently on top of the UMTS mechanisms.

- Proposals: Policy Framework is needed in UMTS and key issues need to be identified.

S2-000130, Ericsson, "QoS Control of the IP Bearer Service"

S2-000131, Ericsson, "Processing RSVP Signalling in the MT"

- IntServ should not be used in UMTS since the UMTS mechanisms are appropriate and sufficient.

- What is added to the current situation in 23.107? Answer: An IP Bearer Service Manager in MT.

- The PATH message does not necessarily carry enough information for QoS (only the TSPEC) and RSVP should be modified. This should happen in the appropriate bodies, i.e. the IETF

- The GGSN may have scalability problems due to having to analyze the traffic. It was pointed out that the GGSN as RSVP proxy would only analyze the signalling.

- The RSVP proxying mechanism is not necessarily important since the TIMER_VALUES object in the RSVP messages may be set to a high value which would virtually create a hard state.

S2-000175, Rogers Cantel, "QoS Requirements to be considered for inclusion in the All IP network"

- It is important for operators to have end-to-end quality of service negotiation. 

- It should be possible to support IP QoS mechanisms.

Common Understanding:

- End-to-end QoS negotiation should be supported.

- RSVP is one option at the moment. Other options need to be studied.

- Interworking with non-QoS-enabled parts needs to be considered.

- The dominant IP mechanisms should be chosen and not mechanisms which are going to "die" in a few years.

- It is important to study the policy architecture but to keep it indendently layered on top of UMTS. The key issues in QoS policies need to be identified.

- Nokia proposed to host a QoS drafting session in May (before the S2 meeting in Berlin) to progress the work there. It was also pointed out that this discussion should be continued actively (for example through email).

