3GPP TSG-T WG1 Meeting #19
T1-030551
Seoul, Korea, May 12th-16th, 2003

Source:

Ericsson

Title:

Report from e-mail discussion on Use of QoS parameters in SM   test cases
Document for:
Information

1
Introduction
On the T1SIG meeting #27 in San Antonio, we had some discussion related to the CRs T1S030212 and T1S03213. Based on the discussion, the CRs were updated into T1S030228 and T1S030229 and then agreed. 

The CRs cover test cases where QoS negotiation is made between the UE and the network during UE originated PDP context activation. In test case 11.1.1.2.1 (CR T1S030212 and T1S030228), the network returns a negotiated QoS, which is lower than the QoS requested by the UE, but above or equal to the Minimum QoS set in the UE. In test case 11.1.1.2.2, the network returns a negotiated QoS, which is lower than the Minimum QoS set in the UE, causing the UE to deactivate the PDP context with cause "QoS not accepted".

The topic for the e-mail discussion was how to set the QoS parameters in these test cases, to achieve the desired result of the QoS negotiation.
2 Summary

There was very little discussion.

Ericsson made the following proposals:

“1. The "Minimum QoS" in the UE (set by AT command as specified in 3GPP TS 27.007 subclause 10.1.7), is a QoS profile that represents the minimum accepted QoS by the UE during activation of a specific PDP context. The parameters of the profile follow TS 23.107. The UE compares the IE "Negotiated QoS" in the received PDP CONTEXT ACTIVATION ACCEPT message with the stored "Minimum QoS" profile for the particular PDP context to judge whether the "Negotiated QoS" is considered as acceptable.

2. For a "Negotiated QoS" to be acceptable by the UE, each parameter in the "Negotiated QoS" needs to be acceptable compared to the corresponding parameter in the "Minimum QoS". For example, the value of the "Guaranteed bitrate DL" in the "Negotiated QoS" needs to be at least as high as the value of the "Guaranteed bitrate DL" in the "Minimum QoS" (this parameter is applicable to a conversational or streaming traffic class PDP context only). As another example, the "SDU error ratio" needs to be lower or equal to the "SDU error ratio" the "Minimum QoS".

3. The immediate subject for the discussion during the meeting was the QoS parameter "Maximum bitrate UL/DL". One interpretation is that, a higher or equal value of the "Maximum bitrate" in the "Negotiated QoS" than in the "Minimum QoS" is considered by the UE as acceptable. However, another possible interpretation and also my understanding is the opposite - a higher value would mean that the network expects more than the UE can handle. In other words, the "Maximum bitrate UL/DL" in the "Minimum QoS" is the maximum bitrate the UE can handle, and a higher bitrate would be unacceptable, at least when used in downlink.”
There were no comments pro or against this proposal.

3
Conclusion and Proposal

Since there was no real discussion on the reflector, the suggestion is that at least the item 3 above is kept as open and left for further discussion.
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