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Introduction

This contribution aims to initiate a discussion of the possible merger of the TISPAN RACS Gq´ interface procedures, as contained in TISPAN ES 183.017, into a Rel-8 version of 3GPP PCC Rx interface specification, 3GPP TS 29.414.
Current discussions in TISPAN, if such a merger should be performed as part of Common IMS, are still ongoing. Further, related stage 2 changes in 3GPP would be required before stage 3 work can commence. Thus, it is not expected that the present joined meeting of TISPAN WG3 and 3GPP CT3 can come to a final conclusion on this merger.
This contribution only aims to initiate a discussion about the feasibility and complexity of such a merger that can serve as input to the TISPAN discussion.

Differences between ETSI ES 283 017 and 3GPP TS 29.414.

Both specification were derived from the 3GPP Rel-6 SBLP Gq specification TS 29.209, and are therefore still relatively similar with respect to procedures and encoding.
(Annex B in TISPAN ES 183.017 is derived from 3GPP TS 29.208, and similar information applicable for Rx is now contained in 3GPP TS 29.213.)
Tables 7.3.1 and 7.3.2 in ES 283.017 lists AVPs added in the TIPAN specification. These are:

· Binding-information
· Binding-input-list
· Binding-output-list
· V6-transport-address
· V4-transport-address
· Port-number
· Reservation-class
· Latching-indication
· Reservation-priority
· Service-Class
· Overbooking indicator
· Globally-Unique-Address

· Address-Realm

· Transport-Class
The main additions of the TISPAN specification are related to the media stream binding at the BGF controlled by the SPDF.
The following AVPs and related procedures were added to cover this: Binding-information, Binding-input-list , Binding-output-list , V6-transport-address, V4-transport-address, Port-number, Latching-indication.
As a related issue, separate interactions between SPDF and AF are required for SDP offer and SDP answer to allow the P-CSCF acting as AF to modify address information in the SDP by inserting addresses and ports which are being reserved at the BGF. However, the Rx interface has also been updated to allow for Rx interactions when processing the SDP offer.
Some other TISPAN AVPs have already been endorsed by 3GPP TS 29.214, e.g.:
· The reservation priority

· The Globally-Unique-Address is not directly part of Rx, but the contained Farmed Framed-IP-Address AVP and Framed-IPv6-Prefix are already part. However, the contained Address Realm AVP is not used on Rx.

The following Gq` AVPs do not yet have Rx equivalents, but their functionality is limited to some extensions to the service information, with the usage dependent on the policy at the SPDF and their values not fully standardized, and could be added with relative ease to Rx:

· Reservation-class
· Service-Class
· Overbooking indicator
· Transport-Class
Some Gq AVPs are not applicable at Gq`
· Auth Token

· Access-Network-Charging-Address

· Access-Network-Charging-Identifier

· Access-Network-Charging-Identifier-Value
The Auth Token AVP is also removed from Rx, and the Access network related AVP shall only be provided if available according to Rx procedures. Thus, these AVPs are no problem for a possible merger.

Compared to Gq, some AVPs were added at the Rx interface:
· The reservation priority (also on Gq`)

· Farmed Framed-IP-Address AVP and Framed-IPv6-Prefix (also on Gq`)
· Service-URN AVP: to mark emergency traffic
· Acceptable-Service-Info AVP: Extended Eroor information if service info is rejected
· Service-Info-Status-AVP: Allows to keep apart service info derived from SDP offer and answer
· Codec-Data AVP: provides additional info on codecs within SDP m, and related arttribute lines
It is expected that these AVPs could also serve as useful functional enrichments of the Gq` interface.
Conclusions
While there is some unique functionality with corresponding encoding both on the Rx and Gq´ interface, the common parts of the functionality still apply the same procedures and encoding.
It is expected that the unique functionality added on the Gq´ interface could be added to Rx with relative ease.
