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1. Introduction
Following the IETF decision to retain the draft-ietf-dime-ovli-01as a working group document, addresses open points still under discussion in IETF and the 3GPP view on them.

2. Reason for Change
Draft-ietf-dime-ovli-01describes a solution for Diameter overload control, which should be analysed in the TR for its use for 3GPP networks. Part of this analysis is to review the open points still under discussion in IETF and the 3GPP view on them.  
3. Conclusions

<Conclusion part (optional)>

4. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 29.809  v0.4.0.
* * * First Change * * * *
7.4
Solution 3 - OVLI 

7.4.1
Solution overview
7.4.2
Solution open points

The solution described in the IETF Draft draft-ietf-dime-ovli-01 [xx] still present some open points in IETF for which 3GPP is concerned. 
For the hereafter points, 3GPP has not yet finalized their position,  
a)
Is the OC-Report-Type AVP with the realm value needed?
b)
Is the OC-Sequence-Number AVP needed in the OC-Supported-Features AVP?
c)
The OC-Report-Type with a realm value does not cover a certain number of scenarios, 
d)
The OC-Sequence-Number AVP in the OC-OLR AVP should be a timestamp.
e)
Use of the capability exchange in the backward way (to clarify).
f) 
Is a validity period with its current use required? 
g)
 Sending of OLRs and Supported features in all answers.
…….
The points from a) to g) need to be fixed in a short term but they don’t prevent from starting the 3GPP normative work on the basis of the IETF Draft draft-ietf-dime-ovli-01 [xx]. 
The following points, if they are not standardised in the IETF draft are under the 3GPP application responsibility:

aa)…….
3GPP has a converged view on the following statements:
aaa)
The piggybacking principle as described in the IETF draft where the transferred OLR applies to the Application ID and the Origin Host /Origin Realm of the answer message conveying the OLR.
bbb) the load information is important for the load balancing network elements. The standardisation of a load indication conveyance is useful; it can be handled in a separate IETF RFC and is not required in a first phase  for rel12.
ccc) the specification of agent overload case is important; it can be handled in a separate IETF RFC and is not required in a first phase for rel12. 

…..
   * * * Next Change * * * *
7.6
Conclusions

Editor’s note: the hereafter paragraph is a conclusion related to the open points analyzed in subclause 7.4.2 and to be inserted within the other conclusions. 
The open points analyzed in subclause 7.4.2 do not prevent from starting the 3GPP normative work on the basis of the IETF Draft draft-ietf-dime-ovli-01 [xx] and its evolution. 

* * * Next Change * * * *

8.2
Solution for Diameter Overload Control in 3GPP Networks
[This section should indicate how the selected overload mechanism is foreseen to be implemented in 3GPP networks. For instance, if possible options are available in the standard mechanism, a recommendation for 3GPP can be provided.]

As indicated in subclause 7.6, the solution as currently defined in the IETF Draft draft-ietf-dime-ovli-01[xx] is recommended as the basis for 3GPP applications environment given that specific application complements could be added on a per Diameter application basis. 
The 3GPP working groups can start the normative work on the use of this solution for the 3GPP Diameter application under their responsibility, taking into account the evolution of the IETF draft to an RFC.
Editor(s note:  should it be recommended a limited list of Diameter application to be addressed in Rel12 (e.g. S6a)
Editor’s note:  to check for additional recommendations   
* * * End of Changes * * * *
