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1. Introduction

This paper proposes the specification of a new Diameter application designed to support MCPTT user data management over MCPTT-2 and CSC-13 reference points.
2. Reason for Change

It is proposed to define a new application for data handling over the MCPTT-2 and CSC-13 reference points. The main objective is to define an application that will be flexible enough to cover existing MCPTT service requirements, future functional enhancements and also fulfill future requirements for other reference points.

The same application is defined for both reference points. For this release, only the Configuration Management server is authorized to update data stored in the MCPTT user database.

The subscription to notification is an optional functionality used during the Read operation, the client retrieving information from the MCPTT user database being responsible to explicitly request to be notified of any change for the requested data. This optional functionality allows deploying data-less clients that will contact the MCPTT database only when required.
3. Proposal

It is proposed to propose to agree on the principle to define a new Diameter application for use over MCPTT-2 and CSC-13 reference points and approve the proposed specification attached to this document.
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�MAY


We do not need to impose that.





�Consider Redirect as well?


�We need to check final clause.


It was in fact a subclause





