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See S1-99360

Craig

Thank you for your comments

I think what is confusing, even to me and my colleagues, is the somewhat different definitions of Service capabilites in 22.100 and 22.121.

The first definition of Service capabilities, including bearer services, is taken from 22.100, while the added part further down references the Service capability definiton in VHE (which only references the mechanisms MExE, SIM AT and CAMEL).

I made some slight changes in the attached LS, to reflect the two S1

defintions. Perhaps this clarifies things a bit?

The important thing, though, is that what T2 wants us to give them ("Service capabilites" in their terminolgy, "Terminal capabilites" in our proposed terminology), are defined by the list further down in the LS, i.e. includes all the five diffeent categories (BSs, TSs, SSs, Service capabilities as defined in 22.121 and GSM System features as defined in 22.105). This should be clear from the LS I hope.

Best regards

Mikael Dahlkvist

Ericsson Mobile Communications AB               Phone:+46 46 193142

Nya Vattentornet                                        Mobile:+46 705

181142

S-221 83 Lund                                   Fax:+46 46 193136

SWEDEN

email:mikael.dahlkvist@ecs.ericsson.se

-----Original Message-----

From: Bishop Craig [mailto:Ckbishop@AOL.COM]

Sent: Friday, June 11, 1999 2:37 PM

To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG1@LIST.ETSI.FR

Subject: Re: LS to T2 on Terminal capabilties

Dear All,

I am confused by the proposed liaison statement in document 376. The

Document states that S1 defines Service Capabilities as:

"Bearers defined by QoS parameters and/or mechanisms needed to realise

services." Further, the T2 definition of Service Capabilities is:

"capabilities that can be used either singly or in combination to deliver services to the user. The characteristic of service capabilities is that their logical function can be defined in a way that is independent of the implementation of the UMTS system (although all service capabilities are of course constrained by the implementation of UMTS). Examples: a data bearer of 144 kbps; a high quality speech teleservice; an IP teleservice; a capability to forward a speech call."

There does not appear to be much difference between these two definitions, other than the fact that the T2 definition is perhaps a little clearer (although may be it should have included SAT/MExE as an example capability).

The proposed liaison statement however, goes on to state:

"Within S1 it is understood that service capabilities will be: CAMEL, MExE, SAT, etc. Based on these service capabilities services can be built."

The liaison later states:

"What can be seen from this is that S1 only considers MExE and SAT as

service capabilities for terminals. All other needed capabilities are defined as services, i.e. tele service, bearer service, etc."

Both the S1 and T2 definitions of service capabilities appear to incorporate bearers and mechanisms, yet the liaison suggests that service capabilities for terminals only incorporates mechanisms. Could somebody please clarify this issue. If I am to present the liaison statement in S1-99376 to T2 next week, I would like to have a greater understanding of what S1 is actually saying.

Regards,

Craig Bishop

Samsung Electronics Research Institute

Communications House

South Street

Staines

TW18 4QE

UK

Tel: +44 1784 428600 ext 673

Fax: +44 1784 428629

> Dear S1 colleagues

>  Find our proposed outcome of the pending LS from last S1 meeting to be

sent

>  to TSG-T2 regarding Terminal capabilities. The attached document is tdoc

>  376, which is an update of the proposed tdoc 351, which was never agreed

at

>  the meeting.

>  The reason for being late with this is that the decision at the Hampton

>  Court meeting was to await a revised version of the VHE definitions of

>  Service capabilites on the S1 email list, however this has not occured as

>  far as we can judge, so now I'm sending this proposal based on the

current

>  VHE definitions.

>   <<S1-99376.doc>>

>  Please review and comment as soon as possible. This LS must be available

at

>  the next T2 plenary within two weeks.

>

>  Best regards

>  Mikael Dahlkvist

>  Ericsson Mobile Communications AB       Phone:  +46 46 193142

>  Nya Vattentornet                                                Mobile:

+46

>  705 181142

>  S-221 83 Lund                                           Fax:

+46

>  46 193136

>  SWEDEN                                                  e-mail:

>  mikael.dahlkvist@ecs.ericsson.se

>

