TSG-SA WG 1 (Services) meeting #15
S1-020394

Saalfelden, Austria, 11-15th February 2002
Agenda Item:10 

Title:
Comments on Priority Service TR
Source:
One 2 One Personal Communications Limited, T-Mobil

Contact:
Michele Zarri 


mailto:michele.zarri@one2one.co.uk

Introduction 

One 2 One and T-Mobil welcome the introduction of the TR describing the Priority Service, however we would also like to raise some concerns regarding the scope and the service requirements as expressed version 0.0.5. It is our opinion that the following issues require some clarification. 

Discussion

Regarding the Introduction section

1. It is not clear from the introduction, and also from the rest of the document if the Priority Service applies in the HPLMN or if it also applies in a VPLMN

2. The TR states that “Priority Service is intended to be used only during times of emergency situations and network congestion”. We would like to get clarification on how those emergency situations are determined and by whom.

3. Moreover it is not clear how it will be possible to prevent a high priority subscriber to abuse of the service.

4. In the TR introduction it is stated that “Priority Service is not intended for use by all emergency service personnel”. We believe that the priority service should be granted either by the regulators in each country or by the network operator. In either case it seems to us that it is out of the scope of 3GPP to deliberate on such matters.

5. From the TR: “To this end, it is imperative that the Priority Service is compatible with fixed network capabilities”. Have these capabilities been identified?

6. It seems to us that when defining the service requirements for the Priority Service, the interaction with existing specified mechanisms should be taken into account in case an operator decides to use those capabilities alongside the Priority Service. 

7. It is not clear from the introduction if Priority Service applies only to UTRAN or if it is also meant to work with a GSM EDGE radio access network.

8. It is not clear from the introduction if the deployment of Priority service will require special handsets and or USIM, or if instead it is supposed to work also for “legacy” handsets.

Regarding the Scope section

1. the TR states that “Multimedia and non-circuit switched aspects of Priority Service are not addressed”. Does it mean that ongoing packet sessions are dropped when the user starts a priority service?

Regarding the High level requirements section

1. Are the requirements in this section based on regulatory requirements? 

2. The TR states in 4.1: “The Priority Service subscriber shall be assigned one of n priority levels and an associated PIN at the time of subscription”. Why is there a need to have subscriber control of priority levels? Why is a PIN required? Does it mean that the service is not supported in existing SIMs? 

3. Regarding paragraph 4.2 it is not clear which entity decides the “no radio available” condition and how this decision is taken. Moreover, if handover needs to be supported, this would imply that the radio access network (UTRAN/GERAN) will need to have knowledge of the priority level of the user since the core network may not be involved in this process. This seems also implied in section 5.8.2.

Regarding section 5

1. The TR states that “The user priority levels 1-n and the associated PINs are assigned by the appropriate national authority”. This could certainly be the condition in several countries, however, as far as a 3GPP specification is concerned we believe that such level and PIN can only be allocated by the network operator. 

2. In paragraphs 5.5 and 5.6 a process of authorisation and de-authorisation is mentioned, but not enough details are provided to understand what exactly this process is.

3. Section 5.7 mentions a parameter called FC. How does the priority subscriber know the FC? Is it a personal code? If yes, which network element is responsible to check it? Could it be used by other parties? If it is not personal, how is boad misuse prevented?

4. Also on 5.7, we would like to point out that if the network is congested, so is the random access channel and the only way to overcome this obstacle seems to be the use of the already defined access classes, at least in GERAN. UTRAN may still have some code points left.

5. On 5.8.1: has the preemption intentionally been excluded as a feature of priority service? Furthermore it seems unrealistic under a technical point of view to have the requirement to track the mobility of a user who has been put in a queue.

6. In section 5.9.5, 6th bullet point, but also above in the TR it appears the call waiting shall not be supported. Is it intentional?

Editorial remarks

1. Section 6.1.1, second paragraph: replace the term MS with SIM.

2. Section 7: the third numbered list has 4 entries, not three as stated before the list.

