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1. Overall Description:

Within the work of MCData and MCVideo work items, SA6 discussed the use of the term “one-to-many” (including any variation of that term) in the SA1 requirements for MCCore, MCVideo and MCData.
Below is an overview of the use of the term “one-to-many” in the stage 1 documents for mission critical services:
In TS 22.179, the terms “one-to-many”, “one to many” and “1-to-many” are not used.
In TS 22.280, the terms “one-to-many” and “1-to-many” are used as follows:

Group Communication: A one-to-many or many-to-many communication using an MCX Service.

[R-5.1.1-002] The MCX Service shall provide a mechanism by which an MCX UE makes a 1-to-many MCX Service transmission to any MCX Service Group(s) for which the current MCX User is authorized.

In TS 22.281, the term “one-to-many” is used as follows:

· Mission critical and public safety level functionality (e.g. one-to-many sessions, affiliations, end-to-end confidentiality, emergency type communications) and performance (e.g. low latency);

[R-5.4.1.2-002] The MCVideo Service shall support one-to-many video communications between authorized MCVideo UEs when the transmitting and/or receiving MCVideo UEs are moving at different speeds, from 0 km/h to 160km/h.

In TS 22.282, the term “one to many” is used as follows:

[R-5.2.2-002] The MCData SDS shall provide a one to many service to affiliated members with policy assertion capabilities (e.g. certain types of message or content may only be relevant to certain members of a group due, for example, to location).
The term “one-to-many” (or any variation of this term) causes ambiguity when defining architectural procedures and information flows as it can be interpreted as communication to a list of users or as communication to a group identifier.
Based on this analysis, SA6 considers that the use of any variation of the term “one-to-many” in requirements is synonymous with group communications.
2. Actions:

To SA WG1 group
ACTION: 
SA WG6 kindly asks SA WG1 to confirm that the use of any variation of the term “one-to-many” in requirements is synonymous with group communications and to consider removing any variation of this term in the requirements in TS 22.280, TS 22.281 and TS 22.282.
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