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1. Overall Description:

SA2 thanks CT3 for their liaison on Flow ID supplied by GCS AS. 
We acknowledge that the similarity of the names “FlowID” and “Flow Identifier” could easily lead to some confusion. If the application does not generate a value for “FlowID”, the two parameters will be identical.
Based on TS 23.246, SA2 can confirm that in a fully standards compliant implementation and deployment, the values for the parameter “Flow Identifier” are assigned only by BM-SC. In case the application (via the GCS AS) exercises the option to specify a value for the “FlowID” parameter in the Activate MBMS Bearer Request message on the MB2-C interface, it is reasonable to assume that that value could be different from the value of the “Flow Identifier” parameter generated by the BM-SC for the associated Session Create Request. In such case, the BM-SC will need to store both the “Flow Identifier” and the “FlowID” in the context that it maintains for that instantiation of the MBMS bearer and make sure that subsequent uses of the values for “Flow Identifier” go on the SGmb, while for “FlowID” they continue to be used on MB2-C.
Regarding the intended use of the option to have “FlowID” specified by the GCS AS: the assigning of application-level semantics to the “FlowID” parameter is outside SA2’s scope.  SA2 wants to provide the application with an interface that empowers it with flexible tools.
 Four potential examples of use have been discussed. 
· One example of application-level use is assigning to each service area a distinct “FlowID” value, and have all the MBMS bearers in the same service area use the same “FlowID”
. 
· Another example of potential use could be to associate “FlowID” values from the same range to MBMS bearers that have the same QoS characteristics, in order to facilitate the mapping of groups to existing MBMS bearers, rather than having to instantiate new bearers in new service areas whenever group activity starts in that service area.
· A valid concern that public safety might have with respect to flow identifiers is to guarantee that the MBMS system recognize multiple consecutive (non-overlapping) instances of a TMGI use as being related and part of the same overall group communication. That is, the MBMS system must not assign, for example, Flow Identifier 1 to the first use of TMGI A and Flow Identifier 2 to the second use of TMGI A, without the knowledge and agreement of the MCPTT Server (GCS AS).
· Another possibility is that the public safety UEs can be given a single TMGI+FlowID to map to a particular MCPTT group without need to change that mapping over a period of time that may extend to days/weeks.
Consequently, and in response to CT3’s questions: SA2 does not standardize any values for the FlowID parameter and does not assign any particular semantics to it at the MB2-C level. But it is conceivable that higher layers (e.g. applications) predefine and specify such information, and SA2 expects those values to be carried transparently over the MB2-C interface.  
2. Actions:

To CT3:  
SA2 respectfully asks CT3 to consider this response and to proceed with the implementation of CR(s) that enable the functionality in TS 23.468 Rel-12. 
3. Date of Next SA2 Meetings:
	MEETING
	DATE
	LOCATION

	SA2#109
	25 - 29 May 2015
	Fukuoka, JP

	SA2#110
	6-10 Jul 2015
	Dubrovnik, HR


� It has been recognized that the mechanisms of specifying and identifying areas of MBMS service need further study, which SA2 is undertaking in Rel-13 under the “MBMS_enh” study item. It is possible that some ways of using “FlowID” in Rel-12 may become obsolete in Rel-13. 
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