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1. Overall Description:

SA WG2 thanks SA WG4 for their LS on TR 26.924 Study on improved end to end QoS handling.
SA WG2 has reviewed the version of the TR 26.924, in particular the updates provided in the diff version compare to v 0.1.1.

SA WG2 would like to comment on the following proposed requirements:
Requirement 1: It should be possible to make the network aware of the minimum and maximum supported bandwidth requirements negotiated between the UEs for each media direction.  
NOTE:
The maximum supported bandwidth may be used to derive the MBR and/or for policy enforcement. The minimum supported bandwidth may be used to indicate the expected lower bound for the adaptation, e.g. used by MGWs.

Comments: This requirement will impact, at least, the MTSI application in the UE and the PCRF. If the PCRF derives the MBR using the maximum supported bandwidth then no impacts on policy enforcement, in the PCEF or bearer management procedures are foreseen. The assumption is that the MTSI application in the UE includes in the SDP both existing bandwidth modifiers and the new information for backward compatibility and that the PCRF ignores the new information if it is not understood.
Requirement 2: It should be possible to make the network aware of the minimum and maximum desired bandwidth requirements negotiated between the UEe for each media direction. 

NOTE:
The minimum desired bandwidth may be used to derive the GBR. The minimum and/or maximum desired bandwidths may be used for the admission control, e.g. to determine how many users can be admitted in order to ensure a certain desired quality level.

Comments: This requirement will impact, at least, the MTSI application in the UE and the PCRF. The PCRF derives the GBR using the minimum desired bandwidth. The GBR is used for admission control in the RAN, therefore SA2 would ask SA4 for clarifications on how and when the maximum desired bandwidth is used to obtain the GBR. No impacts on PCEF or bearer management procedures are foreseen. The assumption is that the MTSI application in the UE includes in the SDP both existing bandwidth modifiers, codec data and the new information for backward compatibility and that the PCRF ignores the new information that is not understood.

Requirement 3: It should be possible for the clients to know what bitrate variations are allowed or how the bitrate average is calculated, e.g. in the policing functions. 

Comments: SA2 would like to first understand what the requirement means before being able to assess its system architecture impacts. Does SA4 believe that there are any impacts on policing functions in EPC?

2. Actions:
To SA4.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks SA4:

· to take the comments given above into consideration,

· for being informed if SA4 has different opinion,
· to provide feedback how and when the maximum desired bandwidth is used to obtain the GBR and
· to provide feedback on how the MTSI client learns about the bit rate variations.
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