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*******1st modification: Section 4.1.3.2.2.3 *******

4.1.3.2.2.3
Comparison of the Initial Admission and Reservation functional procedure 

This clause provides a verbal comparison of functional procedure Initial Reservation for a Session. Commonalties exist between the operations performed by the SPDF and PCRF:

· Both SPDF and PCRF perform policy-based decisions using operator policies

· Both SPDF and PCEF may attempt the opening/closing of pinholes on the BGF.
· Both SPDF and PCRF may attempt to install policy/PCC rules on the BGF/PCEF upon the the Initial Admission and Reservation Request from the AF

Differences exist between the operations performed by the SPDF and the PCRF:

· The SPDF does not determine the IP Session and transport resources corresponding to the UE's IP Address (This is delegated to the A-RACF), while the PCRF determines the IP-CAN Session may determine the IP-CAN Bearers. This should not affect the harmonisation of Gq' and Rx since the functionality is provided by RACS as a whole, not only by the SPDF.
· The SPDF does not correlate the request with a Subscriber profile (this is delegated to the A-RACF), while the PCRF may attempt to correlate the request with a subscriber profile. This should not affect the harmonisation of Gq' and Rx since the functionality is provided by RACS as a whole, not only by the SPDF.
· The SPDF determines whether or not to push the policy to the BGF based on the contents of the AA‑Request and on local policy rules. The Gq' AA‑Request may contain AVPs such as the Reservation‑Class AVP and/or Binding‑Information AVP.  The PCRF determines whether to push the PCC rules to the PCEF or to wait for the PCEF to pull them based on the Bearer Control Mode.
· Not only the UE's IP address is required on the Gq' reference point, but the Globally Unique Address (the combination of the UE's IP Address with the Realm, i.e. the Domain in which the IP Address is meaningful).

· On the Gq' reference point, the AF does not explicitly indicate the stage of the service information negotiation. On Rx, this may be specified by the AF. This could be kept on the Harmonized reference point as an optional parameter.
· On the Rx reference point, the AF does not indicate the requested duration of the reservation. As such, on Rx, there is also no explicit support of the hard-state and soft-state reservation models. On the Gq' reference point, the AF may indicate the requested duration of the reservation and may as such indicate whether a soft-state or hard-state reservation is required. This could be kept on the Harmonized reference point as an optional parameter.
· .  
*******End of addition *******
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