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Abstract: This contribution proposes a way forward in SA6 in regards to a baseline application architecture.
1. Introduction
One of the important issues discussed in SA6 has been the usage of existing application architectures as a baseline for the MCPTT application architecture. Both ETSI TCCE and OMA PCPS are such architectures.  Although they are architecturally similar, there are also significant differences.
In this contribution, it is proposed to analyze pros and cons of each proposed solution for the baseline application architecture in order to decide a way forward.
2. Discussion
It is proposed that an evaluation table comparing these two potential baseline solutions be included in clause 9 to start the evaluation process in selecting the most appropriate application architecture solution.

*** Start of change 1 ***
9
Evaluation

Editor's note:
This clause contains the overall evaluation of various solutions.

Two baseline application architecture solutions have been proposed for MCPTT on-network behaviour:
· Solution 1: ETSI TCCE
· Solution 2: OMA PCPS
In order to analyse each potential solution, the following criteria can be considered:

A. Relevance against MCPTT Requirements (TS 22.179): To what extent each solution can support the MCPTT service requirements.
B. Level of Stage 2 Detail:  To what extent each solution has completed Stage 2 architecture including not only what has to be done but the mechanism by which it is accomplished.

C. Level of Stage 3 Detail:  To what extent each solution has completed Stage 3 documentation including all required protocols or use of existing protocols.

D. Validation:  To what extent the specifications for each solution have been validated either against independent implementations or certification requirements.

E. Interoperability:  To what extent each solution has been designed and tested for interoperability with other PTT systems and/or existing 3GPP interface points (e.g. BM-SC, SGi)

F. Flexibility: To what extent each solution can be flexible enough to support the existing MCPTT requirements but also the proposed MCVIDEO and MCDATA work items. 
G. Alignment to Existing Architectural Assumptions:  To what extent each proposed solution aligns with the existing architectural assumptions and normative information already contained in the TR (e.g. independent SIP Core, Deployment Scenarios).

H. 3GPP Workload: To what extent each solution may be able to meet the Rel13 WID schedule.

I. Other SDO Dependence: To what extent each solution will require interaction with other SDOs (e.g., IETF).
The following table contains the criteria with which to compare each solution in order to capture a quantitative and qualitative assessment that will assist in selecting the baseline application architecture.
	Selection criterion
	Solution 1:  ETSI TCCE
	Solution 2:  OMA PCPS
	Notes

	A. Relevance against MCPTT Requirements (TS 22.179)
	
	
	

	B. Level of Stage 2 Detail
	
	
	

	C. Level of Stage 3 Detail
	
	
	

	D. Validation
	
	
	

	E. Interoperability
	
	
	

	F. Flexibility
	
	
	

	G. Alignment to Existing Architectural Assumptions
	
	
	

	H. 3GPP Workload
	
	
	

	I. Other SDO Dependence
	
	
	


*** End of change 1 ***
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