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1 Reason for Contribution

The PoC Enhancement WID 098 has been approved. The WID, while addressing specific topics to be included in PoC release 2, intentionally provides the flexibility to allow any other new requirements as are contributed to the work and agreed for inclusion. 
The contributors believe that PoC support for the functionality sketched by the requirements below would enhance the PoC user experience and increase the performance of PoC service related systems, and would meet a market requirement that could increase operator revenues.
This input contribution provides requirement related to other input contribution, OMA-REQ-2004-1032-PoC2-Requirements-One Enhancement. So it would be better to discuss OMA-REQ-2004-1032-PoC2-Requirements-One Enhancement first.
The IC has been revised to reflect and to answer some comments from the last Barcelona meeting.

1. NEC’s comment: Why don’t we use the mechanism to send only one packet instead of the many same packets along the path in between PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function and the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function?

Answer: SIP Session does basically mean the relationship in between one point and the other point. If we want to set up a SIP Session in between one point representing many logical points, i.e., many clients in one network side and the other point representing the other many clients in the other network side, the following drawbacks are expected.

· One packet loss results in the low QoE for all participants in the other network side. (like Single Point of Failure).
· Drastic changes to PoC Release 1 standard will be required. (changes to SIP signalling, changes to RTP, and changes to the Participating PoC Function procedures and Controlling PoC Function procedures, and so on)
· Highly complex management of the SIP session is required.

On the contrary, using only different criteria for determination of PoC Server role (Controlling PoC Function and Participating PoC Function) does not need many changes. It is just a new criterion to determine the position of the Controlling PoC Function, that is, to put the Controlling PoC Function role in the PoC Server that serves the most PoC clients in the PoC Session. 
With this contribution, we would like to even further narrow down the criteria as the following due to the fat that the media flow can take a different path than the path the signalling flow takes.
- To put the Media related Controlling PoC Function in the PoC Server, which serves the most PoC Clients 
One outstanding example of the Media related Controlling PoC Function is to provide the centralized Media distribution.
2. Nextel (?)’s comment: The requirement is lack of specific meaning.
Answer: LGE agrees to the comment and the revised requirements are provided in this revised document.
Last CC on 23rd March it was decided to make a requirement based on the contribution, OMA-REQ-2004-1032-PoC2-Requirements-One Enhancement. This contribution contains the requirement elaborated with interested delegates through offline discussion.

Cingular’s additional requirement or Note (?) for the optimisation is added.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution presents requirement on PoC release 2 for inclusion in a first version of the PoC release 2 RD. 
The proposed functionality for PoC release 2 provides an efficient way of signalling and media traffic routing.
3 Detailed Proposal

The following proposes text for the PoC release 2 RD (section ?).  The authors request the editor assign the correct section number.

Derived / Proposed Requirements 
(Normative)


· 

a) Where the Participants of a PoC Session are distributed across multiple networks, the PoC Servers MAY support the optimization of media latencies and the amount of reserved lines between PoC networks.
b) When optimisation is attempted, the performance metrics used in such optimization criteria (e.g. media

latency; see also PoC RD V1_0 Subclause 6.2.9 - Performance requirements, as applicable) as experienced by the Session Initiator or Group Session Host SHALL not be adversely affected.
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5 Recommendation

We propose to accept the proposed use case and introduce them in the PoC Enhancement RD to generate a first version of the RD.
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