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1 Overview

OMA Requirements Working Group would like to thank 3GPP2 for responding to its request for assistance in enabling Multi-level Priority Access for PoC Sessions as an optional feature of PoC version 2.0.  OMA Requirement Group appreciates work done by 3GPP2 to date on the preliminary Stage 1 requirements for “MultiMedia Priority Service (MMPS) for IMS-based Networks” (ref: 3GPP2 S.P0117 Version 0.0.2).      

Enclosed herewith are responses to the comments and specific questions raised in the LS from 3GPP2 (see Section 2 below).
2 Proposal

4th paragraph of the 3GPP2 LS:
“… It is our understanding that the IWN network is a private land mobile radio (LMR) network, whereas WPS and MMPS are/shall be implemented on public networks.” 

OMA REQ response:    

Integrated Wireless Network (IWN) objectives include a preference on open standards-based solution; IWN overall design will not be exclusively based on LMR (private) network services, it may be complemented by commercial wireless service solutions (e.g. UMTS and EV-DO).                                                                          (Ref:  http://www.usdoj.gov/jmd/iwn/overview.html  3rd paragraph, plus high-level system design proposals submitted by system integration bidders who passed the first-cut.)

OMA REQ responses to other specific questions:

1. 
Are there any specific IWN requirements that would affect the definition of priority service?

Available information based on analysis of IWN Phase 1 requirements indicates, among other things, the need to support service level prioritisation of PTT service over IP-based public mobile network.  PoC 2 Priority Access feature intends to address this specific requirement.  Service prioritisation requirements for other IMS-based services are likely, but are beyond the scope of PoC 2. 
2. The OMA liaison describes the 5 levels of priority that could be assigned. How do these 5 levels relate to the PoC Crisis QoE profile that is described in the current baseline requirements of PoC Version 2? For example, are these 5 levels sub-levels under the PoC Crisis QoE profile?

In the PoC 2 RD, a QoE profile is defined for each PoC User according to his subscription.  The PoC Service Provider can use QoE profiles as a way to define a mapping between quality-of-service (QoS) experienced by the PoC User and different performance criteria based on Media Types and Priority Levels.  For example, ‘Professional’ QoE profile would provide a higher level of QoS than the ‘Basic’ QoE profile for the same media type (e.g. data), subject to support of such differentiation by the lower layer infrastructure.  Note that PoC User access (i.e. ability to initiate) and processing of his PoC Session traffic, under network load conditions, is determined by the Priority Level assigned as part of his QoE profile.

A new optional QoE Profile “Official Government Use” was agreed in Function 003 (in Section 6.1.9.1), which is intended to fulfil use cases such as, IWN (specifically relevant to PTT over IP network), with the proposed 5 levels of priority similarly to WPS.  If and when this ‘Official Government Use’ QoE profile is implemented in a PoC network, this profile shall override all other QoE profiles (i.e., ‘Basic’, ‘Professional’ and ‘Crisis’).  This means that PoC Users who are authorised for ‘Official Government Use’ profile, under congested radio access network conditions, will be granted access according to their respective highest priority level authorised, within the 5-level priority scheme, while taking precedence over all other PoC Users with other QoE profiles.
************  Excerpt from the latest PoC 2 Requirements Document  ************* 

6.1.9 Quality of Experience (QoE)

6.1.9.1 General
[image: image1.emf]Label  Description  Enabler Release   Conditio nality   FUNC - QOE - GN - 001    The PoC Service Infrastructure SHALL support the provisioning of  QoE Profiles.   PoC V2.0   FUNC - QOE - GN - 002  The PoC Client SHALL support the provisioning of QoE profiles.  PoC V2.0   Functionality   FUNC - QOE - GN - 003    The Service Provid er SHALL be able to define a QoE profile(s) for  each PoC Subscriber. As a minimum, the following profiles SHALL  be defined:      Basic      Professional      Crisis (this is a special profile intended to be used by  professionals in the scope of crisis handling situation s).     In addition, the following QoE profile MAY be defined:      Official Government Use (this is a profile with multiple levels  of priority access intended for national security and  emergency preparedness purposes; subject to applicable  regulations, when this  profile is implemented, it SHALL take  precedence over all other QoE profiles) .    PoC V2.0   FUNC - QOE - GN - 004    The PoC Service Provider SHOULD be able to use QoE profiles as a  way to define a mapping between different types of quality of service  expected by th e PoC Users at application level and different profiles  of performance criteria to be realized at underlying network level.  These performance criteria SHOULD consider the following on a  profile basis:      QoS to be provided for the PoC Sessions and each of Med ia  Types in the PoC Session, and/or      PoC Session Priority.   And any mapping mechanism SHALL depend on the concrete  underlying network capabilities (i.e., QoS framework…) and  conditions.  PoC V2.0    


3. 
Are the 5 priority levels that are described going to be a part of PoC Version 2?

The 5 priority levels are specified in Section 6.1.9.2; this is identical to the current WPS priority scheme.
	FUNC-QOE-PP-010
	The levels of priority defined in 3GPP TR 22.950 V6.4.0 (2005-01) MAY be supported. Please refer to Annex A.
	PoC V2.0


4. 
Have additional requirements or call flows been developed that describe the PoC Priority Service


as envisioned by OMA? If so, please provide these documents to assist 3GPP2 in determining


how the PoC priority service relates to the 3GPP2 MMPS work effort.

No additional requirements have been defined.  However, stage 2 details have been provided as part of the architecture document.  Further stage 3 details in how the PoC Priority Access feature is invoked and associated call flows between affected entitles will be defined in the technical specifications which are forthcoming.
5. 
The description of the PoC Priority Service implies that the PoC application requires knowledge


of a user’s priority level in order to provide the Priority Service. Is this a correct assessment?

This is correct.  The PoC Service Infrastructure (or application, relative to the underlying IMS) is aware of the PoC User’s Priority Access service status, or absence thereof, based on his subscription data.  The authorised PoC User must invoke the PoC Priority Access feature at the time of his choosing.  The PoC Service Infrastructure would also need to verify the PoC User’s authorisation status and his highest authorized priority level before accepting a PoC Priority Session initiation.  How this invocation procedure works will be addressed in detail as part of the stage 3 PoC technical specifications.
3 Requested Action(s)

OMA Requirements Group kindly asks that 3GPP2 to:

a) Consider the responses provided herein; and
b) Further progress in completing the MMPS Stage 1 requirements in a way that accommodates the PoC Priority Access feature and all its implicit or explicit characteristics.  
4 Conclusion

OMA REQ Group would like to thank 3GPP2 for their continued expert assistance and support in enabling PoC Priority Access capability and look forward to further communications with, and advice from, 3GPP2 in order to progress on this subject.  Specifically, we plan to review the MMPS Stage 1 document (S.P0117 Version 0.0.2) in more detail and will provide specific comments thereon.
Future OMA REQ Group Meetings:   
14 June 2006, Osaka, Japan
24 - 25 August 2006, Beijing, China
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