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1 Overview

OMA POC WG thanks 3GPP2 for the comments to the OMA PoC AD document. 

OMA POC WG would like to provide the following response to the point highlighted in the 3GPP2 LS.  The OMA PoC WG response is bold:

3GPP2 review comments below:

- Section 5 – We recommend the separation between the PoC Media Resources and PoC Application into two separate logical entities.

OMA PoC WG:  This issue is still under discussion.  Some OMA members would prefer to postpone this as there are concerns it will adversely impact the current schedule while other members would like to address it sooner.

- Section 5 – We recommend utilizing IETF protocols as much as possible when defining the interface protocols.

OMA PoC WG:  This is also PoC WG’s intention to use all appropriate and available IETF protocols.

- Section 6.1.2 – The relationship between PoC DND and Presence DND functions is not clear and the following questions were raised:

o What is the difference between PoC DND and Presence DND? If both are set, which one will take precedence?

OMA PoC WG: Do-Not-Disturb (DND) is under discussion in PoC WG.  Will be commented later.

o What is the benefit of having DND in PoC and Presence separate?

OMA PoC WG:  DND is under discussion in PoC WG.  Will be commented later.

o Can a user’s PoC DND status be viewed by other PoC user(s)?

OMA PoC WG: DND is under discussion in PoC WG.  Will be commented later.

o 3GPP2 would prefer consolidating all the presence functionality into the presence server.

OMA PoC WG: Presence is under discussion in PoC WG.  Will be commented later.

o Which architect entity stores the DND status?

OMA PoC WG:  The issue is open at the moment.  Will be commented later.

- Section 6.1.2 – Separate the PoC server functionalities between the Controlling and the Remote PoC servers.

OMA PoC WG:  The controlling and participating roles are separated and defined in the latest version of AD.    See link above.

- Section 6.2.1 Fourth bullet - Which entity in the PoC architecture stores the user profile?

OMA PoC WG:  The user profile mentioned in the chapter 6.2.1 is stored in the SIP/IP core.  In the case of IMS the user profile is stored in the HSS.
- Section 7.3 – Add the following 3GPP2 reference: “ii reference point [3GPP2 X.P0013.0]”

OMA PoC WG:  There was a concern that the Group and List Management is not defined in the current MMD.  We welcome additional input on this matter.

- Section 7.4 – Add the following 3GPP2 reference: “ii reference point [3GPP2 X.P0013.0]”

OMA PoC WG:  Thank You.  This will be added in the next version. 

- Section 7.6 – Add the following text to include the 3GPP2 reference: “When SIP/IP Core corresponds with 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS, then the SIP/IP Core – SIP/IP Core reference point SHALL conform to the Mw interface [3GPP2 X.P0013.0].”

OMA PoC WG:  Thank You.  It will be added in the next version.  

- Section 8.10 – The first sentence states that “The PoC client SHALL be able to use the home PoC service when roaming”. This does not preclude the PoC client from using the visited PoC Server.  Is that the intent?

OMA PoC WG:  Each PoC client is allocated a PoC server in the home network.  The home network possesses the PoC subscription.   The filter criteria are based on PoC subscription.   Also for charging purposes in case of pre-paid charging the PoC Client shall always use the PoC server in the network of the pre-paid service provider.  The PoC architecture is following the IMS service control architecture. 
2 Proposal

N/A

3 Requested Action(s)

Please comment the issue on the chapter 7.3.
4 Conclusions

N/A.
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