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1. Overall Description:

At SA4#25 bis (24-28 Feb’03, Berlin), there was a proposal from France Telecom to set up a conversational test on PS conversational services. The purpose of this conversational test is to characterize the AMR and AMR WB used in PS voice service. To progress a conversation test methodology has been proposed, but still some test parameters (delay, packet loss, radio condition) are unsure.

The transmission of the voice is done using IP/UDP/RTP protocols with one AMR (or AMR-WB) frame per IP packet (every 20 ms when VAD is not used). Assuming IPv4 the size of the IP packets including the AMR will range from 53 to 71 bytes or 57 to 100 bytes for the AMR WB. The use case description can be found in TS. 26.236 Annex B use case 1.

In document TS 34.108 (Annex B paragraph 6.10.2.4.1.59.1.1.1 Transport channel parameters for Conversational / speech / UL:42.8 kbps / PS RAB) a RAB is proposed for PS conversational case. 

2. Actions:

To RAN and CN groups.

ACTION: 

SA 4 kindly asks the groups to answer our following questions:

· Is this example RAB the only one available for that type of service?

· If the previous statement is not right, could you provide us with the right and most suitable RAB  parameters knowing the service we want to set (as described in the overall description)?

· Are the 100 ms transfer delay defined in the QoS (26.236 Use case 1) feasible on an UTRAN bearer (between the GGSN and the terminal)?

· Is it the understanding of RAN that the end to end delay is the sum of the 2 transfer delays plus the CN delay? Are there more delays to be taken into account?

3. Date of Next TSG-SA 4 Meetings:

TSG-SA 4 Meeting #26 
5th – 9th May 2003
tbd.

TSG- SA 4 Meeting #27
7th–11th July 2003
Munich, Germany


