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1. Overall Description:

3GPP SA2 would like to thank 3GPP SA4 for their LS, and would like to comment some suggested requirements raised by SA4 in their LS.
· It should be possible for a client to declare the preferred bandwidth variability it wants to use when sending.
· It should be possible for a client to declare the preferred minimum bitrate it wants to use.

SA2 understands that one purpose of such information (according to the quoted objectives of the WID) would be to provide information that policy functions can use to determine the required resources. PCC supports the reservation of a guaranteed bit rate (GBR) and a maximum bit rate (MBR), which is propagated to the radio network and used in the resource reservation within the EPS and the RAN. Addition of new bandwidth related parameters in the PCC resource reservation, the EPS and the RAN would require extensive work coordinated by SA2.

SA2 thus recommends that SA4 focuses on the introduction of bandwidth related parameters that allow the PCC system to derive the GBR and MBR. Considering that the UE already provides some information related to the maximum required bandwidth, SA4 should check if both the bandwidth variability and minimum bitrate are required in addition.
· It should be possible for network functions to indicate the amount of bandwidth variation that can be supported without having to enforce traffic shaping.

The PCC system only has knowledge of the allocated GBR, and the requested MBR. However, depending on resource availability, the RAN may provide a smaller bandwidth that the requested MBR without notifying the PCC system. The PCC system therefore only has incomplete knowledge about the amount of bandwidth variations that can be supported without traffic shaping. Further, PCC functionality to provide feedback about the reserved bandwidth values (MBR/GBR, and/or variation) towards the IMS is not yet defined. The PCC system only reserves resources in the EPS and radio network of the served UE, and different amounts of resources may thus be allocated by the PCC systems serving the calling party and the called party. IMS procedures to propagate and/or reconcile information about the allocated bandwidth towards the calling party and the called party are also not yet defined.
As all these aspects would require work in SA2, SA2 believes that solutions for this requirement are beyond SA4´s remit.

· It should be possible for network functions to declare what minimum bitrate it has allocated.

PCC functionality to provide feedback about the reserved bandwidth values (e.g. GBR) towards the IMS is not yet defined. The PCC system only reserves resources in the EPS and radio network of the served UE, and different amounts of resources may thus be allocated by the PCC systems serving the calling party and the called party. IMS procedures to propagate and/or reconcile information about the allocated bandwidth towards the calling party and the called party are not yet defined.

As all these aspects would require work in SA2, SA2 believes that solutions for this requirement are beyond SA4´s remit.
2. Actions:

To SA4 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks SA4 to take the comments given above into consideration.
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