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1 Introduction
The proposed requirements for QOSE2EMTSI were discussed in the MTSI teleconference in December, [1]. The pseudo-CR attached to this document proposes how to capture the proposed requirements in the TR 26.924, [2], in line with what was discussed in the teleconference.
The TR 26.924 already includes a few proposed requirements (in square brackets) on the design of new SDP parameters. These requirements are reviewed in this contribution and a proposal is given for how to handle these requirements.
Furthermore, this contribution also discusses a few new high-level requirements on the solution design.

2 Discussion on requirements for new SDP attributes
2.1 Existing draft requirements in TR 26.924 v0.1.6
The current version of TR 26.924 outlines a few requirements for developing new SDP attributes, in case such new attributes are needed. The following is found in the TR:
Proposed requirements for the design of new SDP attributes:

· [New SDP attribute(s) should allow for future extensions.]

· [New SDP attribute(s) need to be backwards compatible with existing attributes and offer/answer negotiation process.]

· [Since legacy networks are expected to ignore any new SDP attributes then the UEs cannot assume that all networks in the path use the information included in the new SDP attributes.]
2.2 Comments

If new bandwidth modifier are defined, e.g. “b=XX:<value>” then the syntax defined in RFC4566 [ref] must be followed. The syntax is:
b=<bwtype>:<bandwidth>

This limits the possibilities for future extensions. However, this limitation should be acceptable and the requirement related to future extensions should be applicable to this study.
If it is foreseen that greater flexibility and/or more future extensions are needed than what is possible with the “b=” bandwidth modifiers then it is possible to use “a=” attributes.
If new SDP attributes are designed then these automatically become backwards compatible as long as they do not replace or invalidate existing SDP attributes. Since the intention is to use the solution in MTSI and since MTSI uses the offer/answer negotiation procedure it is natural that this needs to be considered in the process of designing the solution. The requirement on backwards compatibility should therefore be applicable in this study.

3 Requirements on solution design

The use cases in the TR have discussed speech and video media and a limited number of codecs. For any solution to become widely accepted and used, the solution needs to be designed in such a way that it is generic and can be reused for any service, any media, any codec and any codec configuration.

This gives the following requirement:

The solution(s) should be generic and reusable for all services, media types and codecs.

A difference from the existing QoS mechanisms used for the local resource reservation is that the intention in this work is to find a solution that can be used by all networks in the path as well as the end-points. 

The solution(s) should be usable by all networks and end-points.

4 Proposal

Agree to include in TR 26.924 the requirements on new SDP attributes as described in Section 2 above.

Agree to add to TR 26.924 the new requirements on the general solution design as described in Section 3 above.

Review and agree on the updates in the Pseudo-CR.
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