[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance



OMA-LOC-2003-0084-LS Response to S2-031572

Originated by Location WG

12 May 2003
OMA-LOC-2003-0084-LS Response to S2-031572



 REF Hd2 \h 

Originated by Location WG



 REF Hd3 \h 

12 May 2003


3GPP TSG-SA WG2 meeting #32     
Tdoc S2-031739

San Diego, U.S.A. , 12th – 16th May 2003
Liaison Statement


Title:
Response to SA2 liaison statement S2-031572


To:
3GPP TSG SA WG2


Response to:
S2-031572


Source:
Location WG of the Open Mobile Alliance


Contact(s):
Sebastian Kraufvelin, Nokia



+358-40-587 45 96



sebastian.kraufvelin@nokia.com
Akira Uematsu, NEC (Liaison Contact)

+81-44-856-2256

uematsu@ct.jp.nec.com

Attachments:
N/A

1 Overview

OMA Location WG would like to thank 3GPP TSG SA WG2 for their liaison S2-031572 regarding overload control in LCS.
OMA Location WG would like to inform 3GPP TSG SA WG2 that overload control is already covered by the relevant protocols, i.e. MLP, RLP and PCP developed by OMA Location WG.

The protocols mentioned above are XML based application level protocols using HTTP as the basic transfer mechanism. In general overload control is specified both at the protocol level as well as on the HTTP level.

On the protocol level the Location Server (or PPR) may respond to any incoming request in an overload situation with a response message “101 – Congestion in the Location Server” or alternatively if the congestion is in the mobile network with a “102 – Congestion in Mobile Network”.

On the HTTP level a Location Server is assumed to be compliant with the HTTP specification, i.e. RFC 2616. According to this specification there are several options how the Location Server may handle congestion. E.g. the Location Server may completely refuse the connection or it may return a “503 – Service Unavailable” response to the client. For more information on HTTP, please refer to RFC 2616.

OMA Location WG expects no restriction on this issue on the architecture level as overload control is already covered by the relevant protocols. Therefore, OMA Location WG will take no further action with respect to this issue.

2 Requested Action(s)

None.

3 Next Meetings

OMA Techinical Plenary Meeting #5
June 8 - 13, 2003
Atlanta, GA USA 

OMA Location WG Interim Meeting
July 22 - 24, 2003
Rovaniemi, Finland
OMA Technical Plenary Meeting #6
September 7 - 12, 2003
Berlin, Germany

The Open Mobile Alliance takes no position regarding the validity or scope of any intellectual property or other rights that might be claimed to pertain to the implementation or use of the technology described in any information exchanged pursuant to this liaison or the extent to which any license under such rights might or might not be available; neither does it represent that it has made any effort to identify any such rights.  The Open Mobile Alliance makes no determination that the assurance of reasonable and non-discriminatory terms for the use of a technology has been fulfilled in practice.  Certain licensing obligations as set forth in the Open Mobile Alliance membership documents pertain to the Open Mobile Alliance members only and do not extend to non-members.
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