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Abstract of the contribution: In this contribution, some way forward on how to respond to incoming LS from CT3 on PSy interface is discussed. 
1. Introduction
CT3 sent an incoming LS (C3-175295) in which CT3 is asking SA2
CT3 has started to specify the stage 3 technical specifications for 5G system and the specification for the PSy interface is assigned to CT3 in the CT 5G work item. CT3 was the responsible WG for defining the predecessor 4G Sy interface between the PCRF and the OCS in 3GPP TS 29.219.
CT3 would like to make SA5 aware of that work.

CT3 would also like to ask SA2 to provide guidance on the PSy requirements (e.g. do they differ from the Sy requirements) and whether the PSy interface is a service-based interface.
In this discussion paper a way forward for responding to CT3 is discussed.
2. Discussion
There are 2 questions that CT3 is asking SA2

1. Guidance on PSy requirements and whether it differs from Sy requirements.

2. Whether PSy interface is service based.

For question /1/, so far SA2 has not discussed any special requirements for PSy interface beyond what is already supported for Sy. Hence for question /1/ SA2 shall confirm that the requirements on PSy interface are the same as Sy interface.

For question /2/, even though the PSy interface falls under the remit of SA2 and not SA5, the overall OCS architecture on whether it uses service based interfaces or not are still under the study of SA5 (refer TR 32.899). During SA5#114, S5-174222 was discussed in SA5 that proposed to use a common service based architecture for OCS both for interface towards PCF (PSy) as well as between OCS and SMF. However SA5 felt that the PSy interface is not in their remit and hence it was not represented in the list of of agreed solutions for study in the current TR 32.899. Hence SA2 can state their preference to CT3 to use service based interface for PSy, but also indicate to CT3 that the service definitions need to align with overall OCS charging architecture, defined by SA5. For the design of services and service operations for PSy interface, SA2 can ask CT3 to take the ownership.
3. Conclusion and Proposal

It is proposed to respond to CT3 on the following lines

1. For question /1/ - confirm to CT3 that requirements on PSy are same as Sy.

2. For question /2/, suggest that SA2 has specified service based interfaces for all the 5G CN control plane interfaces and in that aspect prefers PSy interface be service based. Also indicate that CT3 can take the leadership in designing the services and service operations for PSy interface and can also align with SA5 on the overall charging architecture of OCS.
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