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1. Overall Description:

During CT3#61 meeting, sponsored data connectivity support in roaming case was discussed.
For the case that UE is roaming in a visited access scenario and the AF located in the VPLMN, the sponsor id and ASP id announced by the AF is unknown in the HPLMN. Still, a sponsor may want to sponsor the connectivity in the VPLMN for the user. CT3 thinks it is a valid scenario which should be specified in the stage3 specification. 
Because the HPLMN does not have the corresponding sponsored data connectivity profile, the authorization of sponsored data connectivity should be performed in the V-PCRF. CT3 thinks such authorization can be performed by the V-PCRF based on the sponsored data connectivity profile locally configured on the V-PCRF.
Because there are no clear requirements in SA2, CT3 is considering two possible alternatives after the authorization in the VPLMN:
Alternative 1

As for current procedures, the V-PCRF proxies the service information of the sponsored data connectivity including the sponsor id and ASP id to the H-PCRF, then the H-PCRF makes the PCC decisions and provisions them to the V-PCRF.
Alternative 2

The V-PCRF handles the service information of the sponsored data connectivity locally (i.e. the V-PCRF makes the PCC decisions without the H-PCRF involvement).
Also, CT3 would like to know how the charging and monitoring is handled in the visited access roaming cases. CT3 would appreciate SA2 guidance in the following questions:

· What alternative is the required one to handle sponsored connectivity services in roaming scenarios

· In case alternative 1 applies, whether the HPCRF only authorizes the request without providing PCC rule information or, in case they are provided what information is locally assigned in the visited network. For example, 

· whether the reporting level, the charging method and rating group related to a sponsored service is handled locally in the VPLMN and thus not provided by the HPLMN as part of the PCC rules information. 
· whether monitoring key is assigned by the HPLMN or VPLMN

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION 1: 
CT3 asks SA2 whether the sponsored service in visited access roaming scenarios is considered as part of Release 10.
ACTION 2: 
If the roaming scenarios are part of the Release 10, CT3 asks SA2 to give the guidance on the applicability of the alternatives mentioned above and answer the related questions.
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