

	
3GPP TSG-CT3 Meeting #120e	C3-221508
E-Meeting, 17th – 25th February 2022
	CR-Form-v12.1

	CHANGE REQUEST

	

	
	29.522
	CR
	0515
	rev
	1
	Current version:
	17.4.0
	

	

	For HELP on using this form: comprehensive instructions can be found at 
http://www.3gpp.org/Change-Requests.

	



	Proposed change affects:
	UICC apps
	
	ME
	
	Radio Access Network
	
	Core Network
	X



	

	Title:	
	Precedence handling for URSP Rule determination

	
	

	Source to WG:
	Ericsson, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	Source to TSG:
	CT3

	
	

	Work item code:
	eEDGE_5GC
	
	Date:
	25/01/2022

	
	
	
	
	

	Category:
	F
	
	Release:
	Rel-17

	
	Use one of the following categories:
F  (correction)
A  (mirror corresponding to a change in an earlier 													release)
B  (addition of feature), 
C  (functional modification of feature)
D  (editorial modification)
Detailed explanations of the above categories can
be found in 3GPP TR 21.900.
	Use one of the following releases:
Rel-8	(Release 8)
Rel-9	(Release 9)
Rel-10	(Release 10)
Rel-11	(Release 11)
…
Rel-15	(Release 15)
Rel-16	(Release 16)
Rel-17	(Release 17)
Rel-18	(Release 18)

	
	

	Reason for change:
	The following Editor’s Note still exists in this TS in relation to UrspRuleRequest data type:

Editor’s Note:	The addition of a "precedence" attribute for this data type is FFS because it is not specified for the AF URSP influence in stage 2, but it is an important parameter of the URSP model on the UE.
The PCF is responsible for the determination of the URSP rules based on information received from different sources. From TS 23.503:
“The PCF selects the UE policy information applicable for each UE based on local configuration, and operator policies taking into consideration the information defined in clause 6.2.1.2.”
Thus the PCF should be able to assign the precedence for the URSP rules derived from different sources, e.g. based on subscription information or from an AF request. Similarly, if different AFs provide URSP information, it is also part of the PCF logic to decide which AF should be prioritized. 
Based on the above, there AF does not need to indicate any precedence in the interface. 


	
	

	Summary of change:
	The CR proposes to remove the Editor’s Note in 5.11.2.3.4 without any further action.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	It remains unspecified if the Precedence is needed or not in the interface which brings to wrong interpretations.
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*** 1st Change ***
[bookmark: _Toc90658105]5.11.2.3.4	Type: UrspRuleRequest
Table 5.11.2.3.4-1: Definition of type UrspRuleRequest
	Attribute name
	Data type
	P
	Cardinality
	Description
	Applicability

	trafficDesc
	TrafficDescriptor
	O
	1
	Traffic descriptor for the requested URSP
	

	routeSelParamSets
	array(RouteSelectionParameterSet)
	O
	1..N
	Route Selection Parameter Sets, i.e. sets of parameters that may be used to influence the Route Selection Descriptors of the URSP.
	



Editor’s Note:	The addition of a "precedence" attribute for this data type is FFS because it is not specified for the AF URSP influence in stage 2, but it is an important parameter of the URSP model on the UE.Editor’s Note:	It is FFS to check the cardinality and the presence condition of the attributes of the table when stage 2 has reached sufficient maturity.
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