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1. Overall Description:
CT3 would like to thank SA2 for its LS on IMS session setup with UE initiated resource reservation. This LS reported on a potential problem for the PCC functionality in the IMS session setup with UE initiated resource reservation. The problem appears when supporting a scenario for which the authorization of resources requested by UE A has to be done before the SDP answer from the UE B arrives.
CT3 would like to confirm to SA2 that in this scenario, where the information from the PCEF contains traffic mapping information not matching any service data flow filter known to the PCRF, the PCRF may be configured to allow the UE to request enhanced QoS for services not known to the PCRF so the bearer request/modification may not be rejected in this case depending on operator policies on this regard. 

Current CT3 specifications define that in this case, “the PCRF shall add this traffic mapping information as service data flow filters to the corresponding authorized PCC Rule. The PCRF may wildcard missing filter parameters, e.g. missing uplink TFT address and port information in case of GPRS.” 

CT3 has additionally clarified in its specifications the handling of QoS, charging and gating information according to the CR attached, to address the concerns raised by SA2. 

With these basic guidelines, CT3 believes that systems can be deployed capable to apply and modify appropriate QoS, charging and gating control as required with acceptable drawbacks. 
For example, in the case a bearer request/modification was preauthorized with no charging and gates closed (e.g. assuming it belongs to an IMS service as proposed in the incoming LS from SA2) but the bearer request/modification is actually related to a non-operator controlled service instead, the user may simply experience some delay in the service initiation. This delay is however not viewed as significant as QoS Authorizations over Rx, if received, should be received quite soon after the bearer request/modification was preauthorized. In the absence of the corresponding QoS Authorization over Rx, the PCRF could apply appropriate QoS, charging and gating as configured by the operator (e.g. basic QoS, rating group and gates open) to allow use of non-operator controlled services for that specific user.
CT3 therefore believes that there is no need to consider any other new alternatives at this point. 
2. Actions:

To SA2
ACTION: 
CT3 kindly requests SA2 to take the above into consideration. 
3. Date of Next TSG-CT3 Meetings:
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