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1. Overall Description:

CT3 would like to thank SA2 for their LS on UE policy delivery. In this LS, SA2 informs that it:

agreed the following principles:

· PCF places UE Policy in a transparent container (not processed by the AMF), i.e. UE Policy container.

· When UE is in CM-CONNECTED, the AMF transfers transparently the UE policy from PCF to the UE and the response from the UE to the PCF. 

· The UE is required to confirm that the UE policies indicated by the PSI is stored. Note that AMF does not know whether the UE policy in the UE Policy container is in segments (policy splitting is the PCF’s role).

· When the UE in CM-IDLE and paging fails, then AMF reports failure to deliver the UE policy to the PCF.

· The PCF provides PSI operations in the UE Policy container.

CT3 understands that subclause 6.1.2.2.2 in TS 23.503 contains related procedures. This subclause also contains the following Note 3No pro: "The PCF ensures that the PSIs provided by H-PLMN and V-PLMN(s) do not overlap."
CT3 is specifying the related Npcf_AMPolicyControl service in TS 29.507 based on stage 2 in subclause 5.2.5.2 of TS 23.502, and also the Policy control subscription information management to be stored in the UDR in TS 29.519 based on subclause 6.2.1.3 in TS 23.503 (and thus containing PSIs and related UE policy containers).
CT3 would like to request some related clarifications and suggest some possible stage 2 clarifications:

1.
The Npcf_AMPolicyControl_Create Operation in subclause 5.2.5.2 of TS 23.502 contains as optional input "UE access selection and PDU session selection policy information including the list of PSIs", but it seems that the AMF is not even aware of such policies. Are only the PSIs obtained from the UE during the registration required?

2.
The Npcf_AMPolicyControl_Create Operation in subclause 5.2.5.2 of TS 23.502 contains as optional output UE access selection and PDU Session selection related policy as define in Clause 6.6 of TS 23.503. As that clause does not mention fragmentation of those policies, such a requirement seems not clearly defined for the service. Could SA2 improve the description?

3.
No procedures to report the success or failure of a PSI storage in the UE from AMF to PCF seem defined. The list of Policy Control Request Triggers in subclause 6.1.2.5 in TS 23.503 could require related extensions. Can SA2 clarify how the report the success or failure of a PSI storage in the UE is transported between AMF ad PCF?
4.
Does the UE store the UE policy information provided by several V-PLMN(s), or can it be assumed that the UE only stores the UE policy provided by the HPLMN and by at most one VPLMN? How can the V-PCF otherwise ensure that its own policy information rather than policy information provided by some other VPMN is executed?
5
Can both "UE Route Selection Policy information" and " Access Network Discovery & Selection Policy Information" be provided by a VPLMN?
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT3 asks SA2 to kindly answer the above questions and consiper possible related clarifications in their specifications.
3. Date of Next CT3 Meetings:
CT3 Meeting #97
21st May – 25th May 2018
Osaka,Japan

CT3 Meeting #97bis
9th July – 13th July 2018
Sophia Antipolis,France

