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* * * First Change * * * *

[bookmark: _Toc106912929]6.14.3	Evaluating the intended purpose
When the SEPP receives request from NF consumer or SCP of the same network bound to another network (in case of cSEPP), or from the peer SEPP (in case of pSEPP), the SEPP shall evaluate the intended purpose of the signaling from the following information:
-	Source PLMN;
-	Target PLMN; and
-	intended purpose in the received in the 3gpp-Sbi-Interplmn-Purpose header, if available
If the SEPP (i.e. cSEPP) receives request from NF consumer or SCP of the same network bound to another network including 3gpp-Sbi-Interplmn-Purpose header, the receiving SEPP shall compare the value received in the header with the preconfigued value of allowed intended purpose between the source and target PLMN.
If the SEPP (i.e. pSEPP) receives from the peer SEPP including 3gpp-Sbi-Interplmn-Purpose header, the receiving SEPP shall compare the value received in the header with the pre-negotiated value of allowed intended purpose between the source and target PLMN during Security Capability Negotiation procedure specified in 3GPP TS 29.573 [27].
The receiving SEPP shall:
-	If the purpose in the 3gpp-Sbi-Interplmn-Purpose header matches with any one of the preconfigured purposes (for cSEPP) or pre-negotiated purposes (for pSEPP) as allowed by the receiving SEPP, then the receiving SEPP shall continue processing the request.
-	Else, the receiving SEPP shall reject the message with 403 Forbidden with ProblemDetails REQUESTED_PURPOSE_NOT_ALLOWED as defined in Table 5.2.7.4-1.
EXAMPLE	The following example describes how cSEPP and pSEPP evaluates and process with regards to the intended purposes.
a)	cSEPP and pSEPP are configured with the allowed purpose =X, Y
-	Case 1:
NFc/SCP sends the first message to cSEPP with purpose = X. In this case, cSEPP validate the message against the configured purpose and allow it. Using the N32 connection established between cSEPP and pSEPP for purpose = X , cSEPP deliver the message to pSEPP. Then only pSEPP checks the purpose=X over N32f with the pre-negotiated purpose.
-	Case 2:
NFc/SCP sends a second message to cSEPP with the purpose=Z. Here, cSEPP rejects it on its own because it is not allowed purpose for cSEPP (configured).
b)	cSEPP is configured with allowed purpose X, Y and pSEPP is configured with X, K
-	Case 3:
NFc/SCP sends a second message to cSEPP with purpose =Y. In this case, cSEPP validates the message against the configured purpose and allow it. Then cSEPP will negotiate purpose=Y with pSEPP over N32-c and the negotiation will fail. Then cSEPP rejects the message.
If the SEPP receives request from NF consumer or SCP of the same network bound to another network (in case of cSEPP), or from the peer SEPP (in case of pSEPP) that does not include 3gpp-Sbi-Interplmn-Purpose header, the receiving SEPP shall by default consider thise default as roaming in order to allow backward compatibility for NF consumers not support the 3gpp-Sbi-Interplmn-Purpose header, and apply the policy accordingly. The purpose of transactions of AMFs or SMFs between two different VPLMNs, i.e. inter AMF or inter V-SMF signalling from VPLMN1 to VPLMN2 shall be considered as roaming.
Editor's note:	It is FFS whether purpose of transactions of AMFs between two different VPLMNs, i.e. inter AMF signaling from VPLMN1 to VPLMN2, is considered as roaming or as another category.
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