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1. Overall Description:

TSG CT4 and CT3 have discussed and finished the normative work in Release 11 according to the given request from SA2, and here provides the outcomes of the CT4 and CT3.
Main Conclusion and Questions from CT4

CT4 has discussed the scope of Release 11 and solutions for combined TDF and standalone TDF scenarios.

Scope of Release 11
In Release 11, we focus the SIRIG on GERAN access and GTP protocol and lease PMIP protocol into Release12.  And we also take the Shared Network, Roaming in consideration in Realse11.
Main Conclusion for SIRIG
For the Combined PCEF/TDF scenario, after the TDF detect the application type, the GGSN/P-GW(PCEF) signal the new defined Service Class Indicator with the GTP-U extension header to the PS core network.

For the Standalone TDF scenario, after the TDF detects the application type, the TDF marks the Service Class Indicator in DSCP protocol and transfers it to the PCEF.PCEF maps the DSCP marking into the GTP-U extension header and transfers it to the PS core network. For the DSCP marking, some company has concern about the reuse the DSCP value in IP protocol.
For the Shared Network and Roaming scenario with operators’ agreement, CT4 has the preference that GGSN/P-GW(PCEF) signals the PGW/GGSN PLMN ID with SCI values in GTP-U header extension, to allow RAN perform SIRIG specific RRC action based on PGW/GGSN PLMN ID and SCI. This implies RAN can even perform further discriminations based on the PGW/GGSN(HPLMN) IDs, e.g. restrict certain users from certain PLMNs to access the network, which should be part of Core Network functionalities as existing specifications.

Main Question for SIRIG
Based on the main conclusion and concern for the solution of Standalone TDF Scenario, CT4 has prepared two sets of SA2 contributions and ask for the opinion of SA2. The first set only covers the combined PCEF/TDF scenario. The second set covers both the combined PCEF/TDF and Standalone scenario.  If SA2 cannot reach agreement for the DSCP scenario, then we will leave the Standalone scenario into Release 12.
Based on the concern for the PLMN-id in roaming scenario, CT4 kindly ask for SA2 opinion and hope to SA2 make decision whether it is accepted.
Main Conclusion and Questions from CT3
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
TSG CT4 asks SA2 to take the above mentioned procedures into account and allocate the necessary time in the meetings to make decision for the Standalone TDF solution and PLMN-id solution for roaming scenario.
3. Date of Next CT4 Meetings:

CT4#57
21st – 25th May

Kyoto, JAPAN

CT4#58
06th – 10th August

Chicago, US

