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Abstract of the contribution: This paper seeks to highlight some key areas of the SDCI study where there are differences in capability between solutions, and outline how to deal with these capability differences in the study.
Discussion
Is the requirement around updating PFDs for existing services, or should it include the ability for a sponsor to add a new service including PFDs?
There is some ambiguity in the TR about whether or not the solutions should support the creation of new sponsored services, or only support update of PFDs for existing sponsored services. Some solutions support the creation of sponsored data service, some allow only the update of PFDs for existing sponsored data services.
The description for Key Issue 1 leaves this open by saying the study is about “How to provision the operator with one or more Packet Flow descriptions representing services to be sponsored, outside the context of a current individual subscriber IP-CAN session.” 
There are some other indications that perhaps service creation should be supported:
· The TR architectural assumptions state “It shall be possible for the 3rd party service provider to add/update/delete information related to sponsored data connectivity for provisioning in the operator network.”
· The SID text refers to the issue of long deployment cycles for sponsored services, which indicate service creation is important.
· Existing sponsored data capabilities allow for new services to be rolled out, for example using SCEF and Rx sponsored data connectivity procedures resulting in PCRF creating dynamic PCC rules including the PFDs for the service.

In the case a solution does not support the creation of a new service, it should be clear how the PFDs are related to an existing service description.

Proposal: Support of new sponsored data service rollout to be used as solution evaluation criteria.
Does Rx Triggered Sponsored Data Need to be Supported
23.203 describes sponsored data capability triggered via AF/Rx signaling (e.g. it says the sponsor identifier always comes from the AF). When using Rx triggered sponsored data, the AF provides the PFDs describing the service to be sponsored, and there is the capability to provide additional information such as:

· Subscriber association (as the Rx session is associated with a single subscriber)
· Sponsor ID

· ASP ID

· Usage limit on sponsorship
However, it is also clearly possible to deploy sponsored data without using AF/Rx, for example predefined rules can be used that describe the service to be sponsored, and include the sponsor identifier or sponsor specific charging key. There is no detail in 23.203 about this type of deployment.

In the current TR text, it is not clear whether Rx triggered sponsored data needs to be supported. Most of the solution text is geared towards not using an Rx trigger for sponsored data.

Proposal: 23.203 Annex N update to describe existing sponsored data support without Rx. Rx support to be used as an evaluation criteria for solutions.

Subscriber Association with Sponsorship when Rx is not used
During the last meeting, it was concluded that solutions should support sponsorship of some or all subscribers in an operator network captured in the architectural assumptions and requirements section:

 “The enhancements to sponsored data functionality shall be applied either for all subscribers, or for a group of subscribers as nominated by the sponsor.”
When using sponsored data via Rx, the subscriber association with sponsorship is available. However, when Rx is not used, the information relating the subscriber to the sponsorship (or whether the sponsorship applies to all subscribers) needs to be available. Today, this can be done via OAM mechanisms such as SPR/UDR updates.
One of the objectives outlined in the SID is to address the long deployment cycles of sponsored data, and clearly the subscriber association with sponsorship is part of the deployment cycle.
Proposal: We should clarify in solutions how this subscriber association is going to take place, and consider the mechanism used as a solution evaluation criteria.
* * * 1st Change * * * *

7
Overall Evaluation
7.1 Evaluation Criteria

Along with the regular solution evaluation criteria around signalling efficiency and system impact, the following additional evaluation criteria will be used in the solution evaluation for key issues 1 and 2:

· Whether each solution supports the rollout of new sponsored services, or the update of PFDs for existing sponsored services

· Whether each solution supports Rx sponsored data

· Whether each solution supports subscriber association with sponsorship without Rx

* * * End of Change * * * *


1/2


