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1. Overall Description:

This LS is sent to CN4 for ACTION.

SA2 would like to thank CN4 for their LS on Authorization Logic and the Entities Involved.

SA2 would like to inform that SA2 do not wish to rule out the possibility to execute some authorisation in the RAF for the following reasons:

· Some authorisation needs exist even when connecting directly from an application to the RAF. This applies e.g. network operator’s own applications connecting through the Rp reference point directly to GUP Data Repositories. In this case the GUP Server is not involved in the data transfer.

· The GUP Server may become more complex and possibly a bottleneck with large subscriber databases. This is because the GUP Server would need to parse whole incoming request in order to do the proper authorisation decision, and that reduces the processing power of the GUP Server.

· More flexible network element evolution would be possible and there would be richer authorisation capabilities, if also the RAF may do the authorisation.

SA2 have also the following comments on CN4’s view on the advantages of a solution where the authorisation logic is only handled by the GUP Server:

· On simplicity and consistency:

The purpose of allowing also the RAF execute some authorisation is that the GUP Server and the RAF perform different type of authorisation, i.e. they are complementary, not redundant.

· On more efficient in terms of bandwidth:

The same data is transferred through the Rg and Rp reference points. If some individual data element is left out in the Rp reference point, it would not result in significant savings in terms of bandwidth.

2. Actions:

To CN4:

SA2 kindly ask CN4 to take into account SA2’s comments on the entities for GUP authorisation logic.

3. Dates of Next TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:

TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #42
11 - 15 October 2004
Sophia Antipolis, France

TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #43
15 - 19 November 2004
Seoul, Korea

