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1. Overall Description:

SA2 would like to thank SA4 for the LS S4-100545/S2-103294. 
SA2 would like to provide the following answers to the questions regarding the usage of MBR and GBR bearers in MTSI.
[Question 1]:

Whether it is possible to develop means for the UE to indicate desired GBR during session establishment as this parameter is relevant for establishing the desired service quality.

[SA2 answer]:

The values of the QoS parameters GBR and MBR for a particular dedicated EPS bearer allocated by the network depend on the requested session description information that are taken as input by the dynamic policy that will be invoked by the PCRF. In the case of MTSI and IMS applications in general the signalled SDP parameters indicate the service requirements e.g. b= AS value and codec parameters that may be used in the calculation of MBR. In this respect the UE can be considered of providing the desired MBR QoS parameter at IMS session establishment but the final QoS allocation is always dependant on operator policy.

SA2 sees also benefits for a new mechanism e.g. SDP parameter to be defined to allow the flexibility for the UE indicate also the desired GBR and allow operator configuration of this parameter. This would allow more flexibility to the UE to indicate the desired minimum service quality for operator provided services and better interoperation in roaming scenarios.

SA2 also asks CT1 and CT3 to comment on the usage of the SDP parameters such as “b=” and potential need for new parameters, that would allow the UE to signal its desired GBR to VPLMN.
[Question 2]: 

Whether it is possible to facilitate the alignment of QoS resource assignment across operators to provide a consistent service quality, i.e. assignment of MBR and GBR, when roaming.

[SA2 answer]:

Alignment of QoS policies between operators in order to provide adequate service quality in roaming situations is normally facilitated via roaming agreements. In this respect SA2 believes that the relevant roaming interfaces e.g. S9 are in place and may facilitate the exchange of information required in case of roaming. SA2 is expected to study further the mechanisms for negotiation of (MBR,GBR) pairs e.g. over S9 in roaming situations.
There are roaming scenarios in which PCC is deployed in the VPLMN but S9 is not used. In SA2's understanding, either SA4 or RiLTE WG of GSMA could define normative recommendations for the setting of the GBR component of PCC rules by the VPCRF. These recommendations could be applied to services that are authorized over Rx.

2. Actions:

To SA4 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 asks SA4 to take the above information into account and comment whether they believe is appropriate to define normative recommendations for the setting of the GBR component of PCC rules by the V-PCRF similarly to what is currently defined in TS 26.114 in an informative manner.
To CT1 and CT3 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 asks CT1 and CT3 to further comment on the intended usage of SDP parameters when MBR>GBR is allowed in rel.10.
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