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Abstract of the contribution:
This paper provides a summary of a drafting session that had the objective to discuss how to proceed with the proposal in S2-112975, that is requesting the PCRF to provide to the TDF location, identity and/or access network information at the beginning of the session and when there is a change in the information parameters (e.g. location change).
1. Description of the use case
Generation of statistical information using the permanent user identity (e.g. IMSI) and the location information available at the TDF (e.g. amount of peer-to-peer traffic exchanged by a certain user in a certain cell and/or location area).

2. Issues raised by some companies with the solution proposed in S2-112975
a)
It would generate extra/excessive signaling load.
b)
There could be other solutions and hence a study would be needed before taking the final decision on the way forward. The following alternative approaches have been mentioned during the discussion: 

· The TDF could notify to the PCRF what are the services/applications that are being accessed by the user. The PCRF would then generate the statistics.
· A separated entity could collect the necessary information from PCRF and TDF, and then generate the statistics.
3. Solutions that have been proposed to address the issue with the extra signalling load
a)
Limit the number of parameters transferred from PCRF to TDF and deliver those parameters only at session establishment, instead of using event triggers subscribed by the TDF. The following options have been mentioned: the PCRF could deliver to the TDF the list of parameters listed in S2-112975 except the IP-CAN type, or the PCRF could provide to the TDF only the permanent user identity.
b)
If the TDF subscribes with the PCRF for a specific event trigger, the request is accepted only if the PCRF has already subscribed with PCEF for the same event trigger.

It was commented that these solutions would make the location information available in the statistics unreliable (e.g. if the PCRF notifies the TDF only at session establishment, the location information available at the TDF becomes no longer correct in case the UE moves far away from the initial location).
Some operators commented that they would accept to reduce the number of parameters to be made available at the TDF, but would not accept to gather unreliable information.
No immediate agreement could be reached on any of the approaches mentioned above.
4. Possible resolutions
1)
Agree Vodafone’s proposal in its original form or some revision of it
2)
Take another meeting before concluding with SAPP
3)
Submit a new SID with the objective to study this issue and identify a viable solution
5. Next steps
No agreement on any compromise solution could be reached.

Vodafone will submit a revision of their CR with no major changes (in S2-113742).
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