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1. Overall Description:

SA2 has a release-18 study item on enhancement of 5G UE Policy (FS_eUEPO), which has key issues and solutions documented in TR 23.700-85.
Among the key issues, KI#2 is addressing the issue, whether and how the 5GC can be made aware whether or when the UE enforces a URSP rule to route an application traffic to a PDU Session based on the URSP rule provisioned by 5GC. Some arguments are that parts of the URSP rule itself (e.g. TD) could be used to achieve the same purpose.
Some of the solutions for KI#2 in TR 23.700-85 (e.g. solution #7, #12, #31) propose introducing a URSP identifier, which the UE can signal to the network. The URSP ID would allow the network to univocally identify a certain URSP rule within the UE. Within the proposed solutions, usage of the URSP identifier is constrained to addressing the KI#2 described in the prior paragraph.
Some concerns were raised that there is no such definition of URSP rule ID. And the introduction of such an identifier with the URSP rule, itself sent to the UE within a policy container via NAS, would introduce backwards compatibility issues at the protocol layer. Also, some concerns were raised that the URSP rule ID that used to identify the URSP rule is not needed because the Traffic Descriptor precedence plus RSD precedence can also uniquely determine the URSP rule in UE. 
SA2 kindly asks CT1 to provide feedback to SA2 on the following questions:
· Q1: Does CT1 see it feasible that such an identifier can be introduced in Release 18 in the URSP rule(s) sent to the UE without impacting prior Release’s UEs? Does the Traffic Descriptor precedence plus RSD precedence can replace or equal to the URSP rule ID? 
· Q2: Additionally, does CT1 see any benefit in option A(adding the URSP Rule ID to the URSP so that the UE can signal it to 5GC in PDU Session Establishment/Modification request) over option B( having the UE signal the existing Traffic Descriptor elements (e.g. Application Descriptor) in the PDU Session Establishment/Modification Request)?  
2. Actions:

To CT1: 
ACTION: 
SA2 kindly ask CT1 to answer the questions, and provide any feedback as necessary. 
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