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Abstract of contribution: This paper proposes a way forward on PCC/QoS issue in TS23.402 by preparing a characteristic table for each proposal and S2 take a decisive scheme if it can not be reached consensus.
1. Introduction

According to the SAES progress report in S2-072147, QoS and PCC functionality in TS23.402 seems to be listed as one of the outstanding issues. SA2 has been discussed this subject in SA2#56b-adhoc, SA2#56c-adhoc, and offline between a large number of companies. 
Despite of the good technical inputs at those meetings, unfortunately, the group has not been able to reach consensus. This was because companies had different opinions based on different architectures in their mind. At the recent informal phone conference, participated by a large number of companies was not able to reach compromise any further, eventually the discussion went to beyond a technical aspects.
From our observation above, most of the necessary discussion has been placed then, now we need a practical process for making a decision. Hence, this paper proposes a scheme in order to way forward the decision making process by clearly indicating difference of the characteristics.   
2. Preparing a Characteristic List, i.e., Manifest 
As aforementioned, we observed that most of the technical and also non-technical aspects have been discussed through the above occasions, so now it is the time to summarize those characteristics identified in a single table in order to appeal them for coming event. If SA2 still faces dead-lock conflicts till SA2#58, the table would be utilized at the voting so that delegates easily choose the alternatives. 
Proposed steps for characteristics-table (comparison-table) creation

1) Supporters fill own part of the characteristics-table to appeal the proposal.

2) The table to be prepared by the beginning of SA2#58 and proposed
As an initiation of the list, we attached a draft version of the characteristic list in the annex in order to ease the activity. We assume this process to be placed via SA2 e-mail reflector.
TS 23.402 reporter guides the entire process of the activity and has responsibility for the submission. Additionally, it must be helpful several guidance to be created and provided soon via SA2 mailing list to the companies so that discussion toward and in the SA2 meeting is effective.
3. Rules for the Characteristic List Creation 
a) List key characteristics, not good or bad. 
b) Do not claim what others wrote, fill own part only.
4. Proposal
 This paper proposes following points in order to ease outstanding issues and complete SAE in Rel-8.

1) SA2 prepare neat candidate list so that delegates can easily choose the alternatives for making their decision in the case of a voting event. 

2) SA2 leadership provide clear guidance through email ASAP for companies to prepare PCC/QoS proposals for TS 23.402 towards SA2#58. 
Annex

Note: This table is an example to be created by S2 for preparing a voiting event so that S2 delegate easily cast a ballot. It does not intend SA provide it.
	
	Alternative A

(QoS parameter transfer by MIP/PMIP signaling)
	Alternative B

(QoS parameter transfer by Diameter over S2/S5/S8)
	Alternative C

(QoS parameter transfer by Diameter over S7/S9)

	Non-Roaming Architecture
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	Roaming Architecture
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	Bearer Model
	For Downlink

-  3GPP access: Bearer
-  Non-3GPP access: Bearer or Bearer-less
For Uplink

-  3GPP access: Bearer
-  Non-3GPP access:  Bearer  or Bearer-less
	For Downlink

-  3GPP access: Bearer
-  Non-3GPP access: Bearer or Bearer-less
For Uplink

-  3GPP access: Bearer
-  Non-3GPP access:  Bearer or Bearer-less
	For Downlink

-  3GPP access: Bearer-less
-  Non-3GPP access: Bearer-less
For Uplink

-  3GPP access: Bearer-less
-  Non-3GPP access: Bearer-less

	Characteristics
	
	
	

	Supporting Companies
	A#1, A#2
	B#1, ?
	C#1, C#2, C#3, C#4, C#5, C#6, C#7, C#8, C#9



Legend:

· S-GW: Serving Gateway

· P-GW: PDN Gateway

· Red Line is the mobility signaling (MIP/PMIP)

· In case of Alternative1, red line also transfers QoS parameters
· Blue Line is the QoS signaling (Diameter)
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