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Abstract: Editor’s NOTEs were added by MCC for use cases 13 and 14, saying “May want to reword "honour", as it is causing some confusion.” This Editor’s NOTE needs to be addressed.
Proposal
It is proposed to add a NOTE to explain the meaning of “honour” and instead to delete the Editor’s NOTE, as follows.
---Start of the 1st Change---
5.13.1
Description

In ACDC it is necessary to group mobile originated applications into access categories (hereafter called "ACDC categories"), so that each category is independently controlled in terms of ability to permit network access as the application is started in the UE (usually, but not always, by user action to launch an application). Grouping into categories is necessitated because there are too many mobile applications to be each individually controlled.

Each operator should have flexibility to independently create ACDC categories by provisioning them into UEs it activates on its system. This brings into question ACDC roaming compatibility. This use case addresses the question on how ACDC network controls implemented by VPLMN may apply to a roaming UE, if so permitted by the VPLMN, even though ACDC categorization in the roaming UE may be different than such categorization in non-roaming UEs.

---Start of the 2nd Change---
5.14.4
Potential requirements

The potential requirements derived from this use case are:

-
The network shall indicate to all inbound roaming UEs whether or not it applies their ACDC categorization.

-
If VPLMN does not apply ACDC categorization for roaming UEs, then they shall disregard ACDC controls, and shall comply with other forms of access control (e.g. ACB) in the VPLMN.


---End of the Changes---
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