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1. Overall Description:

SA2 would like to thank CT3 for their LS on Clarification on Npcf_SMPolicyControl service. SA WG2 discussed the Options listed by CT3 to conclude that there two ways to request PCC Rules by the SMF, either:

1. The SMF informs that the PDU session is modified and therefore the SMF requests the PCF to provide PCC Rules for the modified PDU session. This approach corresponds to Option 1 in CT3 LS. This approach is aligned with the Npcf_SMPolicyControl Get operation that is triggered by SMF at PDU session establishment to request for PCC Rules (or policy information) so that SMF also ask for PCC Rules in PDU session modification. This approach minimizes signalling between PCF and SMF.

2. The SMF informs that an event triggered was met to PCF for further processing. This approach corresponds to Option 2 in CT3 LS. This approach is aligned with a generic event reporting procedure and as such is not optimized from signalling point of view, but requires additional messages to provide PCC Rules to the SMF. 

SA2 concluded that Option 1 above optimizes signalling between PCF and SMF and way forward as solution. 23.502 information flows are updated accordingly.

2. Actions:

To CT WG3 group.

ACTION: 
SA WG2 asks CT WG3 to take the information above into account. 
3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings:
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