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1. Overall Description:

SA5 thanks CN2 for its liaison on the “Handling of e-parameters provided by the SCP” and the impact this may have on our Charging Data Record (CDR) definitions. We have considered in our meeting SA5#24 the scenario and questions you raise.

For the circuit-switched domain, our answers are indicated below:

When the SCP provides e-parameters to the MSC/gsmSSF, for a subscriber that does not have a subscription to the Advice of Charge supplementary service or the MSC/gsmSSF does not support the Advice of Charge supplementary service, then the MSC/gsmSSF shall behave as follows:

· the MSC shall not send e-parameters to the Mobile Station;

· the gsmSSF shall not send a CAP Operation error to the SCP as a result of this situation.

Whilst specifying the above behaviour for the MSC/gsmSSF, the following two questions have risen within CN2:


· What is the impact of the scenario described above on the "LevelOfCAMELService" parameter in the various Call Data Records?
More specifically, if the SCP sends e-parameters to the MSC/gsmSSF, but the MSC/gsmSSF does not send these e-parameters to the MS, due to reasons described above, shall the bit "onlineCharging" of the "LevelOfCAMELService" parameter in the CDR be set?

Because the e-parameters are not actually sent to the MS, SA5 believe that the bit “onlineCharging” of the “LevelOfCAMELService” parameter shall not be set in the CDRs.

· May the gsmSSF in above described scenario discard the e-parameters, or is there any reason for the MSC/gsmSSF to retain these parameters?

For the purposes of CDR generation, we see no need for the MSC/gsmSSF to retain these parameters.

For the Packet-switched domain, it is anticipated that this scenario does not have impacts on PS-domain charging, but the issue will be investigated until our next meeting. We will send a further liaison only if the above conclusion is contradicted by this investigation.

2. Actions:

No action required.
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