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Title:	[DRAFT] Reply LS on CHF Logic Realization wrt/ Spending Limits functionality
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Send any reply LS to:	3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org 	

Attachments:	None


1. Overall Description:
SA2 thanks SA5 for the LS on CHF Logic Realization wrt/ Spending Limits functionality. It is noticed that SA5 answers the question that CHF do not obtain AMF charging reports in the related procedures of Spending Limits. 

However, SA2 has defined in TS 23.501 that “To enable the SMF to select the same CHF that is selected by the PCF for a PDU Session, the PCF provides the selected CHF address(es) and, if available, the associated CHF instance ID(s) and/or CHF set ID(s) in the PDU Session related policy information to the SMF as described in Table 6.4-1 of TS 23.503 [45] and the SMF applies them as defined in clause 5.1.8 of TS 32.255 [68]. Otherwise, the SMF selection of the CHF as defined in clause 5.1.8 of TS 32.255 [68] applies.” This is for SMF and PCF to select the same CHF due to spending limit.
SA2 also notices that SA5 has similar description in TS 32.255 :” The CHF selection by the SMF is done at the PDU session establishment, this selection shall be based on the following and with this priority order (highest to lowest): 
-    CHF address(es) with possible associated CHF instance ID(s) and/or CHF set ID(s) provided by the PCF for the PDU session.
-    UDM provided charging characteristics.
-    NRF based discovery.
-    SMF locally provisioned charging characteristics.”

Besides, in TS 32.256, CHF selection by the AMF can be based on “CHF address(es) provided by the PCF as part of Access and mobility policy control information.” and there is also CDR based on AM charging, which means AM charging may have impact on the credit of the user which is related to policy counter. 

So SA2 requests SA5 to clarify whether the AMF should indeed select the same CHF as the one received from the PCF for the UE.

Note: 23.501 6.3.11 only uses the term ‘CHF’ to describe discovery and selection of the charging function. Therefore, SA2 asks SA5 to specifically answer by using the term ‘CHF’ and refrain please from using the term ‘CCS’.

2. Actions:
To SA5 group.
ACTION: 	SA2 asks SA5 group to 
Kindly provide the feedback for the above question.

3. Date of Next TSG SA WG2 Meetings:
TSG-SA2 Meeting #159		October 09 – 13, 2023			Xiamen, CN
TSG-SA2 Meeting #160		November 13 – 17, 2023			Chicago, USA
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