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1
Decision/action requested

This document is to request a discussion on the terminology used within TS 28.201 and TS 28.202 and to explore paths to harmonizing the terms used.
2
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3
Rationale

For network slice performance and analytics charging the converged charging architecture is specified in clause 4.2.2 of TS 28.201 [1]. The following represents this architecture with the area for discussion highlighted in yellow.
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A converged charging architecture for network slice management charging is specified in clause 4.2.2 of TS 28.2012 [2]. The following represents this architecture with the area for discussion highlighted in yellow.
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Functional Comparison of CSIF and eCTF
The following table gives a summary of the functionality delivered by CSIF and eCTF as defined in TS28.201 [1] and TS 28.202 [2] respectively:

	Functionality
	CSIF
	eCTF

	Consuming services exposed by other functions
	Yes
	Yes (explicitly MnS services)

	Determination of the occurrence of chargeable events
	Yes (explicit)
	Yes (implicit)

	Consumer of Nchf services
	Yes
	Yes


It is obvious from the table that the CSIF and eCTF are essentially providing the same functionality.
The terms should be harmonized across our charging specifications. A (non-exhaustive) list of options include:

Option #1: Rename all occurrences of eCTF to CSIF in TS 28.202 [2].

Option #2: Rename all occurrences of CSIF to eCTF in TS 28.201 [1].

Option #3: Coin a new term for CSIF/eCTF and use it consistently across the specifications. For example, one may suggest that Service-Based CTF (SB-CTF) is more intuitive.
Potential Incorporation of CSF and CIF

The functional blocks CSF and CIF are explicitly defined in clause 4.2.2 of TS 28.201 [1]. They are not present in TS 28.202 [2]. To address this misalignment the following are potential options:

Option #1: Fully incorporate CSF and CIF into CSIF/eCTF/SB-CTF/..., i.e. delete all explicit definition of these functions from TS 28.201 [1].
Option #2: Explicitly define CSF and CIF within the converged charging architecture in TS 28.202 [2].

Option #3: Coin new terms for CSF and CIF and use them consistently across the specifications.
4
Detailed proposal

The proposal is to harmonize the terms as CSIF, eCTF, CSF and CIF across TS 28.201[1] and TS 28.202 [2].
Proposal #1: Coin the term Service-Based CTF (SB-CTF) to replace CSIF and eCTF.

Proposal #2: Explicitly define CSF and CIF within the converged charging architecture in TS 28.202 [2].

This would lead to new converged charging architecture in TS 28.201 depicted as follows:
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The converged charging architecture in TS 28.202 [2] would also be updated and would be depicted as follows:
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