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This documents aims to discuss some of the issues within the current version of the TR 32.815.

1. The introduction refers to ‘implementation’. However, ‘implementation’ details are out of the scope of standardisation and should perhaps be referred to in another manner, e.g. ‘reference functionality’ (The merits and demerits of specific implementations should be left open to the evaluation of operators and their prospective vendors).

2. Within the ‘Scope’, this TR should ideally analyse the architectural requirements and external interfaces and not attempt to define absolutely the architecture, internal functions or the internal interfaces.

3. In the ‘References’ it is questioned whether reference [2] is valid in context of this TR.

4. In section 4, the TR states in places that the ‘OCS has to support’. However, in certain cases this will impose limited scope for alternative implementations; therefore it should be changed to e.g. should support.

5. It should be clarified that the *variants* of ‘Ro’ proposed within this document are yet to be defined within e.g. SA2.

6. It is also mentioned that the OCS should be capable of charging data collection. This can be construed as referring to offline data collection and should be clarified.

7. The term ‘Account Management’ is confusing and ambiguous; it is not clear whether it refers to ‘Account Balance Management’ or ‘Account Subscription Profile Management’. It should be clarified that it refers to ‘Account Balance Management’. However, an additional interface and reference point may need to be shown towards the Account Subscription Profile Management System. It should however be noted that any of the three reference points may validly be combined within a given implementation.

8. The term ‘pre-rating’ may be used to refer to various types of action carried out before the ‘main’ rating. Therefore, it should be simply stated that the OCS should provide for ‘Rating before service delivery’ or some other appropriate term.

9. Counters should be clarified in more detail, e.g. get/set accumulative usage counter. However, the ‘Get/set expiry date’, if related to the validity of the usage counter, should be removed, as it is not within the scope of the OCS. 

10. In section 5, table 1, it shows data stored by the rating function and it shows types of counters, however, counters should be generic. Ideally, the table could be removed, and replaced with general description about what kind of data is needed by each function.

11. With regard to the section 5.1.2, other than the options mentioned, there are also other possibilities. It should be importantly noted that ‘the Account Balance Management Function’ and the ‘Rating Function’ may also reside outside the OCS and may be independent of the charging function. Therefore option 1 may not be valid. We could delete section 5.1.2, however, include option 2 (5.1.2.2) to section 5.1.6.

12. Correlation should ideally be recognised as a distinct function within the OCS environment. (It should nevertheless be recognised that correlation may have different options for implementation).

13. In section 5.2.1, TariffRequest is also valid for other services than voice calls.

14. The sections dealing with ‘Basic principles of Charging Correlation’, ‘Implications on OCS’ and ‘Discovery and distribution of OCS address(es)’ is also valid beyond the scope of the OCS, therefore, should be ideally moved to 32.240. The sections should also make provision for correlation in non-IMS scenarios.

