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1 Lucent requests SWGB experts confirm the following interpretation of AVP allocation for RFC 3588 is correct.

2.
Lucent requests SWGB consider if additional explanatory text is needed within 3GPP specifications to avoid incorrect interpretation
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Rationale
4
Detailed proposal

At first sight there seems to be a duplicated allocation of AVP value between the diameter specification RFC 3588 and TS 32.225 v520.

Lucent would like to confirm the following interpretation is correct.

A change applied in to TS 32.225 [4] via SP040143 CR023 (march 2004) has allocated the AVC code of 260 to the AVP name of "[Cause]".

See TS 32.225 [4] table 7.2 (in the section 3GPP Diameter Accounting AVPs).

The AVP value of 260, is allocated in RFC 3588 [3] in the table presented in section 4.5, and definition in section 6.11.

A recent CN specification, TS 29.230 [2] shows that a range of AVP values from 200 to 299 may be used in TS 32.225.

i.e. the apparent duplicated value of 260 is valid according to  TS 29.230.

Lucent interpretation is that the AVPs have to be interpreted in conjunction with the setting of the "V" bit in the AVP Header, plus the usage of the Vendor ID field (in the vendor specific application Id grouped AVC, being set to the 3GPP identifier value.

i.e. this effectively extends the interpretation of AVP values to those specified by the vendor.

If this interpretation is agreed by SWGB experts, Lucent requests that some note is added to the specification so as to avoid incorrect interpretation.

