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Some General Questions Regarding the Charging Specifications

1. TS 32.260 V6.0.0 - Figure 4.2 IMS Offline Charging Architecture
In the figure a box exists around BI, Ga, and Rf interface labeling. Should not the boxes be removed to eliminate confusing of interface labeling and network element?
2. TS 32.260 V6.0.0 - Figure 4.3 IMS Online Charging Architecture
a) Same issue as #1 above regarding the ‘boxing’ of Ro and ISC.

b) The interface lines with arrowed heads all lead out from Ro. Eliminating the box around Ro helps remove the confusion relative to an NE, but the joining of the lines with arrow heads at the end of every line causes confusion as it implies a fully meshed exchange of information between all elements. Is this the case? If not, the lines need to be redrawn to clearly show which elements can communicate. 

3. TS 32.299 V6.1.0 – 7.2.2.1 Service-information AVP

Should the following AVPs found in ‘Service-information’ be placed in Table 7.3 in order to have an AVP Code assigned?


PS-information


WLAN-information


IMS-information


MMS-information


LCS-information

4. TS 32.2999 V6.1.0 – Expansion of AVP Groups

Should a grouped AVP be expanded only in one place/table and then that AVP referenced as a group and not expanded again in other tables? If duplicate expansion exists, this leads to possible mis-alignment of AVPs and maintenance issues.

5. UUS-Data and MessageBody

Are these the same? UUS-Data does not appear in 32.298, but MessageBody does. Does this mean that UUS-Data gets reported in a CD via MessageBody? Should the UUS-Data AVP be replaced by the MessageBody AVP and a note added indicating that UUS-Data is reported via MessageBody? Or should UUS-Data be added to 32.298?
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