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1
Decision/action requested

SA5Bspecifications are not impacted by Plenary and CT3 decision, as requirements for Gy have not been modified.
2
References

S5-054287 - LS on Diameter Credit Control (DCC) Session Handling
S2-050958 - LS on DCC session handling
3
Rationale

At Sanya meeting in Nov 2004, there was a proposal to allow the use of sub-sessions in the context of a credit pooling mechanism enhancements, so credit could be shared across PDP contexts. During the discussion it was mentioned that any decision will have an impact in CN3 work. In fact, at that time, CN3 placed the decision about use of sub-sessions on hold, waiting for SA5B to adopt a position first. The result of the Sanya meeting was to disregard the use of sub-sessions in Gy due to a lack of specific requirements and to the complexity of such solution. As a result 32.240, 32.299 and 32.260 were impacted and designed with subsequent contributions that took into account this decision for Ro (Gy).

Although CT3 was directly impacted with this decision, the text about sub-sessions in TS 29.210 was not removed as it should have for alignment. Thus the Gx-over-Gy application was born with that heritage. It was only in the last CT3#36 meeting that the incompatibility issue was discovered.
The immediate solution was to remove the use of DCC sub-sessions from the Gx-over-Gy interface to align with SA5B. Gx was left as it was. What the plenary is now requesting is to try and find a common solution for the Gx interface.
To that respect, the requirements that affect SA5B specifications for Gy in this regard (32.240, 32.299, 32.251), that were used as basis of our decision, have not changed. Therefore, the reasons that led to not including sub-sessions in R6 still apply and Gy doesn't need any modification. CT3 should have reacted in time, and corrected Gx back in Nov’04 to achieve the alignment.
The point where Gy interacts with CT3 specifications, i.e. the Gx over Gy application, has already been corrected at the last plenary, so both do not make use of sub-sessions. Only Gx is different at this point, and it needs to be amended.

The problem was also discussed in the last CT3, and a great majority of companies were in favour of removing the DCC sub-sessions from Gx. Those companies were also of the opinion that the requirements outlined for Gx by SA2 could be satisfied without DCC sub-sessions. However, a removal of DCC sub-sessions for Gx in CT3 was objected to by a single company and therefore was not done due to the highest interest of consensus. But now that the plenary only requires one solution, it’s CT3 who has the 2 approaches and who needs to modify 29.210 to align with Gy.
4
Detailed proposal

It is proposed that:

- SA5B does not modify, with regard to this issue, its specifications. I.e., SA5B should maintain the Ro (Gy) implementation as it is without sub-sessions. 
- SA5B send a response to CT3 informing them of this decision and with a recommendation to remove DCC sub-sessions capability in TS 29.210 to achieve a single implementation as indicated by the plenary. The modifications to be done to Gx are small and there is a CR already available since the last CT3 meeting to do so.
