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8
Charging Management

8.1
Charging Plenary

S5-122709
CH Agenda and Time Plan




Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
The agenda keeps being REVISED, and S5-122709r4 was agreed
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123084.



S5-123084
CH Agenda and Time Plan





Source: CH SWG Chair

(Replaces S5-122709)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 
The document was approved.



S5-122710
CH Detailed Report from LAST Meeting




Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was approved.



S5-122711
CH Executive Report from THIS Meeting




Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was approved.



S5-122712
CH Detailed Report from THIS Meeting




Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document will be submitted.



S5-122771
LS from SA2 to SA5 on charging requirements for traffic redirection




Source: S2-124148

Discussion:

Chair: the PCEF have already been enhanced for Deep packet inspection. not part of the ABC study?





Allot: No, only standalone TDF is in scope of the ABC study as defined by SA2. Note the study only 




relates to charging.





Chair: “zero charged” is not a term used, could mean no charging trigger.





Ericsson: Disagree.

Orange: It is per-operator preference but the charging function and should be available.
Allot: The intention is to understand the issue and this is just an example (maybe not the best).
Chair: I would suggest we go directly to the discussion document.

Decision: 
The document was replied to in S5-122778.


S5-122777
Discussion on SA2 LS on charging requirements for traffic redirection




Source: Allot Communications

Discussion:
 Allot: SA2 wants to know differentiation uplink/downlink




Ericsson: have SA2 considered “terminate in FUI?” also the other side? precedence of the actions ? 




Second question what about timing/delay issues?




Allot: No it was not considered. We are not talking about out of credit. 




Ericsson: No, this condition (out-of-credit) is exactly the reason




Chair: did SA2 assume that no interaction was required by OCS when redirection?




Allot: that was the assumption for release 11.




Chair: “controlled address”? is not clear (PCRF or OCS)?




Allot: no, the redirecting Node, the PCRF provides this as part of the ADC rules.




Alcatel-Lucent: What is the meaning of the PCRF controls? More by providing ADC Rules?




Allot: The question is should the OCS be informed.




Alcatel-Lucent: Can you provide an example?




Allot: E.g. family and children not allowed to use a particular site. There may be others.




Openet: What does corrupted mean in this context?




Allot: we should focus on charging aspects




Chair: To date we have focussed on uplink traffic, not downlink




Allot: yes we now need to consider downlink.




Ericsson: Perhaps my contribution 3004 could help to illustrate
.

Decision: 
The document was noted.


S5-123004
DP Application Redirection Discussion (revised from S5-122989)




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:

Allot: I agree that it may be handled in this way (for http application) but there may be other cases e.g. 




just for new connections, other traffic detected by TDF (some downlink traffic coming from some  





application ). In general case we cannot state that the PCEF can handle all redirected cases. Some 





particular cases for uplink/downlink cannot be covered.





Ericsson: SA2 should have stated that downlink should be blocked/allowed. Part of corrupted packet 




could be downlink packet still under the first RG (not RG of redirected traffic), old connection 






kept opened.





Allot: I agree but I don’t think we should get into them just acknowledge that they could exist.






Allot: OFCS should also be considered.





Chair: Non authorised downlink should be discarded.





Allot: You still need TDF to detect that traffic. 





Chair: All unknown should be discarded.





Allot: No it is known traffic (traffic of this application). SDFs in PCEF does not know this, they are 




not sufficient.





Ericsson: Agree. This is the reason why the TDF was introduced (i.e. you can’t always deduce SDFs 




from applications). There are some cases where TDF is not capable to notify PCRF for changing the 




rules).





Orange: PCEF can’t always identify different applications.





Allot: Yes.





Chair: requirement to be clarified from Operator’s. From user’s perspective is differentiation for 





redirect traffic a new requirement?





Orange: We should have flexible means to allow us charge differently. We should be able to identify 




redirected traffic (to charge it differently) and it is our prerogative if we want to charge for it.





Chair: We have functionality already in the OCS (granted units or redirection). Do we have a new 





situation? Do we have use in mind that we can’t already support? One account for subscriber, TDF 




should communicate to OCS about re-direction.





Orange: I can imagine different cases; it should be possible to charge differently. For ex downlink 





traffic could be a movie, an announcement





Allot: Need for correlation. Also for OFCS.





Ericsson: We should focus just on the “whats” not on the “hows” as there is on-going work in the 





ABC study.





Allot: Should the OCS know about redirection? The ABC study will define how that knowledge gets 




to the OCS.





Alcatel-Lucent: There may be two parallel Ro sessions; this group needs to be involved in these 





discussions.





Group: discussion about how SA5 can be involved in the TR process.





Ericsson:  at SA plenary, the TR will be presented for information, we could involve our 







representative to be in the loop to review.





Allo: normal way at SA, nothing to be done in particular, this is why the LS to SA5, i.e to involve 





SA5.





Chair: It’s SA2 responsibility to involve SA5 but its SA2 decision.





Openet: I think we should not use correlation, correlation is abstracted inside the OCS. I think 






notification is a better word. Correlation has other implications.





Allot: more notification. 





Chair: correlation inside the OCS for end-user account





Chair: GSMA, SA1 to be informed about this?
Decision: 

The document was noted.

S5-122778
LS Reply on charging requirements for traffic redirection




Source: Allot Communications

Discussion:
 
Ericsson: Need to have start and stop for OFCS.





Chair: Other clarifications on the text are required





Ericsson: What about precedence? I think this is an issue





Allot: we don’t have requirements about conflicts.





Chair: Can we do the refinements offline.





Chair: Should CT3 be in Cc?





Allot: I don’t think they are relevant.






Decision: 
The document was replied to in S5-123052.


S5-123052
LS Reply on charging requirements for traffic redirection




Source: Allot Communications

Discussion:
On screen edit. SA5 requesting clarifications to SA2: proposed to keep only the first bullet.
Decision: 
The document was approved.
S5-123104
Reply Liaison Statement from GSMA to SA5 on Inter Operator Accounting for IMS Roaming




Source: IWG LS_064

Discussion: Alcatel-Lucent: LS received during the meeting, more time needed to provide feedback.
Decision: 
The document was postponed.
S5-122972
DP Use of Inter Operator Identifiers for IMS Roaming




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
Chair: LS from GSMA SOLU is postponed.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122973
Response LS on VoLTE Roaming: impact on Interconnect




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none because of the postpone LS from GSMA SOLU.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122974
LS on Inter-Operator-Identifier (IOI) for IMS Roaming




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none because of the postpone LS from GSMA SOLU.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.


8.2
New Charging Work Item proposals

S5-122979
new WID PCEF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP 




UEs in fixed broadband access networks




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
none (revision was presented)


Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123050.



S5-123050
new WID PCEF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP 




UEs in fixed broadband access networks




Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-122979)

Discussion: 
Alcatel-Lucent explained the revision is for considering MCC input and also other comments received 




by email.





Ericsson and Orange questionned on why only one of the three options is addressed, and also Allot  




would like a work item covering all three solutions. 





Alcatel-Lucent answered this item should not be impacted by other groups, which is not the case for 




the two others solutions (other’s group specifications to be affected), and suggested corresponding 





work can be proposed in parallel by companies interested-in.





Vodafone indicated this work task seen by companies as the critical item and would like to see this 




going forward. Work task can be done in parallel and progress for this one should not be prevented.




Chair questionned on possible split between stage 2 and stage 3, and indicated the work task schedule 




should be justified with the building block, considering the release 12 schedule.





Ericsson had concern on the stability of the SA2 work, and commented starting this work was 






premature.





Alcatel-Lucent mentionned level of information is enough for starting the work, and SA2 progress 





will be monitored.   





Vodafone sees no reason to delay, and will also enable SA5 and SA2 to exchange information. 







The discussion was suspended.









Resume discussion:





Orange believes this is premature, and was supported by Ericsson.





The Chair asked about the status of the SA2 TR (when sent to SA for approval?), and got answered





later-on by Vodafone that nothing goes to SA from the ongoing SA2 meeting.





Orange raised concern about on-going BBF interactions and concern on BBF side, which was replied




by Vodafone that SA2 has not decided not wait on BBF, no requirement exists to wait for BBF for 





3GPP architecture. Vodafone sees this as an artificial delay.  





Alcatel-Lucent indicated this is the PCC architecture with charging interface from the PCEF not the 




BNG.





The Chair questionned about status in SA2, and fromVodafone’s answer counsiders the status in SA2 




was stable enough for going forward, on which Ericsson disagreed.





Orange suggested to have a study item instead (not normative), while Vodafone suggested proceeding 




like other groups i.e. work item with a study phase.





Ericsson expressed a need to cover all areas in order to address commonalities, which was supported 




by Orange but objected by Vodafone.





The Chair commented the current TR covers all three options.





Vodafone indicated no commonality across all three (on which Ericsson disagreed), and this would be 




the reason for objecting.









Alcatel-Lucent admitted some commonalities but mentionned the different Reference point, 






differences at protocol level, and specifications affected will not be the same.





The Chair asked if postponing the discussion until the next SA5 meeting would help to make progress, 




and  suggested offline discussion to take place.





 





Resumption after offline discussions:





Orange objected to this document, and recalled normal 3GPP procedure is work task can start only 





when the stage 2 work is complete. Vodafone indicated this varies from situation to situation. 
  




The Chair suggested to have a working assumption and let SA2 work on the areas under their control.





Ericsson questionned on whether the subscriber identity was defined, and was replied by Vodafone 




that identity of the subscriber will be assumed as known
        



Ericsson expressed the need have the format to be able to write a specification, which was seen as 





referring to the stage 3 work by Alcatel-Lucent, and not due until 2014.





Vodafone clarified the format of the subscriber for fixed network is defined in 3GPP specifications, 




for the Convergent scenario (3GPP Operator knows their subscribers).





The Chair indicated that a TR can form part of TS as it was done with IMS.





Huawei mentionned the different levels of maturity in the current TR.





The Chair questionned about progress on the TR by the end of this week, and noted SA2 will meet 





after SA5 meeting in the upcoming meetings. This schedule would imply start for this work to be 





delayed until June, and was seen as unacceptable by Vodafone, who suggested to raise this up to the 




SA plenary meeting.





Alcatel-Lucent suggested to wait until the March SA plenary, which was considered as not acceptable 




by Vodafone.





The Chair asked if progress could be expected with conference calls (Including SA2 delegates),
 and




finally
admitted that no progress could be done at this meeting to remove the objection. He proposed 




to close the discussion, and to present the status in the executive report to the SA5 closing plenary.
.Decision: 
The document was noted.

S5-123003
new WID SMS-C offline Charging




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:

Orange: What is the expected additional value in the SMSC?





Alcatel-Lucent: It is to cover the roaming scenario.





Orange: OK.





Chair: Is there any Operator feedback.





Alcatel-Lucent: Yes but no explicit support.





Chair: I would like to see Operator support. Do we have any?





Acision: This would be interesting for green field Operators moving into LTE.





Chair: Choice between MTC-IWF charging and SMS-SC charging.There are more status reports at 




the MTC-IWF than SMS-SC.





Acision: There are still on-going discussions on T5.





Alcatel-Lucent: This work item doesn’t preclude from adding additional charging specification.





Alcatel-Lucent: Could we have MTC-IWF included in this work item?





Chair: No.





Orange: We still don’t have the answer on how MTC will be charged (e.g. granularity, etc.).





Alcatel-Lucent: whatever grouping solutions could be defined, we need at least to define it per-SMS 




first. 





Acision: Comment on the volumes expect 10 to 100 times to human users. But expectation that 





compression will lead to similar traffic levels.





Orange: Is only SMS-SC addressed here? Why?





Alcatel-Lucent: IP-SM-GW is in the home PLMN and we only need one node in the HPLMN to 





provide charging information.





Huawei: Huawei can support this work item.





Chair: We will also need Bx for ASN.1





Chair: Perhaps you can work offline to get additional company support.





Chair: There may be a correlation aspect in relation to CS and PS specs.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123051.


S5-123051
new WID SMS-C offline Charging





Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-123003)

Discussion:
On screen edit to change stage 3 approval to March 2014.
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


8.3
Charging Maintenance and Rel-12 small Enhancements 

S5-122772
Reply LS from CT4 to SA5 on TS 32.299 AVPs for update in TS 29.230




Source: C4-122124

Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent: We need to reintroduce the AVP from Release 8. I can bring a set of CRs.





Chair: I suggest to reintroduce AVP definition,  with no “X” in any column in table 7.2.  





Alcatel-Lucent: I am not sure about this.





Chair: Let’s discuss offline.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-122795
R11 CR 32.299 Correction on NNI-Information AVP




Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-122803
Options on Transit IOI format in charging




Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Ericsson: Did you consider another proposal? Where every node writes the same list?





Alcatel-Lucent: Ericsson is you proposing one list containing both request and response?





Ericsson: Yes, that is what I was suggesting.





Alcatel-Lucent: Does a transit node create a CDR? Transit Networks generating nodes haven’t been 




defined yet.





Orange: I think the requirement is defined in TS 32.240.





Chair: We need guidance and this is a collection of our views.





Chair: Ordering is important





Chair: The Ericsson proposal is more complicated to implement.





Ericsson: This is only a problem for nodes in transit nodes, not the end points, and there are no CDRs 




defined for transit nodes.





Ericsson: I still think there is an ordering issue.





Chair: Ordering is important
Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-122869
Rel-7 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC




Source: Huawei

Discussion:

Chair: Do we need to go back to release 7?





Chair: I think it is better to start at release 8.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122870
Rel-8 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



     Source: Huawei

Discussion:
none because the contet of the proposal is inline with the guidance from the last meeting
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123032.

S5-123032
Rel-8 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



    Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-122870)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.




S5-122871
Rel-9 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



     Source: Huawei

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123033.


S5-123033
Rel-9 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



     Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-122871)

Discussion:

Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122872
Rel-10 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



     Source: Huawei

Discussion:

none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123034.


S5-123034
Rel-10 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



     Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-122872)

Discussion:

Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122873
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



     Source: Huawei

Discussion:

none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123035.

S5-123035
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Correction on the charging at MRFC



     Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-122873)

Discussion:

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-122874
Discussion paper on network name display and Charging for CSFB




Source: Huawei,China Mobile

Discussion:

Orange: contract with Home Operator for retail charging, but not serving-Node dependant.





Huawei: due to national roaming 





Ericsson: all is determined by Operator A: whatever the display, it should be from Operator A





Chair: the display name could be understood as “cheaper” from user’s perspective.









Ericsson: both information, display, and Operators’ B selection are Operator’s decision





Chair: if LTE Network not supporting CSFB, and LTE display name, but when doing the call, this call  




is served by CS and charged by the CS.





China Mobile: for roamers in US, whether T-Mobile or ATT is serving the UE, we want to make sure 




the billing system can provide correct CDRs, e.g in ATT CDR include T-Mobile served the UE. More 




an inter-Operator issue.





China Mobile: intention is to have output from SA5.





Chair: we understand the problem, but we need some guidance from GSMA. We expect the parallel 




ongoing discussion in SA1 will trigger this LS to GSMA with cc SA5.
After we get the LS reply from 




GSMA we can continue on this topic.

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-122960
R11 CR 32.260 Resolve contradicting descriptions of GTP' handling



     Source: Openet

Discussion:

Detailed discussion on the background to the text in 6.1.2, including no detailed description of GTP’ 




protocol.





Chair: we need to find middle tier template.





Action for Chair to try to locate this.





There are implications for other charging specifications.





More investigation is required.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122961
R9 CR 32260 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122496 from SA5#85)
Discussion: 
Chair: Why is the removal of session from the description not enough?





Alcatel-Lucent: Because we need to cover the registration case.





Other CRs for later releases will be presented later in the week.





Alcatel-Lucent: I will try to send them later today.
 
Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-123094
R10 CR 32260 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122497 from SA5#85)
Discussion: none 

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-123095
R11 CR 32260 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122498 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none 

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-123096
R9 CR 32299 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122499 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-123097
R10 CR 32299 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR



   Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122500 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-123098
R11 CR 32299 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122501 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-123099
R9 CR 32298 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122502 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-123100
R10 CR 32298 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122503 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-123101
R11 CR 32298 Emergency Indicator introduction in P-CSCF CDR



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122504 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-122980
Discussion paper on Trusted WLAN operator identification for EPC access charging




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:

Ericsson: Figure 2 are the CDRs coming from the AAA sever?





Alcatel-Lucent: Yes I believe so.





Ericsson: What is the relationship with TS 32.252?





Alcatel-Lucent: It is not yet covered, it is open, but the intention of this is also to address how we 





cover in SA5.





Orange: Other identifiers than PLMN ID? 





Alcatel-Lucent: I am not sure which type of identifiers are possible.





Orange: If there is a need for interoperator billing then identifiers PLMN ID are needed.





Chair: Why do we need a new RAT?





Alcatel-Lucent: No we will reuse the existing one.





Ericsson: How did you conclude the business relationships?





Alcatel-Lucent: Using existing behaviour of mobile operators.





Chair: O.K. so there is nothing defined by GSMA?





Chair: we need to get confirmation from GSMA.





Chair: I think the LS should be addressed to GSMA.





Ericsson: I think we need to have a work item before sending out LSs.





Chair: I think we need to draft a work item first.





Alcatel-Lucent: I can discuss inside my company on how to progress.





Chair: Let’s not send out an LS at this stage.





Chair: We need some type of trigger from SA2.





Chair: An update, SA2 says there are no requirements for release 11

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-122987
R11 CR 32.260 Correction on charging for IMS transit functions



      Source: Orange

Discussion:

Ericsson: SIP method question?





Orange: probably a cut and paste error.





Chair: Not possible to classify now.





Ericsson: Query about the role of node? I am not sure about this.





Orange: I don’t think this is so important.





Chair: This also applies to access information.





Alcatel-Lucent: Which layout is the CDR based?





Orange: S-CSCF





Alcatel-Lucent: I am not sure it is a good idea to define as a standalone.





Chair: We can reuse the Editor’s note to address investigation into the parameters.





Chair: Should we continue the investigation until the next meeting?





Ericsson: There are other parts that we may agree to in this CR.





Orange: I think we can use the editor’s note to progress.





Chair: Let’s come back to it at the plenary preparation.

 Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123036.


S5-123036
R11 CR 32.260 Correction on charging for IMS transit functions




Source: Orange

(Replaces S5-122987)

Discussion:
none 

Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-122983
R11 CR 32.299 Correction on charging for IMS transit functions



      Source: Orange

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122988
R11 CR 32.298 Correction on charging for IMS transit functions



     Source: Orange

Discussion:
none 

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123038.


S5-123038
R11 CR 32.298 Correction on charging for IMS transit functions




Source: Orange

(Replaces S5-122988)

Discussion:
none 

Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122975
R11 CR 32240 Clarification of Type 1 and Type 2 IOI Usage for IMS Roaming




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none because of the postponed LS from GSMA SOLU.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122976
R11 CR 32260 Multiple sets of inter operator identifiers in IMS CDRs for IMS Roaming




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none because of the postponed LS from GSMA SOLU.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122977
R11 CR 32298 Multiple sets of inter operator identifiers in IMS CDRs for IMS roaming




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none because of the postponed LS from GSMA SOLU.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122978
R11 CR 32299 Clarification of Type 1 and Type 2 IOI Usage for IMS Roaming




Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none because of the postponed LS from GSMA SOLU.
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.
S5-122984
Discussion on data volume counting in Home Routed roaming




Source: Orange

Discussion:

Orange: This situation was reported by our affiliates.





Alcatel-Lucent: What is the reason for the packets to be discarded?





Orange: It depends on the rule.





Ericsson: There are many enforcement action could result in packets being dropped.





Chair: currently volume counters are not indicated “transmitted or received”





Ericsson: currently uplink is representing transmitted, and DL is representing  received. We need only 




two counters per-bearer for uplink.





Alcatel-Lucent: Need to separate requirement and solution.





Orange: We use H.248 to model this. Only addresses the PCEF, but we could have impacts when 





TDF.





Ericsson: The TDF will not know about the bearer.





Openet: I think you need to think of it in terms of wholesale versus retail and this the PCEF will 





always be needed for wholesale. 

Decision: 
The document was noted.

S5-123014
LS to SA2 and CT3 on data volume counting requirements for charging in home routed roaming




Source: Orange

Discussion:

Ericsson: What will SA2 do with this LS?





Orange: I think there may be impacts on TS 23.203.





Acision: Suggest no attaching discussion rather to attach the CR.
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123031.

S5-123031
Reply to LS to SA2 and CT3 on data volume counting requirements for charging in home routed 



roaming




Source: Orange
(Replaces S5-123014)

Discussion:

Ericsson: Need to make reference GGSNs consistent





Group discussion on the scope of the requirement (GPRS/EPC)





Alcatel-Lucent: question about the action.





Openet: The action is still unclear to me.





On screen edits
Decision: 
The document was approved.

S5-122985
R12 CR 32.251 correction on data volume counters requirements




 Source: Orange

Discussion:

Chair: I think that we need to contact SA2 on this to satisfy the requirement.





Orange: I see no reason for contacting SA2.





Chair: trigger to be defined in SA2





E//: No





Group discussion on impacts of the requirement on implementation/performance/etc.





Ericsson: How does this affect the requirement?





Huawei: I think we can accept the requirement. Other CRs can be brought at a later stage by Orange 




or other companies.





Acision: We agree that this is a valid requirement but do we also need to inform SA2?.





Openet: Is this mandatory or can we change shall to may?

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123030.



S5-123030
R12 CR 32.251 correction on data volume counters requirements



     Source: Orange

(Replaces S5-122985)

Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent: I suggest “not to use in this release”





Chair: I think we can just use what is in requirement 2.





Openet: Is this really a correction?





Chair: I agree I don’t think so.





Chair: I think it is a C.

Decision: 
The document was agreed.
8.4
Rel-11 Charging

8.4.1
Charging aspects of System Improvements for Machine Type Communication (540019)

S5-122809
R11 CR 32251 Introduction Rf description for Offline Charging for SMS in MME




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122512 from SA5#85)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123042.



S5-122818
R11 CR 32251 MME identification in MME S-SMO-CDR and S-SMT-CDR




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Merged with S5-123042)
Discussion: 
Ericsson: Why to change to Diameter addressing.





Alcatel-Lucent: Usually in PS domain we use IP address for identifying but for MME the most 






accurate addressing is the Diameter based.





Ericsson: I don’t see how this warrants a change in the CDR. All the other CDRs are based on IP 





addresses. 





Chair: This is a break in the traditional and the question what is the justification for this.





Alcatel-Lucent: There is no strong reason but I believed was the best identification for SMS.





Ericsson: How so? A use case please.





 
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123042.


S5-123042
R11 CR 32251 Introduction Rf description for Offline Charging for SMS in MME




Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-122809)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122820
Rel11 CR 32274 Enhancement of SMS information for SMS over MME charging




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:

Chair: I suggest we try to reuse existing AVPs.





Alcatel-Lucent: Is it already in the TS 32.274 document?





Chair: Submission Time from MMS Information could be used.





Alcatel-Lucent: The description will have to be adapted.





Ericsson: No comfortable as additions to this table will have the side effect on online charging. Online 




charging only defined in this TS.





Chair: I think we should try not to introduce new AVPs.





Chair: Let’s take it offline.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123040.


S5-123040
R11 CR 32274 Enhancement of  SMS information for  SMS over MME Charging




Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-122820)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was withdrawn.



S5-122821
R11 CR 32299 Introduction AVPs description for SMS over MME Charging




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
Remove new proposed AVPs (not required anymore as we will reuse existing AVPs)
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123043.


S5-123043
R11 CR 32299 Introduction AVPs description for SMS over MME Charging




Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-122821)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-122823
R11 CR 32298 Introduction SMS CDRs description for SMS over MME Charging




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
ASN.1 syntax errors fixed IP addresses need to added also (servingNode and servingNodeIPv6)
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123044.



S5-123044
R11 CR 32298 Introduction SMS CDRs description for SMS over MME Charging




Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-122823)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


8.4.2
Unification of Charging session from SIP AS and SRVCC functions in IMS (550019)

S5-122806
R11 CR 32260 Offline Charging description for ATCF



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122510 from SA5#85 and merged with S5-122963)
Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123049.


S5-122963
R11 CR 32260 Transfer Indicator for session continuity transfer in SCC AS CDR



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Merged with S5-122806)
Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123049.
S5-123049
R11 CR 32260 Offline Charging description for ATCF




Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-122806 and S5-122963)

Discussion: none.  
Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122807
R11 CR 32298 Offline Charging description for ATCF




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122511 from SA5#85 and merged with S5-122971)
Discussion: Chair: Add reference for ISDN-E164
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123045.


S5-122971
R11 CR 32298 Transfer Indicator for session continuity transfer in SCC AS CDR




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Merged with S5-122807)
Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123045.

S5-123045
R11 CR 32298 Offline Charging description for ATCF
 



Source: Alcatel Lucent

(Replaces S5-122807 and S5-122971)

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122824
R11 CR 32275 Single charging session applicability to MMTel




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
Orange: “is applicable” could be replaced by “can be applied”.
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123046.


S5-123046
R11 CR 32275 Single charging session applicability to MMTel



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122824)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-122825
R11 CR 32298 Introduction ASN.1 description for combined IBCF and ATCF CDR



     Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123047.


S5-123047
R11 CR 32298 Introduction ASN.1 description for combined IBCF and ATCF CDR




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-122825)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.
S5-122962
R11 CR 32299 Offline Charging description for ATCF




Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-123048.


S5-123048
R11 CR 32299 Offline Charging description for ATCF




Source: Charging SWG

(Replaces S5-122962)

Discussion:
none
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


8.5
Any Other Business

Administrative issue
· SWG CH will use for error corrections in previous releases the corresponding WID code if suitable, and Maintenance CH is the fallback.

Future Meetings

· A reminder from the chairman about Malta hotel booking was given to the delegates

· Delegates are wondering about the strong cancellation policy including prepaid requirement for the upcoming meeting in Malta which is not required for reservations via web 
· A reminder from the chairman about ADN and CR request handling over the Christmas vacation was given to the delegates. 
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