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8
Charging Management

8.1
Charging Plenary

S5-130409
CH Agenda and Time Plan





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion: 
Order change per Ericsson’s request agreed: ABC to be discussed before P4C-F




Chair: 2 meetings before SA plenary, topics could be handled at next meeting




Chair: DIAMETER overload is a priority for this meeting as an LS to CT4 is required




The agenda keeps being REVISED, and S5-130798 was approved.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130798.

S5-130798
CH Agenda and Time Plan





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-130410
CH Detailed Report from LAST Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-130411
CH Executive Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
 Corrections on wrong Tdoc numbers
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130732.


S5-130732
CH Executive Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

(Replaces S5-130411)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.
S5-130412
CH Detailed Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document will be submitted.



S5-130450
Resubmitted LS from SA2 to SA5 on charging for MOCN and GWCN network sharing for 





GERAN, UTRAN and E-UTRAN





Source: S2-124834

Discussion:
 Chair: Resubmitted from last meeting with attached CR approved by SA2 for release 11




Chair: Main problem is the process to identify the CN is not described for online charging. Need a 





common understanding of what needs to be done for next meeting




Ericsson: Don’t want to use what is transmitted over the wire as there may be a different PLMN signalled 



versus what is selected.




Orange: we need clarify the real selected PLMN is in the CDR, the PLMN the Core selected for you




NSN: comes from a discussion from China Mobile visited in CS, the UE does not know.




Huawei: From charging perspective the real PLMN that is serving needs to be known




Ericsson: Only the serving gateway is identified in the CDRs, Issue is that multiple operators may share 



the same network equipment




Chair: Any volunteers to work on this? Any suggestions?




ALU: Suggest postponing to next meeting
Decision: 

The document was postponed.



S5-130452
Reply LS from CT1 to SA5 on providing access network information for charging





Source: C1-130802

Discussion:
 Chair: CT1 added charging information to SIP ACK 




Reply to this LS also based on discussion of  S5-130453
Decision: 

The document was replied to in S5-130697.


S5-130697
Reply LS from SA5 to CT1 on providing access network information for charging





Source: Orange

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-130453
Reply LS from CT3 to SA5 on providing access network information for charging





Source: C3-130327

Discussion:
 Chair: Same topic as S5-130452 above. Same LS sent to CT3 as to CT1.




Chair: I’m not sure if this addresses the concerns of Orange?




Ericsson: Don’t think it does. Issue was if I do assignment of resources based on 200 OK. How do I get 



the Access Network information back to S-CSCF? Does not address the issue but rather confirms the 




problem.




Orange: Does not address the issue.




Chair: What is the next step? still clarification on synchronisation needed from CT1.




Orange: Waiting for AAR may lengthen call establishment time




NSN: depends on percentage




Ericsson: could be often since we may have dedicated bearers.




Chair: Suggest replying to this LS to CT1 on whether delays could be expected in call setup and therefore 



have no AN charging information available. Is any procedure available to prevent the missing charging 



information, as it is not an exception?




Orange: Will answer CT1 (S5-130697) reiterating what CT3 have stated in this LS
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130458
LS from SA2 to SA5 on LS Reply on charging requirements for traffic redirection





Source: S2-130713

Discussion:
 Chair: Any comments?




ALU: Where will this be described?




Ericsson: Does it need to be? Number 2 and 3 could be stated somewhere. Could be a clause in the ABC 



work




Chair: Should SA2 or SA5 take this into account?




Ericsson: We have other requirements like this in SA5 documents. Item 2 and 3 need to be clear in 





23.203. Items 1 and 4 related to how charging could be done for redirection and could be in SA5 





documents Last sentence is a PCEF requirement.




Chair: Do you have an answer to the question?




Ericsson: Item 3 answers the question




Chair: Expect impact on the ABC WID. Items 1 and 4 could be taken into account.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130459
LS from SA2 to SA5 on LS on data volume counting requirements for charging in home routed roaming





Source: S2-130723

Discussion:
 Chair: Both CRs are essentially the same




Ericsson: We did not change 23.203




Chair: What is the status?




Ericsson: We have to decide if our CDRs capture both levels of information. I don’t know that it does.




ALU: This check has to be done to comply with this request.




Orange: We also have to decide if it is supplementary information in the CDRs. May be easier to have 




separate CDR.




ALU: Does it not also apply to a P-GW?




Ericsson: Prefer not to have separate CDR




ALU: Prefer to enhance existing CDR




Orange: Will bring discussion paper to next meeting




Ericsson: Will impact billing system either way




Orange: Proposing CDR description dedicated to roaming




Chair: If it is a new CDR suggest a Work Item, if enhancement then could be done in CH12

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130460
LS from SA2 to SA5 on PS domain reporting last known location and location age/timestamp to 




HPLMN and IMS





Source: S2-130727

Discussion:
Chair:I assume CT groups will enhance interfaces to support required information and I believe we expect 



to refer to the parameter for CDRs.Propose waiting until stage 3 is done in CT groups before starting 




charging work.




Ericsson: Thought Netloc only has to do with IMS and as such would not impact GGSN CDRs. This 




change will also impact the GGSN and P-GW.




Chair: Do we also need this in NetworkInfo header?




Ericsson: yes




NSN: we could mention PCC method, HSS method




Ericsson: We could send back a question asking if there is a corresponding requirement for this 





information in IMS. IMS included in title but CT1 not addressed and no IMS document changes were 




proposed.  
Decision: 

The document was replied to in S5-130698.


S5-130698
LS out from SA5 to CT1, CT3,CT4 on Support for user location age or timestamp





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-130471
LS from CT4 to SA5 on Cooperation on CNO Diameter Overload





Source: C4-130259

Discussion:
Chair: Based on upcoming meeting dates, and preliminary agreement to work with CT (CT4 in coop with 



CT3 and SA5), there is pressure to progress this work in this meeting.  




Ericsson: Disagree, document only arrived last night.




Chair: We have two contributions, signed by ALU and NSN which will be presented at next CT4 meeting 



and we would like the group to support this




Ericsson: Not time to study output from CT4. No CR endorsed by SA5




Chair: We are talking about the draft version (0.1.0) of the TR not the latest version which we have not 



yet received. Let’s come back to it when we have looked at the P-CRs.




Chair: Let’s move to the more recent LS from CT4
Decision: 

The document was noted.


S5-130486
P-CR against TR 29.809 related to 3GPP Charging Applications





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
Ericsson: Do not remove Gy/Gz, ok with adding Rf/Ro




ALU: Do not agree




Chair: Gz is not just Diameter, it is also GTP’. Gz without GTP’ is Rf




Ericsson: People outside of charging do not understand Rf, it is not in main architecture documents




ALU: Do not agree




Chair: For clarification, the Diameter base protocol




Ericsson: Support NSNs CR (S5-130696) on separating applications




ALU: Have to make distinction between credit control and accounting, for the consequence and handling 



which is different, but the causes are the same for both, so having two different chapters may not make 



sense for causes.




Ericsson: There is value in separating it as there are differences. Would prefer more clarity/justification 



on what the real issue is in each case. Might be clearer and more concrete if separated.




Chair: Better to have less text but more concrete charging issues




Orange: We would like to separate both. Would be clearer to separate online and offline charging.




ALU: Can try to make these changes




Ericsson: How much of our application specific stuff do we need in this CR?




Chair: Agree with ALU that we must list options to show the reader what functionality exists




ALU: My interpretation of your comments is that the chapter on network causes is too heavy 




Chair: I like the effort to list all possible network causes, this list is a large and great piece of work




Ericsson: Agree, this detail is great




Chair: We should not spend so much meeting time discussing this and should continue offline. We can 



make progress via email on this.




Ericsson: Can we divide it up into multiple documents to make analysis easier?




Chair: Would it make sense to cut out chapter 5.3.5 and have it as a different contribution?




Chair: Split the contribution to two new ones. 5.3.5 as a separate contribution with offline/online 





separated

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130704 and S5-130705.


S5-130704
P-CR against TR 29.809 related to 3GPP Charging Applications





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, Openet

(Replaces S5-130486)

Discussion:
 Orange: What about the case where the server is too busy to even indicate that it is too busy.




ALU: I agree that the impacts chapter does not describe all the scenarios




Orange: Can we complete it online now? Just add sentence to state the case that no reply is received from 



the server.




 Ericsson: I am not comfortable adding a statement referring to a diameter agent.




Orange: Just want to add  “Diameter Unable to Deliver”




Ericsson: “Unable to deliver” may have multiple causes.




Openet: Why not use the same “Diameter Too Busy message”?




Ericsson: I am not comfortable adding “Unable to Deliver”




Chair: Please come back to this issue at the next meeting




Huawei: Reference 3 is not the most up to date




Chair: Should we change to source to SA5?




ALU: Would be better as sent from SA5




Online editing for sending from a set of supporting companies.

Decision: 

The document was approved.

S5-130696
C4-130453 PCR 29 809_V0 1 0 Diameter Charging Applications





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 Incorporated in S5-130705
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130705.



S5-130705
P-CR against TR 29.809 related to 3GPP Charging Applications (subclause 5.3.5)





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, Opene

(Replaces S5-130696)

Discussion:
 Ericsson provided offline proposed changes to this P-CR and presented these changes. 
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-130487
Discussion paper on IETF requirements for Diameter Overload





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 Ericsson: Propose not opening these.I am not willing to make any decisions on this document today.




Chair: Both (incl. S5-130488) documents need an update as some requirements have been written




Chair: To be revised for next meeting

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130488
Discussion paper on early 3GPP CT4 requirements for Diameter Overload





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130754
LS from CT4 to SA5 on Progress of the TR 29.809 on Diameter Overload Control Mechanisms





Source: C4-130509

Discussion:
 Received from CT4 on Wednesday afternoon.
Decision: 

The document was replied to in S5-130731.


S5-130731
LS reply from SA5 to CT4 on Diameter Overload Control Mechanisms – input from SA5





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-130532
LS to CT4 for new TS 32.299 AVPs to be included in TS 29.230





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 “Draft” to be removed.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130699.


S5-130699
LS to CT4 for new TS 32.299 AVPs to be included in TS 29.230





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-130532)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-130615
DP Encoding of MS Time Zone for Netloc





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: none
Decision: 

The document was noted.


S5-130616
LS CT1 Encoding of MS Time Zone for Netloc





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 ALU: We capture time zone expressed with daylight savings time plus the offset.




Ericsson: How the daylight saving time field is determined at IMS nodes? Rx interface has local time 




zone and daylight savings but SIP only has local time zone. Is the local time zone from SIP, the translated 



time? 




Chair: SIP has already performed the translated time taking into account daylight savings. However, this 



is not described anywhere. NSN supports the question from Ericsson.




ALU: The stage 1 requirement is not clear on this as it only specifies time zone information




Chair: Needs clarification. Extend SIP to include daylight saving time or statement stating that the SIP 



time information has already been adjusted with daylight savings




ALU: If CT1 defines that the P-CSCF makes the correct time calculation, will this be acceptable to 




charging group?




Chair: Not clear but right now there is a conflict and this needs to be resolved first




ALU: It is up to CT1 to decide. 




ALU: Local time zone as defined 29.061 is the offset from UTC in steps of 15 min




Ericsson: According to 29.060, the local time zone field contains the time zone adjusted for daylight 




savings and the daylight savings field contains what correction was made




ALU: The question is do we need daylight savings time information for charging?




Chair: For statistics yes. Regardless of what we have for the time zone, if we reuse the Time zone AVP in 



IMS what should the daylight savings contain? 0 would indicate no adjustment, may need to be marked as 



unavailable. Need clarification from CT1 on what happens if only the time zone is available.




Chair: We have always used localtimezone that daylight savings contains the correction that has already 



been added. Currently this field cannot be completed in the CDRs if the daylight saving time was not 




provided.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130700.



S5-130700
LS CT1 Encoding of MS Time Zone for Netloc





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130616)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.


8.2
New Charging Work Item proposals

S5-130524
New WID - Application Based Charging





Source: Openet

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.


S5-130525
Discussion document on Application Based Charging (ABC)






Source: Openet

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.


S5-130676
LS from SA2 to SA5 on Application Based Charging





Source: S2-131525

Discussion:
 Chair: Information that SA plenary expect that we will work on this topic right now

Decision: 

The document was replied to in S5-130718.


S5-130718
Reply LS on Application Based Charging





Source: Openet

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was approved.

S5-130617
Discussion document on Application Based Charging





Source: Openet

Discussion:
 Chair: Questions and comments?




Chair: I have a comment regarding the Sd interface. Which working group is responsible?




Orange: CT3




NSN: Concerned, as CT3 not addressed in the LS




Ericsson: It is misleading, should have included CT3. Could reply to LS about Sd interface extensions




NSN: Sy is also affected?




Openet: No, that is just laying out the options that were explored in 23.800




Openet: Describe Gy problem




Orange: Inconsistency between SA2 and SA5 level




Ericsson: Important that we address the Gy per IP-CAN versus per IP-CAN bearer needs to be resolved




Orange: Should this work be separated from the ABC solution




Ericsson: There is no other choice as the TDF does not understand bearers




NSN: Want to keep bearer awareness in the PCEF. Important to have radio access type or QoS 






awareness.




Ericsson: Would be nice if you could point to these requirements. Concerns on whether ADC 






involved in that. 




NSN: usage of MSCC with different flows. Backward compatibility issues.




ALU: We have to manage backward compatibility, and we should have session level charging for new 



functions in release 12.




Chair: why WLAN?




Openet: OK to remove reference to WLAN.

Decision: 

The document was noted.

S5-130648
New WID: Application Based Charging





Source: Openet and Allot Communications

Discussion:
 Ericsson: why TS 32.251?  same context-id  for Gy and Gyn? 




After some discussions the group agrees to use 32.251, based on “Network usage of application” 





functionality description.




ALU: From PCEF it will be enhanced PCC Rules, not ADC Rules. 




The group decided to keep text under SA2 responsibility untouched and to indicate this in LS response to 



SA2
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130719.


S5-130638
New WID Application Based Charging





Source: Huawei

Discussion:
 Merged with S5-130719.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130719.


S5-130719
New WID - Application Based Charging





Source: Openet

(Replaces S5-130638)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-130677
LS from SA2 to SA5 on PCC for convergence (P4C-F)





Source: S2-131524

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130745 before presentation.



S5-130745
LS from SA2 to SA5 on PCC for convergence (P4C-F)





Source: S2-131524

(Replaces S5-130677)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was replied to in S5-130720.



S5-130720
LS on PCC for convergence (P4C-F)





Source: Orange

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-130523
New WID - TDF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP 




UEs in fixed broadband access networks





Source: Openet

Discussion:
 Orange: Referring to LS from SA2: Feedback on charging related functions not received from BBF, 




agreement on the 3 solutions? We should wait for their reply.




Vodafone: disagrees and considered BBF just need to be informed .  



 









Chair: The LS also states that SA2 made their working assumptions. What is the relation between BBF 



and our assumptions?




ALU: The same high level assumption for all three solutions seems to have been responded to by BBF 



but dialogue will continue.




Ericsson: Could be difficult for us to roll back in case BBF rejects what SA2 provided. One of  the two



proposals is defined in 3GPP domain, other is not.




Chair: We are in a difficult situation as SA2 made a working assumption but we did not get 







confirmation/agreement from BBF. We have to follow SA2. 




On Ericsson’s comment that we may get CRs at the next meeting, the Chair suggested to continue 





working on the work items but wait after June (work item approval at Plenary) for CRs, so clarification 



from BBF and SA2 would be received by June. This was replied by Orange that considering BBF 





meeting calendar (not as  regular as 3GPP) no answer will be provided by June. 




ALU: Even after June, we are expecting permanent communication between SA2 and BBF to continue 



progress.




Chair: SA5 work produced for the next plenary, we will be based on an assumption from SA2, and up to 



SA to approve work based on SA2 assumption.




Chair: What about third solution (AAA)?





Ericsson asked if the TR has been completed, replied by Huawei it was sent for information.




From Orange’s perspective this is an opportunity for us to start a study item (No charging experts in 




SA2) dur to concern on starting normative work, which was questioned by ALU since work already 




done in SA2. Openet opposed to a study item, i.e not down selecting a particular solution and Ericsson 



although we do have study, did not see a need for a study item, wondering what would be the content.




Chair: I found the original parent work item. 




ALU/Ericsson: Look at the objectives here, three scenarios are to be defined




Ericsson: The three architectures are silos. So this creates a problem for any operator as there is a 





deployment decision




ALU: Understand the concern the roaming issue between operators. SA2 did not mention this so it should 



be studied in the future. We suggest addressing each solution independently and opening a SA5 study 




item for roaming aspects, raises concern from Orange that may bring integration problems later by doing 



it in asecond step.




ALU: Not expecting there to be an architecture impact from this, only some enhancements 







Chair: In the case of roaming you have to know that the visited and home network are using the same 




solution otherwise you cannot exchange the correct charging information (part of roaming agreement). 



Ericsson commented that the OCS (Home Operator) has to know the architecture in the roaming network, 



which normally not, and this requires the OCS to be multi-modal.




Chair: I share the reservation, we can reply to the LS to point out the conflicts in the roaming situation 



and get clarification.




ALU: sending an LS to SA2 could open the door for P4C-F to be moved to release 13 (this roaming issue 



was not discussed in SA2), as Ericsson sees this as part of exchange with SA2. 




Orange’s view is the 3 solutions to be worked on in a SA5 study item, or being involved in SA2’s 





discussions triggered by an LS to SA2.




Ericsson proposed to wait until next meeting based on our analysis of TR, for sending the LS (raising 




roaming issue to SA2) and decide on available work items (to make sure work will be correctly done), 



which was seen is a good proposal by the Chair, but raised concerns from ALU that in any case these 




charging solutions were 
decided to be defined independently.




Orange proposes LS as a question to SA2 on roaming issues, and from analysis of the TR other issues 




may be found.




Chair: See no major conflict in proceeding with the work items, and suggestion from Orange is to have an 



umbrella solution which covers all three scenarios.




ALU: Not in favour of grouping them as progress may be different.




Openet: Does that mean that if work does not progress on one then it slows down the others.




Chair: If one is slow we can remove that aspect. 




Vodafone: Does not make sense to me to




Ericsson: Doing them separately exacerbates the problem we identified for the roaming case. More likely 



to create soloed solutions.




Chair: I propose a scenario independent solution. 




Chair: It is my understanding that we do not have any group majority




Ericsson: We do not need majority, just consensus




The Chair says clear status is needed for both WIDs to be reported to next Plenary, and the different 




views were expressed:




Chair: 
Both documents meet the 3GPP criteria, but with some technical (roaming) issues: whether the 




complete solution is to be covered by one building block or three separate work items.




Ericsson: The key point is work item structure for handling the best technical work, for avoiding a silo 



approach, independently from SA2 input/roaming issues.   




ALU/Openet: We need to be clear if we will have one or multiple work items, roaming issues is a 





separate topic that needs to be addressed by SA2.
 




Orange: TR needs to be analysed for decision on how to structure the work, one or three work items, 




more coherent to have one work item.




VF: A proposal to have one WID will be rejected by Vodafone, could have a WID on the roaming issue.









Chair: The question I have is if we continue the discussion, what is your assumption about the position 



we will in at the next meeting?




Orange needs more time, and mentions the specific France case where Operator owning both Networks 



must provide access to both networks to other operators, and Ericsson believed that interworking is 




handled already. The goal is to have agreement at the next meeting based on the offline discussions. We 



believe the work should start.




Openet: The single operator case is the only case in scope. 




Chair: Does that mean, if we can reach no consensus, then by default we agree to the two work item 




proposals?




Ericsson: I do not agree to that




Chair: To conclude, we will try to reach a consensus offline. In case no consensus is reached then we 




proceed with the existing work item proposals




VF asked who would agree to approve the WIDs right now, to see who was supporting this.




Chair: Huawei, NSN and China Unicom are neutral. Orange and Ericsson abstain. ALU, Openet and 




Vodafone would approve.




Ericsson would support the WIDs as they are (will not Object) in case of call to a vote, but prefer to stick 



on agreement 
to have the offline discussion first.




Ericsson: Is Vodafone going to actively participate in the discussions?




Vodafone: Yes, we will participate




Chair’s proposal to have a conference call prior to next meeting to progress for reaching an agreement 




was agreed on the way to move forward.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130529
PCEF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP UEs in 





fixed broadband access networks





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
discussion on S5-130523.
Decision: 

The document was noted.

S5-130639
New WID Rr interface in OCS





Source: Huawei

Discussion:
 ALU: Please clarify why you brought this proposal now? What is new? This has not been standardised 



for a long time.




Huawei: 1 or 2 years ago there was also this WID. We resubmitted because we have a problem to support  



multiple charging servers from different customers which use different parameters etc. Therefore we 




believe we need a standard recharging interface




Chair: This is the point. This WID is trying to standardise an interface with a partner that is not 3GPP. 




Therefore we cannot make any assumptions. 




Huawei: If 3GPP is not the SDO to standardise this interface then which SDO is?




Chair: This is much related to M-Commerce and OMA is responsible. Workshop planned in June for the 



charging industry which would be a good place to point this out

Decision: 

The document was noted.



8.3
Charging Maintenance and Rel-12 small Enhancements 

S5-130481
Rel-8 CR 32.299 Correction on data accounting - alignment with TS 32.298





32.299
  CR-0510  (Rel-8) v8.18.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130482
Rel-9 CR 32.299 Correction on data accounting - alignment with TS 32.298





32.299
  CR-0511  (Rel-9) v9.14.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130483
Rel-10 CR 32.299 Correction on data accounting - alignment with TS 32.298





32.299
  CR-0512  (Rel-10) v10.9.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130484
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Correction on data accounting - alignment with TS 32.298





32.299
  CR-0513  (Rel-11) v11.7.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130485
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Correction on data accounting - alignment with TS 32.298





32.299
  CR-0514  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130474
R11 CR 32.299 Correction on AVP definitions





32.299
  CR-0505  (Rel-11) v11.7.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130475
R12 CR 32.299 Correction on AVP definitions





32.299
  CR-0506  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130514
Rel-11 DP Remove RTTI from TRF and TF CDRs





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130515
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Remove RTTI from TRF and TF CDRs





32.260
  CR-0206  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 Chair: ‘-‘ missing on tables where item was removed




Ericsson: Agreed
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130706.


S5-130706
Remove RTTI from TRF and TF CDRs





32.260
  CR-0206  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.7.0





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130515)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130516
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Remove RTTI from TRF and TF CDRs





32.298
  CR-0392  (Rel-11) v11.6.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130517
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Addition of IMS Visited Network Identifier





32.298
  CR-0393  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 Ericsson: Wondering if it should be in the iBCF record

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130707.


S5-130707
Addition of IMS Visited Network Identifier





32.298
  CR-0393  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.6.0





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130517)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130518
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Addition of IMS Visited Network Identifier





32.299
  CR-0501  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 Ericsson: AVP code needs to be completed in section 7.2.77




NSN: section 7.2.77, the type of this identifier should be replaced with type UTF8String




Ericsson: I chose this based on other AVPs




NSN: UTF8String is more consistent




Ericsson: Can you give an example?




NSN: Like Message-ID, UTF8String is commonly used. Suggest we use it.




Ericsson: I can make those changes
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130708.

S5-130708
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Addition of IMS Visited Network Identifier





32.299
  CR-0501  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.7.0





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130518)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.

S5-130519
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Addition of IMS Visited Network Identifier





32.299
  CR-0502  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130709.


S5-130709
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Addition of IMS Visited Network Identifier





32.299
  CR-0502  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130519)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130520
Rel-11 CR 32.251 Correction for use of Charging Characteristics for SMS in MME





32.251
  CR-0268  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 ALU: year on cover sheet not correct.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130710.


S5-130710
Correction for use of Charging Characteristics for SMS in MME





32.251
  CR-0268  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.6.0





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130520)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.

S5-130521
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Correction for use of Charging Characteristics for SMS in MME





32.251
  CR-0269  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130711.


S5-130711
Correction for use of Charging Characteristics for SMS in MME





32.251
  CR-0269  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.1.0





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130521)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130522
Rel-11 CR 32.252 Correction of scope for WLAN charging





32.252
  CR-0011  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
 Chair: For clarification why did you not use the [205] reference




Ericsson: I believe it was used in another spec so to keep the references aligned between documents, 




copied from 32.251




Chair: Date is wrong on cover sheet
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130712.


S5-130712
Correction of scope for WLAN charging





32.252
  CR-0011  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.0.0





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130522)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.

S5-130546
Rel-11 CR 32.251 Correction on SSID availability  in TWAN User Location





32.251
  CR-0264  (Rel-11) v11.6.0





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130547
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Correction on SSID availability  in TWAN User Location





32.251
  CR-0265  (Rel-12) v12.1.0





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130549
Rel-11 CR 32.251 Binding of TWAN User Location Info and Serving Node Type to Diameter 





AVP





32.251
  CR-0266  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.


S5-130550
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Binding of TWAN User Location Info and Serving Node Type to Diameter 





AVP





32.251
  CR-0267  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130551
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





32.299
  CR-0497  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130553
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





32.299
  CR-0498  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130554
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





32.298
  CR-0390  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
 Ericsson: Think we need to clarify section 5.1.2.2.73a. Not clear how someone can code TWAN User 



Location Information based on this. What is the content of the Octet String?




ALU: We can say BSSID and SSID of the AP shall be encoded as described in the TWAN Identifier in 



29.274. Sufficient?




Ericsson: Not sure what the right answer is




ALU: Propose having a type describing a BSSID and SSID




Chair: Can Ericsson provide a proposal?




Ericsson: No, not sure what the correct solution is




ALU: Will have to address the case for both 29.274 and 29.275




Ericsson: Might makes sense to create an ASN.1 for the fields we need




ALU: I would like to investigate and propose something at this meeting




Postponed after offline notification

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130557
Enhancements to 3GPP Offline Charging  Recording Reason Code





Source: AT&T

Abstract: Ericsson: Like the idea. Why is the ReasonHeader a sequence when there is only one item



AT&T: May be more than one



Ericsson: Why is there a sequence of a sequence seems like extra layer of overhead?



AT&T: Not sure



NSN: Only refer to Cause-Code to indicate the end of the session. Also other parameters that can indicate 



what happened the service, the Result Code



Ericsson: Result code has nothing to do with the session, it is related to diameter not the session



NSN: Ok, have second comment. The reason header captured from the SIP BYE or CANCEL and included 


in the CDR, how can we prevent misuse of this?



Ericsson: Could be handled by the trust process in P-CSCF



AT&T: Internal discussion that reason header should only be used if coming from the trusted domain



Chair: Potential problem in case end user can send a special indication to identify a service problem which 


results in the operator not charging for the service. Want to know how this can be prevented.



Ericsson: Could ask CT1



AT&T: I can write an LS to CT1



Ericsson: Why did you choose release 11



AT&T: Could have gone back further



Ericsson: Will only apply to release 12 as it is not a correction but a new function



Chair: agreed
Decision: 

The document was noted.
S5-130714
LS from SA5 to CT1 on reason header in IMS offline Charging





Source: AT&T

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-130650
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Introduction of reason header in IMS offline Charging





32.260
  CR-0209  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T

Discussion:
None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.


S5-130570
R11 CR 32.298 - Add SIP Reason Header Information to CDR for IMS Offline Charging





32.298
  CR-0391  (Rel-11) v..





Source: AT&T

Discussion:
None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.


S5-130571
R11 CR 32.299 - Add Reason Header AVP





32.299
  CR-0499  (Rel-11) v..





Source: AT&T

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130572
R12 CR 32.299 - Add Reason Header AVP





32.299
  CR-0500  (Rel-12) v..





Source: AT&T

Discussion: none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130610
DP Recording of Network Provided Location Information





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
Chair: Question from NSN and Ericsson is what the group preference is?




Ericsson: If ANI is UE specific it is not backward compatible and we have a problem with that. This takes 



away functionality from the standard




Chair: I understand what you mean




Ericsson:This “np” exists from Rel-7 because IMS covers other types of access.




NSN: MS timezone also provided as part of Netloc




Ericsson: only associated to 3GPP location, 3GPP-user-location restricts the feature




NSN: PANI as a complete list as a complete string




Ericsson: may have multiple headers (also can be in one header comma separated)




NSN: all information , not only “np” to be provided in PANI AVP, and NP in 3GPP location 




Ericsson: No




NSN: need to work for a description for REl-11




Ericsson: agree about that proposal, what about Rel-12 proposal?




NSN: risk two different solutions for the Operator

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130560
R11 CR 32.260 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.260
  CR-0208  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130561
R11 CR 32.298 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.298
  CR-0395  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130562
R11 CR 32.299 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.299
  CR-0508  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130563
R12 CR 32.299 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.299
  CR-0509  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.

S5-130611
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.260
  CR-0207  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130612
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.298
  CR-0394  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130613
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.299
  CR-0503  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130614
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





32.299
  CR-0504  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.


S5-130623
Discussion paper for Options on Transit IOI format in charging at S-CSCF





none v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 Chair: What is the opinion of the group? Is this proposal acceptable such that CRs can be brought to the 



next meeting?




Ericsson: Agree it is a problem. Concerned that the proposal is not general enough. What about 





redirection, codec insertion.




NSN: Agree, the aim of the discussion paper was to point out a simple example of the problem. If this is 



accepted, comments from Ericsson will also be considered to address all scenarios in proposed solutions.




ALU: If we capture all transit IOIs, we also have to define an order.




Ericsson: We need to further clarify these issues and solutions




ALU: Agreed 




NSN: Will take action to further consider issues and possible solutions 

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-130666
LS from CT1 to SA5 on transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





Source: NEC

Discussion:
Ericsson: We wanted to build list of transit IOIs from originating to terminating networks. The question 



they are asking is, do we want the transit IOI lists to be sent to the transit ASs.




Ericsson: Need to separate the interfaces between S-CSCF and AS, and, Transit Function and AS.




Ericsson: Don’t know the answer




ALU: Not clear to us at the moment. We did not consider that a transit function may have an AS




Ericsson: Agreed




NSN: what about online charging?  




Ericsson: Transit-ioi is only for Offline, i.e for interconnection




Chair: Should this be addressed to GSMA?




Chair: What are the next steps?




Chair: We need to reply as their next meeting is before our next one




Ericsson: Do we want to initiate a new CR in this meeting?




Ericsson: Will volunteer to draft an LS and do we need a CR?




ALU/Chair: Yes we need a CR

Decision: 

The document was postponed.



S5-130701
Rel-11 CR 32.240 Clarification on transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





32.240
  CR-0355  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130702
Rel-12 CR 32.240 Clarification on transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





32.240
  CR-0356  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130703
Rel-12 CR 32.240 Clarification on transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





32.240 v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: NSN: Would like more time, until next meeting, to discuss internally. Also, would like to postpone 




sending the LS and come back to the LS at the next meeting.




ALU: If  we do online charging from AS we do not have this information




Ericsson: This information is not involved in online charging

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130565
R11 CR 32.251 Correction on Charging for MSISDNless MTC service





32.251
  CR-0270  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 Ericsson: Coverage page is misleading; MTC device may not have MSISDN. IMSI is always used for 



subscription information.




NSN: My mistake, I used work item code from system improvements




ALU: thought it was SMS-MT instead. Why not SGSN?




NSN: also SMS-MO




NSN: Will investigate more and come with updated proposal at next meeting

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130566
R12 CR 32.251 Correction on Charging for MSISDNless MTC service





32.251
  CR-0271  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.


S5-130567
R11 CR 32.274 Correction on Charging for MSISDNless MTC service





32.274
  CR-0019  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130568
R11 CR 32.299 Correction on Charging for MSISDNless MTC service





32.299
  CR-0515  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-130569
R12 CR 32.299 Correction on Charging for MSISDNless MTC service





32.299
  CR-0516  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.

S5-130645
Rel-7 CR 32.251 Adding CDR fields needed for MTC





32.251
  CR-0273  (Rel-7) v..





Source: Huawei

Discussion:
Chair: Regarding the indication of all MTC as low priority, is this already specified? no explanation on 



cover sheet that relates to MTC.




Ericsson: Not all, it is a UE configuration




Huawei: Yes




Ericsson: Why release 7




Huawei: G-CDR of GGSN in Release 7 only




Chair: This is not correct, this is currently covered in the PDN-GW CDR (PDN-GW used as a 






standalone GGSN)




Ericsson: When do you think this change is required? Why release 11? I believe it would need to be done 



in release 10




Huawei: Agreed




Chair: Confirm the issue from Ericsson




Chair: Do we have low priority defined in PDN-GW CDR?




Ericsson: Could not see one




Chair: It is already there in PS-Information AVP




ALU: I guess it is not in the SGSN CDR




Ericsson: It’s in the S-GW CDR




Huawei: Also need CR to add it in SGSN CDR




Ericsson: Reason for change needs to be changed
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130715.

S5-130715
Rel-10 CR 32.251 Adding CDR fields needed for MTC





32.251
  CR-0273  rev 1 (Rel-10) v..





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-130645)

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130716
Rel-11 CR 32.251 Adding CDR fields needed for MTC





32.251
  CR-0275  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130646
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Adding CDR fields needed for MTC





32.251
  CR-0274  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Huawei

Discussion:
none
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130717.


S5-130717
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Adding CDR fields needed for MTC





32.251
  CR-0274  rev 1 (Rel-12) v..





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-130646)

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130640
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Correction on the Tariff-Time-Change and Tariff-Change-Usage AVP





32.299
  CR-0518  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion:
ALU: What is the intention of adding an element that is stated as ‘Not used in CCA’. Why is it modified 



if it is not used?




Huawei: It is not used but it is not correct. Aligns it with RFC.




Chair: Have reservations as we deviated from IETF in our implementation




Huawei: We should align with IETF




Chair: No it was a design decision when credit control was introduced in 3GPP and changes principle 




followed by OMA




Ericsson: Optional in IETF so no need for us to follow. Disagree slightly with NSNs view on OMA. Any 



use case that would need this can be done equally well with existing protocols. Do not want to change our 



design principal




ALU: Tariff time change is already handled by assumptions made in SA5 for use of Diameter. Do not 




support this change




Ericsson: The editorial change is correct as it was a typo




Chair: I support the editorial change too
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130721.

S5-130721
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Correction on the Tariff-Time-Change and Tariff-Change-Usage AVP





32.299
  CR-0518  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-130640)

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.

S5-130651
Rel-8 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0519  (Rel-8) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.



S5-130652
Rel-9 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0520  (Rel-9) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion:
None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.



S5-130653
Rel-10 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0521  (Rel-10) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.



S5-130654
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0522  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.



S5-130655
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0523  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.

S5-130476
R12 CR 32.299 Reordering of  AVP definitions





32.299
  CR-0507  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 ALU: I support this




Ericsson: How would you handle new items introduced at this meeting?




Chair: prefer to use xx for the chapter and allow Mirko to introduce changes. Idea is clear.




Ericsson: Use comment field to indicate instructions on how to do that




Ericsson: Are you sure that these section numbers reference in any other documents?




Chair: Yes

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130713.



S5-130713
R12 CR 32.299 Reordering of  AVP definitions





32.299
  CR-0507  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-130476)

Discussion:
 needs MCC approval

Decision: 

The document was postponed.


S5-130642
R12 CR 32.251 Adjustment on IMEI - alignment to TS 29.274





32.251
  CR-0272  (Rel-12) v12.1.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 Ericsson: I submitted similar CR at least meeting which NSN objected to




NSN: Got no response when I submitted the proposal to you.Style is different.




Ericsson: That is editorial. You objected on technical grounds. So is that no longer a concern?




NSN: Your proposal on the parameter level was a little bit different




Ericsson: You stated that some were IMEI and some IMEI SVs. I am fine with the CR. Just surprised as it 



is what I proposed at the last meeting with only an editorial difference




Ericsson: ALU asked about the editors notes, can we remove them.




ALU: I don’t agree




Ericsson: filler description is not needed for AVP.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130724.


S5-130724
R12 CR 32.251 Adjustment on IMEI - alignment to TS 29.274





32.251
  CR-0272  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.1.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-130642)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130643
R12 CR 32.298 Adjustment on IMEI - alignment to TS 29.274





32.298
  CR-0396  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:
 ALU: I would prefer not to restrict to IMEISV 




Ericsson: Disagree




ALU: Values are mentioned in stage 2 documents




Ericsson: Not user friendly readable




NSNr: What if remove ‘shall be’ in 7.1.x?




Ericsson: Yes




ALU: Ok




Ericsson: Can’t support a filler be required on a UTF8, no filler need.




Ericsson: The terminal-Info has IMEI and SV as separate fields, both optional. Why put it back into the 



block structure when creating the CDR?




NSN: Was not aware of this, assumed a fixed length field. Based on your comment will remove filler in 



AVP definition. Want to move it to 5.1.2.2.58.




Ericsson: Why block format again?




NSN: To specify how the fixed length field is filled when not available to prevent errors




Ericsson: If we use the format from 29.274 then it should be identical. The paragraph in the CR is 





different




NSN: I agree to only include a reference on how the filler is used
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130722.


S5-130722
R12 CR 32.298 Adjustment on IMEI - alignment with TS 29.274





32.298
  CR-0396  rev 1 (Rel-12) v11.6.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-130643)

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130644
R12 CR 32.299 Adjustment on IMEI - alignment to TS 29.274





32.299
  CR-0517  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: Discussed with S5-130643




ALU: No need to reference credit control




Ericsson: Ok




ALU: Another change is to mention the user equipment value is of type OctetString




ALU: Should we make this AVP change in 299 to release 8 to clarify the encoding




Ericsson: I am ok with that back to release 8




ALU: I can provide the CRs at this meeting




NSN: Next meeting is fine




Ericsson: No need to make this change now if we are making the change in release 8




NSN: Agreed, will remove

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130723.


S5-130723
R12 CR 32.299 Adjustment on IMEI - alignment to TS 29.274





32.299
  CR-0517  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-130644)

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130725
R8 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0524  (Rel-8) v8.19.0





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Network

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130726
R9 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0525  (Rel-9) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Network

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130727
R10 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0526  (Rel-10) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Network

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-130728
R11 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0527  (Rel-11) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Network

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-130729
R12 CR 32.299 Correction of User-Equipment-Info-Value : encoding





32.299
  CR-0528  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Network

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



8.4
Rel-12 Charging

8.4.1
Short Message Service - Service Centre (SMS-SC) Offline Charging (580051)

S5-130545
Rel-12 CR 32.274 Introduction SMS Offline charging principles and flows





32.274
  CR-0018  (Rel-12) v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: Chair: For clarification, why is simple submission limited to online charging?




ALU: could be offline based on configuration




Chair: I see it as available for offline charging. In offline charging a refund may also be required, not 




restricted to online.




ALU: So you suggest removing ‘for online charging’




Chair: Yes




Huawei/Ericsson: In TS23.682 there is one point in call flow when you generate a CDR. In your CDR 




you propose 3 points. Please clarify.




ALU: This is for charging at sending, reception and delivery report




Ericsson: Different from stage 2 but this is not unusual




Ericsson: 5.2.2.4.2: What do you mean by specific device triggering indication




ALU: Expecting the record to indicate that the device has been triggered




Ericsson: Can you reword it?




ALU: Yes




Huawei: Section 5.1.1, this needs some further explanation of device trigger




Chair: Device triggering could be application to person or application to application, therefore the logic of 



this section would be impacted




Ericsson: I think it is important to show that device triggering is something different. I believe there is a 



difference; just put a sentence explaining it is different.




Huawei: Agreed




Chair: Agreed




Huawei: Just give some description in section 5.1.1




ALU: Ok




Huawei: Another suggestion, you have two flows in Section 5.2.2.4, should these be merged into one? 



ALU: Not in favour of that. Prefer each flow to show each individual transaction.




Huawei: Ok

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-130730.

S5-130730
Rel-12 CR 32.274 Introduction SMS Offline charging principles and flows





32.274
  CR-0018  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-130545)

Discussion: None
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


8.5
Any Other Business

The Chair mentioned the procedure for core network overload will proceed as discussed.

The Chair is expecting increasing work load of SA5, and asks the group’s opinion about extending the charging session to include Monday. Conclusion was that too late for the next meeting but the Valencia meeting will be extended to Monday, as a permanent change until the end of release 12.

Chair: 2pm CET 15th of May set as placeholder for Conference Call on P4C-F, invitation will follow.
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