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1. Overall Description:

SA5 thanks SA2 for their reply LS (S2-141509) on Charging aspects for Network Sharing (MOCN GWCN). 

SA5 would like to inform SA2 and CT4 that charging specifications have been:

-
corrected from Rel-8, to define (in SGW and PGW CDRs) and add (in SGSN CDRs) the “Serving Node PLMN Identifier” information to contain the PLMN of the Operator serving the UE, that is the  one received in “Serving Network” over the appropriate protocol (S4/S11, S5/S8), or retrieved from RAI received over Gn/Gp. The different ULIs (ECGI, RAI, TAI, User CSG Identity) already captured in the CDRs, are assumed to implicitly contain the accurate PLMN IDs, and are not impacted. 
-
evolved in Rel-12 to incorporate necessary enhancements requested by TS 23.251 chapter 6 statement: “whether the core network operator was selected by a supporting UE or allocated by the network to a UE shall be included in the CDR”.  
SA5 has discussed the pending question raised by SA2: “SA2 whether there is a need in the home routed roaming scenario for the MME/SGSN to provide the Primary/Common PLMN ID to the SGW in ECGI, SAI and CGI is not clear to SA2”. 
SA5 determined this could be need in the very specific situation where the UE is a roamer with Home routed traffic, served in VPLMN by a RAN Operator different from VPLMN CN Operator: having the Primary/Common PLMN ID (i.e. RAN Operator Id) in SGW CDRs, would allow inter-Operator charging between the CN Operator and the RAN Operator for such roamers, for further specific settlements with UE HPLMN.
Currently within SA5, this requirement has not been expressed by any Operator, and based on our assumption that this situation could be considered as corresponding to a specific and rare situation, SA5 concluded there is no need for the Primary/Common PLMN ID to be provided to the SGW in such a case.
2. Actions:

To SA2 and CT4 groups.

ACTION: 
SA5 kindly asks SA2 and CT4 to take into account the above information and make the corresponding changes in their specifications, if needed. 
3. Date of Next SA5 Meetings:

SA5#98
17-21 November 2014
San Francisco, US 

SA5#99
2-6 February 2015
Taipei, Taiwan
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