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	#136e-1
	March.31th 15:00-17:00 CET
	FS_NETSLICE_CH_Ph2:
1. S5-2122xx pCR TR 32.847 - add new solution for Key Issue #1 based on new charging service  

ZL: OAM not necessary, BSS is granting quota
GG: with just the charging scenario (i.e. without OAM) would not describe the solution (due to configuration by OAM needs to be readjusted) 
RT: OAM, BSS will be there (in the background), not really needed for reference. 
Use thresholds instead of quota.GG: difference between online (quota supervision) and offline (after service usage). The solution is based on quota management, If thresholds no need to have it. 
ZL: one source for quota, details are missing.
GG: the study will show the principles and functions, parameter details are for later steps during implementation.   

CS: KI#1 does not cover the function on quota consumption. SA2 also uses quota terminology. No corresponding Key issue for this solution.
RT: Key issue#5 is the corresponding one but needs to be based on threshold 

GG: thresholds are subject of accounting and quota are subject of ConvergedCharging quota management as released recently with the ToR of SA1 

MG: threshold different from quota: offline against online. One is about accounting/counters whereas quota involves rating and account balance management.  
GG: Will Huawei again object the principle of this solution? 

ZL: Quota in SA2 have a different background, wait for the revision to check the acceptance.
CS: need to be updated to correct the Key issue.

2. S5-212152rev1 Rel-17 pCR 28.847 NS convch sol#x.1 single CCS for KI#x (same revision Tdoc from SA5#136e)
MG: explain the concern of having ABMF in the picture
ZL: CHF direct interaction with NF, however multiple NF instances, distributions. Surprised to have online charging, a lot of interactions. Issues on parameters. There is a DP to show this.
MG: This is as usual a functional description. The distribution between NF instances, NFs, are implementation/deployment aspects.
RT: Also NRF can be used for CHF selection based on various criteria. This solution is based on what exists today, don't understand the concern. Distribution is internal to CHF.

3. S5-21xxx Discussion on network slice charging
MG: how this DP covers what was discussed in previous pCR?

ZL: SLA assurance => NB of UEs distributed into AMF instances, guaranteed by AMF. Don't know how CHF can be involved.  

RT: CSMF, NSMF… in the diagram are not specified and implementation specific. Explain the table.

GG: 28.201 is for Performance collection and not the scope of the study. Missing the key functionality of the study, i.e. NS usage 

ZL: this table is Rel-16 and would need a new table for Rel-17

RT: a lot of steps are missing in the table. Does not show how to solve Key issues#6, 7 and 8. The flexibility: not obvious if part of the SLA.

CS: diagram not correct

MG: why not TS 28.202?

ZL: not part of the SLA

FS_EDGE_CH  
Discuss the possibility of “online” inter-provider charging for 5GS usage for EC (S5-212046 as a basis)
YY: online charging critical or nice to have?
RT: no necessary to do it in some cases but allowed to have it. EC charging information controlled by BSS. Interaction with BSS not the scope of 3GPP. CHF has converged charging capability: we should not exclude solutions based on CHF

YY: CHF not specified to collect for whole PLMN, whereas OAM has this capability. 
GG: similarities with the LS from GSMA on retail/wholesale. We need a consolidated view and could ask to GSMA.

 RT: keep open possibility for solutions based on CHF, where aggregation needs to be studied. For offline => BSS. For online => ABMF which is already a central node (hosting the user account).
YY: if BSS, and CHF needs to get aggregated data from BSS
RT: no need to feed back data to CHF. 

YY: in OAM there is a hierarchy specified for a central Node (aggregation), for CHF I didn't see this
CS: we should be open for any solution. Central CHF or not is implementation issue.

MG: Service based approach in OAM => no hierarchy

YY: in SBMA the hierarchy is not explicitly defined, however the SBMA allows one MnS producer to consume the MnS from another MnS producer in order to provide the aggregated capability (e.g., aggregated KPIs) using standard approach way. That means hierarchy can be supported based on standard services.

YY: the interaction with ABMF for online charging is not standardized?

RT: reason interaction ABMF – RF were not specified => complex. For a study we do not want to preclude the OAM based aggregation too.   

YY: open for any option, for the study is it right way forward to bring both OAM based aggregation and ABMF based aggregation and then evaluate these options?

RT: Yes, it is a good way forward, and E/// would like to contribute some part.
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