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1. Overall Description:

CT3 thanks SA2 for the thorough analysis of possible solutions and related problems of the session setup with UE initiated resource reservation and SA5 for its reply LS on IMS session setup with UE initiated resource reservation. 
CT3 agrees that the adjustment/update of charging after the correct charging has been determined for the bearer, mentioned by SA5, solves the problem of charging on a wrong basis in the beginning of the bearer establishment or modification. This is also easily supported by the PCC specifications on CT3’s responsibility. 
CT3 also discussed the scenario presented by SA5 for the online charging case where the user has got too low remaining credit. In this scenario the charging system is informed that the initial request is related to a pre-authorization request (e.g. provisional charging request indication). The indication then be used by the charging system to determine what to reserve for the request.

However, there seems to be no solution for the pre-authorization based case where the user has a too low remaining credit. The scenario presented by SA5, i.e. the charging system is informed that the initial request is related to a pre-authorization request, and indication is then used by the charging system to determine what to reserve for the request, gives some flexibility to the operators. But the flexibility given to the operator means choosing between (1) allowing a period of charging-free data transmission for non-IMS services (when assuming at pre-authorization that the requested service is an IMS service) or (2) rejecting a UE terminated session establishment to an IMS user (when assuming at pre-authorization that the requested service is a non-IMS service). 

CT3 believes that the remaining problem can be solved only by the alternative solution described by SA2, i.e.  by the AF/P-CSCF sending already the session information based on the SDP offer to the PCRF. CT3 is considering stage 3 specification changes based on this solution. This solution may require an update also to stage 2 TSs 23.228 and 23.203 and stage 3 TS 24.229.
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT3 asks SA2 to consider the need to additionally support the alternative solution based on the AF/P-CSCF sending already the session information based on the SDP offer to the PCRF to solve the remaining problems of this IMS session set-up case.    
CT3 asks SA2 to confirm CT3 and CT1 whether the implementation of related mechanisms is required in stage 3 IMS and PCC specifications and in such case CT3 also recommends SA2 to check stage 2 specifications for a possible need to align them accordingly. 
To CT1 group.

ACTION: 
CT3 asks CT1 to check its specifications (e.g. TS 24.229) for a possible need to align them according to the alternative solution based on the AF/P-CSCF sending already the session information based on the SDP offer to the PCRF, in case SA2 confirm that such option is required to be implemented in IMS stage 3 specifications. 
3. Date of Next CT3 Meetings:

CT3#51
9th    - 19th   Feb 2009
San Antonio, US
CT3#52
20th - 24th  Apr 2009
Sophia Antipolis, France
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