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1. Overall Description:

SA2 kindly thank CN1 for their LS on the availability of charging information. 

SA2 understands that the UPDATE message is mandatory in Rel-5. Therefore the lack of this message is considered an error in Rel-5, which may trigger the terminatation of session (establishment).

SA2’s understanding is that one issue around the availability of access network charging information in the S-CSCF arises from the fact that the S-CSCF has to rely on capablities deployed in the P-CSCF’s network, which is different from the S-CSCF’s network in case of visited GGSN usage. The access network charging information (i.e GCID) can only be conveyed to the IMS level, in case the Go interface is used, which is optional. 

Hence, it is not possible to ensure that the GCID can be conveyed to the S-CSCF. Additionally, as the S-CSCF is not aware if Go is applied in the P-CSCF’s network, there may be cases where the S-CSCF is not aware whether it can expect the P-CSCF to convey the GCID in SIP signaling. 

Regarding error handling for cases where the GCID is missing from SIP signaling, SA2 expects that error handling shall be trigered in the IMS element where the lack of GCID would have an adverse effect on charging mechanisms. 

SA2 assumes that if the P-CSCF requires the GCID, then Go is deployed in the P-CSCF’s network. Hence the P-CSCF can always get the GCID if it needs it. Consequently, the P-CSCF is not expected to implement error handling mechanisms for lack of GCID. 

It is unclear for SA2 what adverse effects the S-CSCF would suffer in case it does not receive the GCID. SA2 would like to kindly ask for information from SA5 in this regard. If deemed necessary, further analysis regarding possible error handling mechanism and alternative charging correlation mechanism will be studied by SA2 based on the feedback on the above aspect by SA5. 

2. Actions:

To SA5

ACTION: 
 

SA2 would like to kindly ask for information about possible adverse effects the S-CSCF and the IMS home network would suffer in case it does not receive the GCID in IMS signaling for IMS sessions. 
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