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8
Charging 

8.1
Charging Plenary

S5-151009
CH Agenda and Time Plan





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion: The agenda was REVISED during the meeting.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151010
CH Detailed Report from LAST Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion: None

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151011
CH Executive Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion: None

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151384.



S5-151384
CH Executive Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

(Replaces S5-151011)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151012
CH Detailed Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Abstract: will be provided after the meeting.
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].



S5-151042
LS from CT3 to SA5 on Discontinuance of I-WLAN related TS 29.161





Source: C3-145271

Discussion: ALU: no use of TS 29.161 in our specifications.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151043
LS from CT4 to SA5 on a study on Diameter load control mechanisms





Source: C4-142346

Discussion: None

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151044
Reply LS from CT4 cc SA5 on Maintenance of I-WLAN Solution





Source: C4-142474

Discussion: None

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151045
Reply LS from CT cc SA5 on discontinuance of I-WLAN related TS 29.161





Source: CP-141001

Discussion: None

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151055
LS from SA cc SA5 on LS on Establishment of new working group TSG SA WG6





Source: SP-140884

Discussion: Chair: Our last LS to SA has been sent to SA6.




NSN: Do we have an LS reply from SA6?




Chair: I don’t know the result from last week.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151085
Duplicate AVP definition for LCS Charging





32.271, 32.299 v..





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: ALU: is this also discussed in CT4?




NSN: yes




E//: CT4 to correct




NSN: problem on Rel-9 protocol, easier for Operators to correct charging layout than protocol.




E//: only name in CT4, no impact on product




NSN: solution 2 impact on presentation.




ALU: How will CT4 be aware that solution 2 is the preferred?




NSN: I will manage it directly at company level.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



8.2
New Charging Work Item proposals

S5-151172
DP on Charging for IMS Service Continuity enhancements





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: E//: The DP references SA2 specifications. Which CT specifications contain these capabilities?




NN: I did not investigate in details CT3 specifiations.




Amdocs: ICID for the new leg? In TS 32.260 already includes ICID in the new leg, not created but 




copied from source.




Orange: related ICID in CDR for the new leg contains the ICID of the source leg




E//: The related ICID points to the new leg.




Huawei: new access leg ICID in old access leg.




E//: Is it intended to cover all the scenarios: Transfer to another UE, UE with same IMS subscription, or




another UE with another IMS subscription?




NN: existing transfer scenarios




E//: it exists. The TS 23.237 clause 5.5-1 is shown on the screen.




Orange; reusing the same ICID: multiple accesses point on the same access transfer




NN: access transfer information
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151173
WID on Charging for IMS Service Continuity enhancements





32.260, 32.299, 32.298 v..





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: Orange: ATCF covered? To be reflected




NN: Yes ATCF will be added




E//: is “Inter-Device” transfer referenced?




NN: this is copied from CT WID, will be replaced by “Inter-UE”.




E//: more generally last ICID allocated to new acces leg




E//: realistic work? Are there any customers/operators that want this?
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151269.

S5-151269
Charging on enhancements for IMS Service Continuity





Source: Nokia Networks

(Replaces S5-151173)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151382.

S5-151382
Charging on enhancements for IMS Service Continuity





Source: Nokia Networks

(Replaces S5-151269)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-151177
Discussion for Scenarios and Problem statement on Determination of Completeness of Charging Information





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: Amdocs: issues here: AS above SIP AS does not have to be shown in SIP message. The Billing Domain 



will not be able to handle.




DT: yes it is needed, many ASs interact, need to know which AS has been invoked




Amdocs:  manager? SCIM?




E//: How do I know that I have received all the CDRs for a particular application?




E//: Use the SCIM for generating CDRs?




Amdocs: all ASs own by a single Operator or also 3rd party?




DT: within our Network, I don’t know how far we would like 3rd party case, main use in our domain.




NN: limitation of the study.




DT: would like to narrow.




Amdocs: App removed and replaced by media resources service: only for corporate services, not by Telco 



Operator. Media resources are transparent to Operator. From SIP, it is just a SIP call.




DT: PBX, Cloud, everything is provided by Telco Operators. Business customers to be served by




Operator.




Amdocs: we are in standards, such kind of solutions do not need standardization.




DT: required from our implementation’s platform.




NN: standardize for a business internal solution, cooperation with other Operators.




Amdocs: may have implications in SIP AS themselves.




Decision: 

The document was noted.

S5-151176
SID on Determination of Completeness of Charging Information





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: E//: Original problem presented by DT in prior meetings indicated a problem in Visited Networks? Do
 



we know if this is solved if we know P-CSCF CDRs?




DT: loopback in TRF, this is REVOLTE study
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151270.



S5-151270
SID on Determination of Completeness of Charging Information





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151176)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-151174
Discussion on introducing Chargeable NEs Information in IMS CDRs to serve for the integrity checking of IMS Offline Charging Correlation





Source: ZTE

Discussion: Orange: in all CDRs for all NEs?




ZTE: yes all




E//: of all Operators across Networks boundary SIP signalling?




ZTE: IBCF should be considered




E//:  P-CSCF, S-CSCF may be in different PLMNs




ZTE: yes all Networks.




NN: what is the difference with transit-IOI? Requirement not addressed by List of IOIs?




ZTE: no relationship with transit-IOI. Independent from List of IOIs.




NN: administration OFCS and OCS: how can an Operator configure its network if he does not know?




 @OFCS and @OCS must be configured for providing the service.




ZTE: addresses configured for INVITE, Registration.




NN: configuration for NE regardless of SIP messages, triggers conditions, configurations of CTFs.




E//: if two different sessions go via different IMS Nodes the issue is the same. Disagree with the proposed 



solution.




Amdocs: VPLMN is a problem.Spans multi-domains.




ZTE: I understood your concern.




NN: extensions are not covered. Application above SIP Application.




E//: where is this documented?




Huawei: proposal SID?




ZTE: common issue , but differences which are: 






DT: Appli correlation from service’s prespective.






ZTE: charging correlation for integrity check.














Decision: 

The document was noted.



8.3
Charging Maintenance and Rel-13 small Enhancements 

S5-151057
Rel-9 CR 32.260 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0299  (Rel-9) v9.16.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151118.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151058
Rel-10 CR 32.260 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0300  (Rel-10) v10.13.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151119.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151059
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0301  (Rel-11) v11.14.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151120.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151060
Rel-12 CR 32.260 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0302  (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151121.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151061
Rel-13 CR 32.260 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0303  (Rel-13) v13.0.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151122.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151062
Rel-9 CR 32.298 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0510  (Rel-9) v9.20.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151123.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151063
Rel-10 CR 32.298 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0511  (Rel-10) v10.17.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151124.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151064
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0512  (Rel-11) v11.12.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151125.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151065
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Correction for Associated URI in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0513  (Rel-12) v11.6.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting. Replaced by S5-151126.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151068
Rel-8 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0621  (Rel-8) v8.23.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151326.


S5-151326
Rel-8 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0621  rev 1 (Rel-8) v8.23.0





Source: Nokia Networks

(Replaces S5-151068)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151069
Rel-9 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0622  (Rel-9) v9.19.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151327.



S5-151327
Rel-9 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0622  rev 1 (Rel-9) v9.19.0





Source: Nokia Networks

(Replaces S5-151069)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151070
Rel-10 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0623  (Rel-10) v10.14.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151328.



S5-151328
Rel-10 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0623  rev 1 (Rel-10) v10.14.0





Source: Nokia Networks

(Replaces S5-151070)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151071
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0624  (Rel-11) v11.14.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151329.



S5-151329
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0624  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.14.0





Source: Nokia Networks

(Replaces S5-151071)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151072
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0625  (Rel-12) v12.7.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151330.



S5-151330
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Correction on IETF references





32.299
  CR-0625  rev 1 (-) v12.7.0





Source: Nokia Networks

(Replaces S5-151072)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151073
Rel-8 CR 32.252 Correction on IETF references





32.252
  CR-0012  (Rel-8) v8.1.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-151074
Rel-9 CR 32.252 Correction on IETF references





32.252
  CR-0013  (Rel-9) v9.1.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151075
Rel-10 CR 32.252 Correction on IETF references





32.252
  CR-0014  (Rel-10) v10.2.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151076
Rel-11 CR 32.252 Correction on IETF references





32.252
  CR-0015  (Rel-11) v11.1.0





Source: Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151077
Rel-9 CR 32.298 Corrections for IPv6 Address Usage in PGW and SGW CDRs





32.298
  CR-0514  (Rel-9) v9.20.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: Huawei: What's the difference between "in case of IPV4IPV6 dual stack"and new added statement?




E//: When you have dual stack, it does not mean you have both these 2 types address available.




Huawei: What do you mean by available, address is assigned? Allocated?




E//: Yes.




NN: I support to have this.




ALU: Also




Huawei: But checking 32251, we only have "in case of IPV4IPV6 dual stack", if this is not suffient, do 



we have change stage2 specification.




NN: Stage3 is more implementation. Stage2 is only definition. So we do not need to have all the text in 



stage2.




Huawei: More consideration may be needed. But have no objection.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-151078
Rel-10 CR 32.298 Corrections for IPv6 Address Usage in PGW and SGW CDRs





32.298
  CR-0515  (Rel-10) v10.17.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151079
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Corrections for IPv6 Address Usage in PGW and SGW CDRs





32.298
  CR-0516  (Rel-11) v11.12.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151080
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Corrections for IPv6 Address Usage in PGW and SGW CDRs





32.298
  CR-0517  (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151081
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Corrections for IPv6 Address Usage in ePDG and TDF CDRs





32.298
  CR-0518  (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Allot Communications, Openet

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151082
Rel-13 CR 32.251 Use of Charging Characteristics to Activate PCC Function per UE





32.251
  CR-0394  (Rel-13) v12.8.0





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151342.



S5-151342
Rel-13 CR 32.251 Use of Charging Characteristics to Activate PCC Function per UE





32.251
  CR-0394  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.8.0





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-151082)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151103
Rel-11 CR 32.273 Correction for charging based on MBMS Data Transfer Time





32.273
  CR-0034  (Rel-11) v11.2.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: NN: I did not check the other specification you referred




E//: We have reference in ASN.1. You can have a look at…




NN: Is it consistent with other time parameter definition? Is this specific for MBMS, or it's similar to 




other service?.




E//: I don't know.




ALU: why don't have the specification reference in parameter definition chapter?




E//: I don't know, I copy this from CT3 doc.




NN: Technical issue.After change, we have 2 different types of time in the same node. Originally we have 



timestamp datatype which have size9, but now you add a new time parameter with size8. I think it doesn't 



work.




E//: but these are 2 different data types. I would clarify this as a note, if you want.




NN: It is not objection.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151104
Rel-12 CR 32.273 Correction for charging based on MBMS Data Transfer Time





32.273
  CR-0035  (Rel-12) v12.1.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151105
Rel-13 CR 32.273 Correction for charging based on MBMS Data Transfer Time





32.273
  CR-0036  (Rel-13) v13.0.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151106
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Correction for charging based on MBMS Data Transfer Time





32.298
  CR-0519  (Rel-11) v11.12.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151107
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Correction for charging based on MBMS Data Transfer Time





32.298
  CR-0520  (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151108
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Correction for charging based on MBMS Data Transfer Time





32.299
  CR-0626  (Rel-11) v11.14.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151109
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Correction for charging based on MBMS Data Transfer Time





32.299
  CR-0627  (Rel-12) v12.7.0





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151118
Rel-9 CR 32.260 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0299  rev 1 (Rel-9) v9.16.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-151119
Rel-10 CR 32.260 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0300  rev 1 (Rel-10) v10.13.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151120
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0301  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.14.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151121
Rel-12 CR 32.260 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0302  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151122
Rel-13 CR 32.260 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.260
  CR-0303  rev 1 (Rel-13) v13.0.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151123
Rel-9 CR 32.298 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0510  rev 1 (Rel-9) v9.20.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151124
Rel-10 CR 32.298 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0511  rev 1 (Rel-10) v10.17.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151125
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0512  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.12.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151126
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Correction for unavailable fields in E-CSCF CDR





32.298
  CR-0513  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Ericsson, Nokia Networks

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151158
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Consistency correction to basic principles for PS Domain online charging





32.251
  CR-0395  (Rel-12) v12.8.0





Source: Orange

Discussion: E//: add work item codes to cover sheet: CHIPS and ABC.




NN: remove CH12.




EE//: no some changes are CH12.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151340.



S5-151340
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Consistency correction to basic principles for PS Domain online charging





32.251
  CR-0395  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.8.0





Source: Orange

(Replaces S5-151158)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151184
Rel-10 CR 32.275 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.275
  CR-0061  (Rel-10) v10.2.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: Huawei: problems in cover sheet from quality check to be solved.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151331.



S5-151331
Rel-10 CR 32.275 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.275
  CR-0061  rev 1 (Rel-10) v10.2.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151184)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151185
Rel-11 CR 32.275 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.275
  CR-0062  (Rel-11) v11.4.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151332.



S5-151332
Rel-11 CR 32.275 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.275
  CR-0062  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.4.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151185)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151186
Rel-12 CR 32.275 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.275
  CR-0063  (Rel-12) v12.2.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151333.



S5-151333
Rel-12 CR 32.275 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.275
  CR-0063  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.2.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151186)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151187
Rel-10 CR 32.298 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.298
  CR-0521  (Rel-10) v10.17.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: Huawei: problems in cover sheet from quality check to be solved.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151334.



S5-151334
Rel-10 CR 32.298 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.298
  CR-0521  rev 1 (-) v10.17.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151187)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151188
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.298
  CR-0522  (Rel-11) v11.12.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151335.



S5-151335
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.298
  CR-0522  rev 1 (-) v11.12.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151188)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151189
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.298
  CR-0523  (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151336.



S5-151336
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.298
  CR-0523  rev 1 (-) v12.6.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151189)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151190
Rel-10 CR 32.299 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.299
  CR-0628  (Rel-10) v10.14.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: NN: Did you check that this AVP has not been used by other specification or other orgnization? My 




recommendation is to keep the definition, and keep it in the table.




Huawei: So you meanswe use “-” in ACR and CCR?




NN: Yes. That's the only change required.




ALU: Is this the normal processing we do it?




NN: We just received LS from CT group that an AVP is removed, which in fact we use it...So it's better 



for us to avoid such thing.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151337.



S5-151337
Rel-10 CR 32.299 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.299
  CR-0628  rev 1 (Rel-10) v10.14.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151190)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151191
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.299
  CR-0629  (Rel-11) v11.14.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151338.



S5-151338
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.299
  CR-0629  rev 1 (Rel-11) v11.14.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151191)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151192
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.299
  CR-0630  (Rel-12) v12.7.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151339.



S5-151339
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Inconsistency correction of subscriber role





32.299
  CR-0630  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.7.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151192)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151193
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Clarification of charging id usage in CHIPS





32.251
  CR-0396  (Rel-12) v12.8.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: NN: clause 6.13 add when IP-CAN bearer charging applies




 E//: when IP-CN session is not active
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151341.



S5-151341
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Clarification of charging id usage in CHIPS





32.251
  CR-0396  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.8.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151193)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151194
Rel-12 CR 32.260 Access network charging identifier description clarification





32.260
  CR-0305  (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: E//: I understand what you are trying to do but this is not technically correct. Charging Id is always 




generated for a bearer.




E//: I have no proposal, perhaps too much details.




NN: I support this comment. The detailed description should be relocated in another part of the 






specification.




E//: I would remove it. This is PS domain text related.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151195
Rel-13 CR 32.260 Access network charging identifier description clarification





32.260
  CR-0306  (Rel-13) v13.0.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



8.4
Rel-12 Charging

8.4.1
Charging Aspects of Proximity-based Services

8.4.1.1
Specification of Charging Aspects of Proximity-based Services

S5-151053
Reply LS from SA1 to SA5 on ProSe Lawful Interception





Source: S1-144606

Discussion: It is not clear from this LS, if our proposal is in line with what they need.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151056
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Corrections to UE requirements for ProSe Direct Communication Charging





32.277
  CR-0001  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Ericsson, Qualcomm, Orange

Discussion: E//: If group agrees, then we need corresponding impact of CDR definition, in an existing document or a 




new one. New CR was proposed in S5-151271 for the CDR description in the TS 32.277.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-151271
32.277 CDR description





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: E//: Alignment CR will be proposed for the next meeting.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.

S5-151157
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Consistency correction to charging information for ProSe Direct Discovery





32.277
  CR-0002  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Orange

Discussion: E//: Please explain the use of PLMN ID(s) (multiple) 




HW: Only one ID is provided in the CDR now.




Revised with new reason for change.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151272.



S5-151272
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Consistency correction to charging information for ProSe Direct Discovery





32.277
  CR-0002  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Orange

(Replaces S5-151157)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151175
Rel-12 Discussion on identifing if ProSe-enabled UE is ProSe-enabled Public Safety UE in Prose Discovery Charging





Source: ZTE

Discussion: E//: Is there any document that specifies this charging difference?




ZTE: no.




NN: SA2 does not make a difference between public safety and non-public safety UEs. There is no 




difference in the procedures.




ZTE will take it into SA1 directly to discuss.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151181
LSout CT1 LS on Corrections to ProSe Direction Communication charging





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: Chair will coordinate with MCC to send the LS during coffee break. Need to be revised to include the 



TS.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151273.



S5-151273
LSout CT1 LS on Corrections to ProSe Direction Communication charging





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-151181)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151196
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Adding additional ProSe Information element





32.277
  CR-0003  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: E//: reason for change corrected, bindings not in this document.




NN: move change condition to PS Information, also Charging Characteristics




E//: Add new IEs based on usage information CR (S5-151271) that Ericsson is writing based on agreed 



requirements corrections.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151274.



S5-151274
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Adding additional ProSe Information element





32.277
  CR-0003  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151196)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151197
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Adding bindings for ProSe offline charging





32.277
  CR-0004  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: Huawei: will need update with information elements associated with agreed Direct Communication CR 



from earlier today.




E//comments:

1. Binding row for Change Condition/Change Condition/Change-Condition should be removed.2. Binding row for Cause for Record Closing should bind to PS Info: Change Condition and Change-Condition AVP. This row should be moved under PS Information

4. Subscriber Identifier under Service Information is not present and should be added.

5. Record Type must bind to ProSe Functionality, not Node Functionality.

6. Usage Information Report Timestamp should be Usage Information Report Sequence Number.

7. User Location is written as "UE Location" in all CDR descriptions, so update parameter name

8. Alphabetize on CDR parameters.





NN: ASN.1 had to change PC3 to spell out the number. Group did not think it was necessary to 





change this document to align.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151275.



S5-151275
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Adding bindings for ProSe offline charging





32.277
  CR-0004  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151197)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151198
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Introduction of CDR parameters for Prose Charging





32.298
  CR-0524  (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: E//: clause 5.1.4.x.4 should align with the ASN.1 code points; also add an "abnormal".




NN: Reference for TS 32.277 should be [37] 




E//: Numbering of tags. This is following the original PS domain method. Should we use the data 





dictionary method used for IMS?




E//: Record Closure Time is not required for event-based CDR.




PFEDRecord: delete NodeID, RequestorPLMN ID (not in 32.277). Missing ProseFunction ID.




PFDCRecord: change name of "ProSeGropuIPmulticastaddresses"




Additional E// comments.




Chair: Address quality check comments.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151278.



S5-151278
Rel-12 CR 32.298 Introduction of CDR parameters for Prose Charging





32.298
  CR-0524  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.6.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151198)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151199
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Introducing new AVPs for ProSe charging





32.299
  CR-0631  (Rel-12) v12.7.0





Source: Huawei

Discussion: Huawei: This contribution has been reviewed and changed since it was presented in San Francisco.




Contribution will need to change based on agreed CRs to TS 32.277.




E//: why is there a need for Prose-3rd-Party-Application-ID AVP when it is not already defined for use on 



another interface?




Huawei: It is defined in 32.277, so we need AVP.




ALU: AVPs of ProSe-Information need correction. Remove 3GPP-User-Location-Info; remove Change-



Condition.




E//: rename Prose-group-IP-multicast-addresses as "address".





- all table entries AVP flag rules should blank when re-using AVP from another spec.





- align the Change-Condition values with cause for record closing for ProSe records in TS 32.298.




E// and NN: Add a note to indicate values of change-condition specific to ProSe.




E//: Change value for ProSe Functionality to "Direct communication"




NN: In a lot of AVP descriptions, where you have italics AVP name, there are many spaces within AVP 



name. Please correct.




NN: Please search in the title of the AVPs, each first letter after the dash should be capitalized.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151279.



S5-151279
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Introducing new AVPs for ProSe charging





32.299
  CR-0631  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.7.0





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-151199)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151208
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Correction of triggers for ProSe PF-DC-CDR charging information addition





32.277
  CR-0005  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Qualcomm Incoporated

Discussion: Editorial comments.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151276.



S5-151276
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Correction of triggers for ProSe PF-DC-CDR charging information addition





32.277
  CR-0005  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Qualcomm Incoporated

(Replaces S5-151208)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151209
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Remove editor's note for PF-ED-CDR





32.277
  CR-0006  (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Qualcomm Incorporated

Discussion: E//: Is there a specification that documents what constitutes a "renewal request"? What parameters must 



be the same and which can vary? For example, this CR varies Time Window and Range Class. What 




about UE location?





NN and E//: Parallel list construct is not good. Recommend a grouped field that can then be a list.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151277.



S5-151277
Rel-12 CR 32.277 Remove editor's note for PF-ED-CDR





32.277
  CR-0006  rev 1 (Rel-12) v12.0.0





Source: Qualcomm Incorporated

(Replaces S5-151209)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.


S5-151297
LS to CT4 Inclusion of Charging Characteristics in ProSe Subscription Information





Source: Ericsson

Decision: 

The document was approved.



8.5
Rel-13 Charging

8.5.1
Inter-PLMN PS domain online charging

S5-151052
LS from GSMA RCPG to SA5 on status of Inter-PLMN PS domain online charging





Source: GSMA RCPG

Discussion: Chair: We need to reply to GSMA at this meeting. The content of this reply depends on how we will 




progress.




E//: only need to reply if we are sending TR for approval.




Kept open for completion of work until Plenary preparation.
Decision: 

The document was replied to in S5-151325.



S5-151325
Reply to: LS from GSMA RCPG to SA5 on status of Inter-PLMN PS domain online charging





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151381.



S5-151381
Reply to: LS from GSMA RCPG to SA5 on status of Inter-PLMN PS domain online charging





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-151325)

Discussion: Text of the LS endorsed by the group, the attachment will go under email approval

Decision: 

The document was left for email approval.



8.5.1.1
TR on Inter-PLMN PS domain online charging 

S5-151083
Rel-13 PCR 32.843 Resolution of Inter-PLMN Connection Aspects: Filtering, Topology hiding, and Security





32.843 v..





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: withdrawn before the meeting.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151084
Rel-13 PCR 32.843 Alternative solution to Key Issues #1 and #3





32.843 v..





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: Amdocs: Why do you say there is no mapping required?




E//: When something is to be standardized, the value does not need to be mapped.




Orange: If the same values are used for legacy Gy, it doesn't matter.




Huawei: do mean that for the VPLMN, the same RG have different meaning?




Orange: If we are doing internal charging or external charging, the meaning may be different.




ALU: Why is the Serv Id part of the resolution? 




E//: There is no need to standardize both RG/SI when RG is sufficient.




Amdocs: Is the recommendation only for the roaming case? 




E//: only intended for the roaming case





Comments:





Openet: Pretty much in agreement with this proposal. Here is the standardized values that would be the 



minimum set across this boundary but operators may be free to add values.




E//: If you do that, then you have overlapping




Amdocs: overlapping of rating groups – this cannot be accepted by all the ecosystem. Then mapping may 



be needed. RG is the business of the operator and is totally under the control of the operator.




ALU: For sure, this solution solves some mapping problems. In this case, you may have your own 





mapping to the standard, but you do not have to do it for all operators.




NN: I think the question is not is there mapping or not. The question is where the mapping is executed. In 



this solution, the mapping is not executed in the visited PLMN.




Amdocs: We are in this situation where the home operator has a set of RGs allocated. With InterPLMN, 



then GSMA may define items that may not match his business. Adaptation work is required and will most 



likely be done through mapping.




ALU: The main requirement for this is roaming, it is not for internal business, so it has to be simple,so 



the roamer can be served.




Amdocs: Internal business means my subscribers whether it means my home operator.




E//: Roaming needs to be simple.




Amdocs: Yes, standardization simplifies roaming. I am supportive recommendations of default values 




and does not prevent operators to have bilateral agreements. 




Huawei: As my understanding of this solution, what GSMA needs to standardize for each media type 




the service type, QoS parameter value and the RG value. Is this correct?




E//: Yes.




Huawei: It means the user, whatever network he is roaming, can only experience one of the service which 



is defined.




E//: Different operators may have different capabilities to have resources connectivity service to their 




users and many customers may be online at one time.




Vz: We have to drill down to the specifics. If we are talking about Video and RCS, these are finite right 



now. IR.94 allows the use of QCI 2 a GBR bearer and the use of a non-GBR bearer and each operator 




may have different scalar for the characteristics of the bearer. I as a home network with Orange on the 




other side is my roaming partner, we have to exchange this information and using IR-94 as an example 



and using this approach, would you have different RGs for each QCI? 




E//: Yes.




Vz: bottom line is that you don't have to exchange pairs across roaming partners. We don't want the 




roaming agreement process to get more complicated. Any direction towards simplification is of value to 



those folks.




Vz: What is a specific example where this will not work?




Amdocs: If between Orange opcos, you want to define different rating groups beyond the standard, you 



cannot do it.




Vz: Even if GSMA adopts the RG, then it does stop the operator from having additions in a rating group.




Openet: My comments were looked at holistically. The ALU one was less restrictive and I'd like to 




understand the difference.




Vz: What's an example of what could be a problem that is not solved by this?




Openet: So this is a standardization of a rating group catalog that would be used around the world. Is 




there a case where an operator would want do this.




Opening of S5-151167 to continue the discussion
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151290.



S5-151290
Rel-13 PCR 32.843 Alternative solution to Key Issues #1 and #3





32.843 v..





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-151084)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151163
pCR TR 32.843 Solve Editor's Notes





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: postpone until later on because in progress of doing a revision.




The R1 document was discussed on Thursday 1Q. No comments 

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151298.



S5-151298
pCR TR 32.843 Solve Editor's Notes





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces S5-151163)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151164
pCR TR 32.843 generic scenario with service provided by an AF





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: E//: What about inter-operator settlement?




ALU: Captured in another issue.




Amdocs: What is the OCS address provided by the S9?




ALU: I think it is a diameter address.




Amdocs: I am not sure that this key issue #5 does not apply.




Huawei: If we have S9 in place, is the OCS address mandatory? Even if we have S9, then may not receive 



it. Then we may still have issue 5.




ALU: Will remove last sentence.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151289.



S5-151289
pCR TR 32.843 generic scenario with service provided by an AF





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces S5-151164)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151165
pCR TR 32.843  Complete Scenario B and C





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151166
pCR TR 32.843  Introduce Scenario X- Fixed Mobile Convergence





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: E//: I am uncomfortable including it.




Huawei: If we don't have this scenario, then maybe we will have many issues after it is sent for 






information.




Amdocs: also does not want to send the TR for information with only one P4C scenario. My proposal is 



to postpone this one.




ALU: I am in agreement that GSMA doesn't care about P4C now, but I believe that we need to handle 




this case anyway within the phase 1 study, so shortly. I would not like “not having P4C” as a reason for 



not sending the TR for information.




Amdocs: Will not object.




No one will object.




ALU: This PCR will be brought back into the next meeting with potentially other scenarios.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151167
pCR TR 32.843  RG & Service-ID Key issues solutions and recommendation





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Orange

Discussion: E//: methods based on roaming agreements beyond standard values not needed to be quoted (not 





standard).




E//: behaviour for services not identified as per GSMA?




ALU: default RG




Amdocs: Since the HPLMN owns the subscriber, complexity should be put in the HPLMN.




Amdocs: Solution 4 – I see that you put the fallback to solution 2 if they want to extend beyond the 




GSMA standards, then solution 2 or solution1 would be required.




Opening of S5-151206 to continue the discussion
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151291.



S5-151291
pCR TR 32.843  RG & Service-ID Key issues solutions and recommendation





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Orange

(Replaces S5-151167)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151168
pCR TR 32.843  Resolution of Home OCS Key issue#5 and Routing aspect





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: E//: what is the difference with MME case?




ALU: In the MME case, you have no chance to have an HSS address. Here, it can be received by S9 or 



this solution is proposing a configured OCS address. In these cases, you don't need to derive it. If neither 



available, then same procedure as used in MME to locate the HSS.




Huawei: The indication from PCEF of pre-defined OCS Address is not specified




ALU: it is possible for the PCEF to have a pre-configured OCS address as part of a charging 






characteristics behaviour. 




From check is SA2 specification, it was recognized this indication to PCRF is not specified.




E//: Need to have which AVP is used as “user identification”




ALU: I will check




Huawei: inconsistency between the alternative description and the evaluation for the behaviour in 





HPLMN




ALU: will make it consistent. 




During the revision process, and based on output from discussion on S5-151201, the recommendation 




is not agreed and incorporated as a discussion clause.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151293.



S5-151293
pCR TR 32.843  Resolution of Home OCS Key issue#5 and Routing aspect





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces S5-151168)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151169
pCR TR 32.843  Inter-Operator Charging





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: Amdocs: Are we clear about the contents that are needed and are they available in the PGW CDRs?




Orange: I would say it is out of scope of 3GPP.




ALU: We would need to check if the PGW CDR content is sufficient.




E//: Do we have a requirement for service-based reconciliation?




ALU: Not at this moment, but we can anticipate what an operator might need for reconciliation in that 




case. Service-based reconciliation should be at this granularity. But maybe it needs to be clarified.




Orange: I agree that 3GPP should verify that the content of the CDR are sufficient for generating a TAP 



file. The idea is to say which parameter should be used to generate a TAP file?




ALU: No.The idea is to anticipate what an operator would need to be in the CDR for being able to …




E//: need to modify the current status to not imply that service-based reconciliation is required.




ALU: will delete.




E//: not prepared to agree on evaluation now.




ALU: will delete.




E//: remove P4C.




ALU: will delete.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151296.



S5-151296
pCR TR 32.843  Inter-Operator Charging





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces S5-151169)

Decision: 

The document was approved.


S5-151201
Rel-13 pCR 32.843 conclusion for key issue5 and key issue6





32.843 v..





Source: Huawei

Discussion: ALU: Alternative 2 currently specifies that the PCEF must notify the PCRF about default address, 




assuming this was the existing Gx behaviour. 





Huawei: I would like to check the new text for alternative 2 before a recommendation can be concluded.




E//: based on alternative 2 reworked, the second sentence here is no longer true, this pCR has no more 




justification.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-151205
Rel-13 PCR 32.843 Resolution of Inter-PLMN Connection Aspects: Filtering, Topology hiding, and Security





32.843 v..





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Openet

Discussion: Amdocs: for issue 6, it should be possible to have this done by a proxy OCS between the DEA and the 



OCS




Due to Objection to resolution of Issue 6, so evaluation section removed for this issue.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151294.



S5-151294
Rel-13 PCR 32.843 Resolution of Inter-PLMN Connection Aspects: Filtering, Topology hiding, and Security





32.843 v..





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Openet

(Replaces S5-151205)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151206
pCR TR 32.843 RG & Service-ID Key issues recommendation





Source: Amdocs

Discussion: Chair: Regarding these three documents (this one, S5-151167,and S5-151084), we will not be able to 




provide the evaluation today. We should incorporate all solutions proposed by ALU, Ericsson and we 




should incorporate discussion into each, with Amdocs adding discussion to existing alternative.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151292.



S5-151292
pCR TR 32.843 RG & Service-ID Key issues recommendation





Source: Amdocs

(Replaces S5-151206)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151207
pCR TR 32.843 Scenario C editing and recommendation





Source: Amdocs

Discussion: Openet: I don't understand the background.




Amdocs: The use case came from GSMA to turn off data bearer.




Will be restored to original scenario and add a conclusion.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151295.



S5-151295
pCR TR 32.843 Scenario C editing and recommendation





Source: Amdocs

(Replaces S5-151207)

Decision: 

The document was approved.


Three documents S5-151170, S5-151200 S5-151171 scheduled as the last documents under the Agenda 8.5.1.1: 
E//: shortage of time to continue on remaining input for this topic, we are behind in the Agenda.
Huawei: would like to postpone the work item progress status until after the revisions.
After the revisions, the rapporteur proposed 60% for progress status and asked for sending the TR to SA for information. Amdocs and Huawei were not in agreement on the proposed rate. E// and NN supported sending the TR to SA, seen as the best option to also share outside from 3GPP (i.e. GSMA), based on benefit expected to get feedback from GSMA and other 3GPP groups. After some discussions, the final status 50% was decided.
S5-151170
pCR TR 32.843  Introduction of basic scenarios for dedicated profile





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151171
pCR TR 32.843  messages content for dedicated profile





32.843 v..





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-151200
Rel-13 pCR 32.843 additional solution for dedicated profile





32.843 v..





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.

S5-151323
Draft TR 32.843





Source: Rapporteur

Decision: 

The document was left for email approval.



S5-151324
draft TR 32.843 presentation sheet





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion: The document was submitted by the rapporteur during closing plenary.
Decision: 

The document was approved.


8.5.1.2
Specification of Inter-PLMN PS domain online charging

8.5.2
ULI and release causes for charging enhancement for VoLTE

S5-151066
Rel-13 CR 32.260 Introduction of reason header in IMS online charging





32.260
  CR-0304  (Rel-13) v13.0.0





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151356.



S5-151356
Rel-13 CR 32.260 Introduction of reason header in IMS online charging





32.260
  CR-0304  rev 1 (Rel-13) v13.0.0





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-151066)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-151067
Rel-13 CR 32.299 Introduction of reason header in IMS online charging





32.299
  CR-0620  (Rel-13) v12.7.0





Source: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



8.6
Charging Studies

8.6.1
Study on Charging aspects on Roaming End-to-end scenarios with VoLTE IMS and interconnecting networks

S5-151178
Update section 6.2
Key Issue #2: Identification of home network





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: Orange: Is the key issue for only for originating or terminating or, both?




DT: Both




Orange: But only terminating party is referred?




DT: I need to also refer to originating




ALU: What's meaning of  "From 3GPP understanding"




DT: Maybe I'm assuming too much…I can delete this or reword.




Orange: the editor's notes shall be removed




DT: Ok




NN: What about the capability of route information? you mentioned it somewhere.




DT: Yes, that maybe option3.




ALU: How this recommendation will be captured?




NN: Maybe we can say something for PCSCF to do something.




ALU: Then it will be a CR to 32260
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151280.



S5-151280
Update section 6.2
Key Issue #2: Identification of home network





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151178)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151179
New Section 6.3 Key Issue #3:  Media Plane Interconnection is not reflected in any CDR





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: ALU: We really have an inter-PLMN link between IBCF and TRGW?




DT: Yes. At least in Home PLMN




ALU: In IBCF, we have information of linkID?




E//: In fact it creates the linked




DT: This doc just starts a discussion.




ALU: So you will come with other alternative?




DT: Yes.




NN: I think in SDP, we use C line. 




DT: I agree




NN: If so we do not need any new thing for the issue, C line is something similar with linkID. 




DT: I'll capture this idea in this doc
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151281.



S5-151281
New Section 6.3 Key Issue #3:  Media Plane Interconnection is not reflected in any CDR





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151179)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151180
New Section 4.3.5 on Rules for transit-ioi





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: DT: It's the 1-1 copy from CT3 specification.




ALU: It's better to have some scenario to reflect charging requirements, parameters…




NN: Tansit IOI is handled in IBCF, but according to 24229, transit function does not have such 





functionality.




DT: In fact, it's not very clear in CT1 specification, but I would not like to open this issue.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151282.



S5-151282
New Section 4.3.5 on Rules for transit-ioi





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151180)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151182
New Section 4.5
Identifying the II-NNI traversal scenario





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: ALU：Is this a new requirment?




DT: Let's say it's a new field defined in CT specification. For roaming case it's taken as a optimization. 



It's also helpful for IBCF in mix scenario.




ALU: So currently we already have this in CT1 specification?




DT: Yes. CT1 already have this filter.




NN: I propose to put this into TR, as DT indicate, it's a new thing and need more study, which may lead 



to a new chapter in TS.




E//: Some typo




NN: This one should be a study, and before that, we can not do anything in TS




DT: We can delete the editor’s notes, of course it is a study.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151283.



S5-151283
New Section 4.5
Identifying the II-NNI traversal scenario





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151182)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151183
New Section 4.6 Use of preconditions in IMS networks





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: ALU: Did you already identify something is missing in charging information, when precondition apply?




DT: No. Before that, I haven't. I will do the check. This doc is to describe the scenario in which 





precondition is used.




ALU: I mean do you forsee it will impact charging info, otherwise we don't care.




DT: It maybe. If using precondition, SDP in UPDATE maybe not same as in 183 response.




NN and E//: some edit errors.




NN: I have the question of motivation of precondition




ALU: But this is defined in CT1, we can not question this...
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151284.



S5-151284
New Section 4.6 Use of preconditions in IMS networks





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151183)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151202
Missing section 5.9
Routeing from terminating home network to the terminating visited network





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: NN: Technical comments. On the top of call flow, can we use user-B to identify terminating user?




DT: In fact it was changed from B to A in CT3.The reason is the group wants to know what it looks like 



from the network which user registers.




NN: OK




E//: Will you talk about related charge between AS and userA?




DT: I'm thinking about it...




ALU: For the editor’s notes in step1, can we require the P-Visited-Network-ID header?




DT: I will remove.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151285.



S5-151285
Missing section 5.9
Routeing from terminating home network to the terminating visited network





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151202)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151203
section 5.3
Mobile Originating Call without loopback





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: None.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151204
Update section 5.4
Mobile Originating Call with loopback





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Discussion: E//: In step 37, orig-ioi should be AS, and the term ioi should be homeA




DT: It's true.




E: The same to step 38.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-151286.



S5-151286
Update section 5.4
Mobile Originating Call with loopback





Source: Deutsche Telekom

(Replaces S5-151204)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151287
Presentation of the TR 32.849 for information





Source: Deutsche Telekom

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-151288
Draft TR 32.849





Source: Rapporteur

Decision: 

The document was left for email approval.



9
Any Other Business

10
Closing of the meeting
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