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ITU-T Q16/4 thanks 3GPP SA5 for their liaison on IMT2000 Management co-operation.

From an initial review of your documents, we recognise the great effort required to produced such detailed work. 

We note that you have concentrated on the collection of CDR’s from 3GPP Networks (Q interfaces). This is an important initial step in exchanging Billing information between operators. The next step is to use your work to generate the necessary information to be made available across the X interface. Q16/4 experts would like to take the opportunity to work with 3GPP SA5 experts on this task. Please see the proposal below.

Following are our initial comments and questions arising from discussing your draft specifications:

1.
As you are aware, SG4 has initiated work on a telecomms XML (tML) Framework. Since billing for 3G is a component of the bigger picture of e-Commerce, which mainly employing XML for business to business transactions, we feel that it is worth considering the use of tML in 3G’s X interface billing transactions. We note that within your current work you have specified CDRs in ASN.1 format only.

2.
We understand that you are proposing the use of Transferred Account Procedure (TAP) between Operator Domains. Is this correct? We request your assistance in finding the appropriate reference to the TAP Specifications.

3.
Do you intend to extend your work to produce charging IRP’s for either the Q or X interfaces?

3. Have you had the time to consider other “potential solutions” (e.g.TIPHON-OSP, IPDR- Network Data Management plus IETF – AAA Diameter)?

5.
In 32.225, you identify CDRs for multimedia application services. Is there an intention to aligned this with equivalent IPDR specifications? For example IPDR specification for Video on Demand contains “QoS requested, QoS delivered, codec used, number of streams, etc.”

Proposal

We propose that SG4 and 3GPP SA5 work together to produce the X interface specification (IRP), building on 3GPP SA5 CDR specifications and exploiting the SG4 tML framework. This new specification should accommodate the e-Commerce business requirements enabling accounting and billing of new IP based services

_________________
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