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1
Decision/action requested

SA#52's Chair summary: 

Based on input from TSG-CT the ownership of protocol work on the Sy interface was discussed. 
It was concluded to allocate ownership of this work to CT3, consequently, 
the relevant WID sheets will be updated in accordance with this decision. 

It was also agreed to address the issue of work allocation in the PCC/charging area for the longer term. 
This discussion will be pursued amongst the relevant leaders, proposal will be brought forward in a later meeting.
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	490031
	QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits
	-
	SP-110086
	Vodafone
	-
	-

	490131
	Stage 1
	S1
	SP-110086
	Vodafone
	-
	22.115

	510043
	Stage 2
	S2
	SP-110086
	Huawei
	-
	23.203

	500029
	Charging
	S5
	SP-110086
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei
	Stage 3: Linked to CT3 TS 29.079 OMR within the IMS; Stage 3 (UID_480110)
	Stage 2 (32.240, 32.296), Stage 3 (new TS 32.294)

	520004
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	C3
	CP-110514
	Huawei
	Stage 3 (coordinate with SA5 which defines the Sy protocol)
	29.212, 29.213, 29.214, 29.215, new TS 29.219 Policy and Charging Control over Sy reference point


3
Rationale

SA#52's Chair summary: 

Based on input from TSG-CT the ownership of protocol work on the Sy interface was discussed. 

It was concluded to allocate ownership of this work to CT3, consequently, the relevant WID sheets will be updated in accordance with this decision.
4
Detailed proposal
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1
Opening of the meeting

The TSG SA Chairman, Mr. B. Bertenyi (Nokia Siemens Networks) opened the meeting and thanked the hosts, the European Friends of 3GPP, for inviting TSG SA to Bratislava, Slovakia.
...

5
Items for early consideration (For contributions to this point, please contact chairman in advance of meeting)

...

TD SP‑110357 LS from CT WG3: Reply LS to S5-112032 on the work split between SA WG5 and CT WG3 for QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits (Rel‑11 QoS_SSL).
CT WG3 thanks SA WG5 Charging for their response LS about 'the work split between SA WG5 and CT WG3 for QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits'.
CT WG3 has reviewed the feedback from SA WG5, given that the work of QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits has significant impacts also on CT WG3 specifications, CT WG3 agrees that coordination is needed.
CT WG3 would like to ask SA WG5 to create a list of topics to be discussed between the groups. Then the groups can assess whether a teleconference or a joint meeting before or during the SA WG5#80 and CT WG3#67 meetings in Nov 2011 is required. Also, CT WG3 would be happy to answer any questions that SA WG5 may have. CT WG3 has also agreed a WID on QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits covering the PCC related procedures and signalling flows (C3‑111169).
In order to improve the future coordination among the groups, CT WG3 requests SA WG5 to keep CT WG3 informed about the progress of the work.

Discussion and conclusion:

This LS was noted.

TD SP‑110360 LS from SA WG5: Reply LS to C3-111044/S5-112040 on the work split between SA WG5 and CT WG3 for QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits (Rel‑11 QoS_SSL).
SA WG5 Charging thanks CT WG3 for their LS about 'the work split between SA WG5 and CT WG3 for QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits'.
SA WG5 is assigned with following objectives under the approved SA-wide WID (SP-110086): to provide:
-
Stage 2 related impacts to OCS architecture, and the resulting
-
Stage 3 for the Sy protocol specification, and 3GPP SA WG5 will work accordingly.
Given that there may be significant impacts on the OCS, the majority of SA WG5 SWG CH believes that both stages should be handled in the same group in order to facilitate the work progress and to ensure consistent specifications.
For this reason, keeping the Stage 3 specification for Sy within SA WG5, while ensuring a close coordination with CT WG3 for alignment on PCRF impact, is the most suitable solution.
In order to start this cooperation with CT WG3 for Sy protocol, SA WG5 would like to propose, as a first step, to have a joint SA WG5-CT WG3 face-to-face session in the coming months, in advance of the next scheduled collocated meeting of SA WG5 and CT WG3 (i.e. SA WG5#80 and CT WG3#67 in Nov 2011) to ensure timely progress on this work item.

Discussion and conclusion:

This LS was noted.

TD SP‑110399 LS from TSG CT: LS on CT WG3 aspects of QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits. TSG CT discussed the allocation of the responsibility for Stage 3 protocol specification for Sy interface.
So far this is defined by the SA level WID as being under SA WG5 responsibility although neither TSG CT nor its respective WGs have been considered in determining this allocation.
A majority of companies believed that the protocol should be under the responsibility of CT WG3 based on the understanding that the protocol was a PCC protocol and driven by the PCRF and due to the Terms of Reference for CT WG3 being the owner of PCC Stage 3 specifications.
The opposing companies believed that the protocol should be OCS driven and therefore under SA WG5 responsibility.
TSG CT agreed that TSG SA was the appropriate group to make this decision taking into account the scope of the Sy interface and the respective Terms of Reference of SA WG5 and CT WG3 working groups.
In anticipation of the TSG SA decision TSG CT has conditionally approved two versions of the WID for CT WG3 aspects of QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits, one containing the Sy interface (CP‑110514) and the other (CP-110426) without it. In addition some CRs are conditionally approved, dependent on the approval of either of these WIDs.
Action: TSG CT asks TSG SA group to decide which group should take the responsibility of this protocol and thereby enable the approval of one or other of the CT WG3 WIDs.

Discussion and conclusion:

T-Mobile proposed getting the experts from the two WGs together into a single group to do this work. This issue was also discussed in TD SP‑110403, which was reviewed. The TSG SA Chairman asked whether the companies who wanted this to be done in SA WG5 would object to allocating the work to CT WG3 instead. Orange did not object but mentioned that some of the work was in the Scope of SA WG5 and suggested that the work could be done in either WG as long as the cooperation between the WGs, as described in the LSs continues. It was agreed that this issue requires further off-line discussion and WGs were asked to try to come to an agreement on this and update their ToRs if necessary. A response LS was drafted in TD SP‑110416.

TD SP‑110416 LS on CT WG3 aspects of QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits. To: CT WG3, SA WG5 CC: TSG CT.

Discussion and conclusion:

Some clarifications were requested and the referenced document should be attached. This was revised in TD SP‑110427 which was approved.

TD SP‑110403 CT WG3 aspects of QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits. This was introduced by AT&T on behalf of AT&T, Bridgewater Systems, Ericsson, Juniper, Telecom Italia and Vodafone. This is a copy of the paper submitted to TSG CT#52.
At CT WG3#63 the Stage 3 WID for CT WG3 aspects of QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits was discussed and some companies questioned why the Sy interface Stage 3 protocol was listed within the Stage 1/2 SA level WID, under the responsibility of SA WG5. There was a majority show of hands in CT WG3 preferring that CT WG3 include this Stage 3 protocol work in their BB WID along with the rest of the PCC impacted specifications.
Proposal: TSG CT should revise the CT WG3 BB WID to include the Sy Stage 3 protocol work and request TSG SA to reconsider the allocation of this work under the TSG SA feature level WID, in regard to the current WG ToR and PCC architecture impacts as described by SA WG2.

Discussion and conclusion:

Alcatel-Lucent commented that this argument did not appear too compelling as this is a server-side interface. This contribution was noted.

7.5
SA WG5 Report and Questions for Advice

TD SP‑110271 SA WG5 Status Report. This was presented jointly by the SA WG5 Chairman and the SA WG5 Charging SWG Chairman.

...

-
Charging for QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits (500029)

-
Progress 5% to 10%. 

-
Clarification on work split was provided through LS from SA WG5 to CT WG3.

-
Skeleton for TS 32.294 Sy reference point was agreed.

-
General impacts on OCS architecture and message flows were discussed.

-
No deliverables at this TSG SA meeting.

...
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Documents Related to Rel‑11 or later Features

...

11.4
(QoS_SSL) - QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits

TD SP‑110243 LS from CT WG3: LS on the work split between SA WG5 and CT WG3 for QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits Spending Limits. During the discussion about the QoS Control Based on Subscriber Spending Limits at CT WG3#63, it was realized that this work has obvious impacts on CT WG3 work. However the responsibility and split of the Stage 3 work between SA WG5 and CT WG3 was not clear to companies in CT WG3. When reviewing the details of CT WG3 impacts, some companies believed it is more appropriate that the responsibility of the Stage 3 protocol specifications for Sy reference point is more suitable to be shifted to CT WG3 and in very close coordination with SA WG5 providing the Stage 2 charging requirements. It was noted by those companies that having the PCC flows being defined in the same WG as the protocol specification, will facilitate the progress of the work item. It has to be noted that Sy procedures are embedded as part of the current PCC procedures. Upon a Gx interaction, the PCRF needs to initiate an initial charging status request in order to obtain information necessary to make the policy decision based on the information from OCS, these policy related procedures are to be defined in CT WG3 based on input from the Sy interface.

Discussion and conclusion:

This LS was noted.

TD SP‑110340 5 CRs to 23.203 (QoS_SSL, Rel-11). This was introduced by the SA WG2 Chairman. 23.203 CR0522R4; 23.203 CR0523R7; 23.203 CR0525R3; 23.203 CR0526R2; 23.203 CR0524R8.

Discussion and conclusion:

RIM commented that SA WG2 TD numbers are provided under Other Comments in some CRs were confusing and should be included with CR numbers in future. It was noted that one CR had a missing affected clause. These CRs were then approved.

...

