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8
Charging Management

8.1
Charging Plenary

S5-130819
CH Agenda and Time Plan





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
The agenda keeps being REVISED, and S5-130819r4 was agreed
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131010.


S5-131010
CH Agenda and Time Plan





Source: CH SWG Chair

(Replaces S5-130819)

Discussion: none

Decision: 
The document was approved.

S5-130820
CH Detailed Report from LAST Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 
The document was approved.



S5-130821
CH Executive Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion:
 none
Decision: 
The document will be submitted.



S5-130822
CH Detailed Report from THIS Meeting





Source: CH SWG Chair

Discussion: none

Decision: 
The document will be submitted.



S5-130846
LS from SA2 to SA5 on charging for MOCN and GWCN network sharing for GERAN, UTRAN 




and E-UTRAN





Source: ETSI Secretariat

Discussion: Discussion paper expected to be provided next time by Alcatel-Lucent.
Decision: 
The document was noted.


S5-130847
LS from SteerCo to SA5 on Standardization of a Diameter interface for Circuit Switch (CS) 





Domain Charging





Source: SteerCo

Discussion: Ericsson: We should generate a response from this meeting.




Chair: I would agree that we reply and also we ask questions about evolution (VoLTE).

Decision: 
The document was replied to in S5-131011.

S5-131011
Reply LS to SteerCo on Standardization of a Diameter interface for Circuit Switch (CS) 






Domain Charging





Source: Telefonica

Discussion: none
Decision: 
The document was approved.

S5-131008
Introduction to BEREC





Source: Telefonica, MCC

Discussion: This document was presented by John Meredith(MCC).




Chair: Currently charging requirements come from SA1, SA2, GSMA, are these requirements expected to 



be handled similarly to req from GSMA?




MCC: Yes. This platform is transitory. I doubt these requirements need to go to SA1 but you can decide 



when you look at the incoming LS.




Alcatel-Lucent: Is it defined where repository of docs from this platform will reside and how will they be 



maintained?




MCC: This will be done through ETSI.




Alcatel-Lucent: Will the additional work be brought through member companies.




MCC: I don’t expect significant new technical input from the platform group above and beyond what is in 



the LS.




Ericsson: I would be surprised if there is no impact to the existing 3GPP interfaces.




MCC: That may be right, but need to get from impressions after reviewing the LS docs.

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-131009
SteerCo Liaison statement





Source: Telefonica

Discussion: Amdocs: Question about IVR and media control, are these addressed already in your proposal?




Telefonica: We would like to get feedback. Currently we are doing this using proprietary additional




AVPs.




Ericsson: The concern is that CAMEL may open up more than is required for the regulations. Diameter
 



approach could hide some of this detail.




Ericsson: The regulation does not mandate an OCS in the DSP.




Orange: Is there a secure Diameter interface between operators?




Chair: Not standardised at the moment. We have to clarify the security aspect.




Amdocs: Is the regulation to have CAMEL and Diameter as options?




Telefonica: Yes both options.




Alcatel-Lucent: Are evolved services (IMS) considered?




Telefonica: Not at present.




Ericsson: Is this for 2G and 3G only? What about 4G?




Chair: Need to clarify for VoLTE.




Orange: The guiding principles are general.




Ericsson: Not sure that this affects what we have been asked to do.




MCC: I agree this LS is restricted to CS voice services.




Chair: Yes but we have to cross check that we don’t introduce any conflicts.




Chair: Are there functional limitations with Diameter?




Telefonica: It is similar to the current IMS subsystem.




General discussion/agreement that it should be aligned with the IMS GWF interaction with the OCS




Discussion about split between Call Control and pure Charging behaviour: expected clarifications.




Telefonica: Volunteer to bring a WID.




Ericsson: this should be agreed next time for being part of Rel-12.




MCC: Do you want to involve SA1? I would advise against that as it may delay things.




Chair: I don’t think a confirmation is required from SA1 but perhaps a cross check with other internal 




3GPP groups.




Ericsson: I don’t think this is required. They will see the work item when it goes to plenary.




MCC: CT plenary may not see it.

Decision: 
The document was noted.

S5-130924
P-CR against TR 29.809 related to 3GPP Charging Applications - IETF requirements





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: Huawei: Req 5 what is the meaning of the @ notation? What about the N setting in the 3rd column?




Chair: How should the Y/N be interpreted?




Ericsson: I think the CT4 comment is correct. I don’t think this is a charging issue




Chair: Comment consistency of Charging Application.




Ericsson: We previously submitted information at the service context granularity.




Chair: We should have both levels.




Ericsson: Suggest update to REQ33; add prefix statement related to charging application level 






granularity.




Chair: Suggest update to requirement 34.




Ericsson: Requirement 24/25 should “no” from a charging perspective. We do not describe load balancing 



for charging.




Alcatel-Lucent: The requirement is “sufficient information to enable the mechanism” in that sense it’s 




“Y”, the comment relates to use of information in Charging context. We will have to have a position on
 



load balancing.




Openet: I think our comment for REQ24 is more precise.




Ericsson: I would prefer not to get into including/excluding particular cases.




Chair: I agree that we do not need to get into this level of granularity.




Discussion on how/what is the most effective mechanism of communicating the collective view of SA5 



charging experts to CT4.




Chair: Is there a risk that we are commenting on out of date text?




Alcatel-Lucent: Perhaps we could address this using an e-mail approval.




Ericsson: Comment on Req 27, should we just leave it blank.




Orange: No we can reaffirm if we wish.




Ericsson: Comment on Req 35 – suggest we leave it blank




Openet: I agree as we have not discussed intermediaries in the charging architecture.




Ericsson: Comment on REQ36 – issue with making the algorithm mandatory. 

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131015.


S5-131015
P-CR against TR 29.809 related to 3GPP Charging Applications - IETF requirements





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-130924)

Discussion: Discussion on the process of how to share this document with CT4: Via an LS sent to CT4 with a set of




 comments inside the LS? Suggestion is this pCR to be provided as a CT4 pCR, with interested




 companies invited to co-sign.  
Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130925
Discussion paper on early 3GPP CT4 requirements for Diameter Overload





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: Ericsson: What does the extensibility statement mean? E.g. can I add an AVP?




Chair: We are also using additional Diameter applications




Openet: Let’s take a step back. For Diameter, extensibility can be achieved by creating a new application, 



a new set of messages or new AVPs.




Openet: could negotiate a capability of none.
Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130926
pCR against TR 29.809 on early 3GPP CT4 requirements for Diameter Overload





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: the document was not presented.
Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130927
Discussion paper on ongoing IETF drafts as potential basis for 3GPP Diameter Overload solution





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: Openet: We should also consider Diameter across operator networks such as for the potential work item 



for ARP.




Ericsson: What is the main goal of this document? I believe the issues are not specific to charging and can 



be handled by CT4.




Alcatel-Lucent: do you expect us to refer to their specifications?




Ericsson: We will adopt what CT4 defines.




NSN: Agrees with this.
Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130987
Reply LS from CT1 to SA5 on support for user location age or timestamp





Source: C1-132538

Discussion: Chair: This is the first feedback we got; difficult to make general statement (currently, only IMS level, 



but what about PGW...).we have to wait all the other replies (CT3 and CT4) and additional input from 




CT1 on Rel-12 completion, 
Decision: 
The document was noted.



8.2
New Charging Work Item proposals

S5-130937
CH Detailed Report from Virtual Meeting





Source: 
CH SWG Vice Chairs

Discussion: Openet summarized the meeting report.




Orange: there are SA2 issues to be addressed but they are outside of SA5 scope.

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130850
Reply LS from BBF to SA2 on Verification of assumptions for convergent scenario





Source: bbf2013.099.08

Discussion: Alcatel-Lucent: SA5 is not in copy, why do we receive it here?




Chair: To give reference/background information to the other LS.




Openet: Which of these assumptions relate to SA5?




Ericsson: The ones that relate to shared prefix seemed interesting to me.




Chair: We might be involved in this.




Ericsson: 12 might also be of interest.

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130849
Reply LS from BBF to SA2 cc SA5 on Verification of assumptions for convergent scenario





Source: bbf2013.483.01

Discussion: Huawei: 4 and 5 refer to TDF I am not sure why there are references to TDF.




Ericsson: I recall issues wrt TDF discovery.




Chair: For 3.6 I wonder why it does not mention its existing AAA charging solution?




Orange: I think the introduction is the most important part where BBF confirmed that they will be 





working on the three solutions.




Orange: We have to discuss how we will collaborate with BBF.




Alcatel-Lucent: Comment on 3.4 and 3.5 sections: these interfaces are defined within SA5. Any changes 



to these interfaces should be aligned our specifications




Chair: We must maintain consistency between client and server implementations.




Chair: It would be good to reply to LS from this meeting as BBF have a meeting next week. We need to 



activate this collaboration.




Alcatel-Lucent: I could draft that LS.




Chair: Point 3.4 and 3.5 could be acknowledged as our responsibility.




Openet: I will also consider if we want to make a statement regarding the TDF.

Decision: 
The document was replied to in S5-131012.

S5-131012
Reply LS to BBF on Verification of assumptions for convergent scenario





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was approved.



S5-130898
New WID PCEF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP 




UEs in fixed broadband access networks





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: Ericsson: Does the scope include the roaming architecture?




Alcatel-Lucent: It should be addressed.




Orange: The roaming issue is also applicable to the Telefonica work item being drafted.




Perhaps it makes sense to treat roaming separately.




Ericsson: I think a statement needs to be included.




China Mobile: This work item could cover only the non-roaming case.




Orange: Recall we raised the issue about roaming between solutions.




Chair: This is a separate independent issue. We can make a note here.




Orange: The note needs to distinguish between the simple and mixed roaming cases.




Alcatel-Lucent: I am not in favour combining the two issues.




Chair: Perhaps a placeholder would help us not to forget that clarification from SA2 is required.




Ericsson: Description for a work task needs to be concrete.




Alcatel-Lucent: I will do offline discussion on the scope issue.




Ericsson: What about LBO?




Alcatel-Lucent: This is an old issue.




Ericsson: The LS made roaming out of scope.




Chair: Please continue the discussion offline to address roaming issue in the objective section.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131013.



S5-131013
New WID PCEF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP 




UEs in fixed broadband access networks





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-130898)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-130939
New WID TDF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP 




UEs in fixed broadband access networks





Source: Openet

Discussion: Openet: I noticed a misalignment with the PCEF version for then completion dates.




Chair: Also the scope statement should be aligned with PCEF work task.




Openet: Yes, I agree that this makes sense as is true to the working principles that we agreed in the virtual 



meeting.
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131014.


S5-131014
New WID TDF-based Charging for traffic from fixed terminals and NSWO traffic from 3GPP 




UEs in fixed broadband access networks





Source: Openet

(Replaces S5-130939)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130976
WID Charging per IP-CAN Session





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: Chair: We use MSCC to report per IPCAN bearer. What is the expected outcome when IPCAN session 



charging is in play? I.e. the MSCC will no longer be used?




Ericsson: I think there may be MSCC per QCI.




Ericsson: Today there is a separate Gy session for each bearer.




Chair: What about backward compatibility?




Alcatel-Lucent: I think there may be some backward compatibility issues. What about different rating 




groups per QoS?




Ericsson: I have a solution for solving backward compatibility issue.




NSN: service requested based on WLAN or EPC.




Ericsson: You can longer do this. The PCRF does not assign a bearer.




Orange: What about legacy UE handling?




Chair: How is aligned with on-going discussions in SA2?




Ericsson: There is no change. Bearers map to QCIs.




Chair: Still looking for the benefit.




Ericsson: Refer to contribution.




Group: discussion on quota fragmentation.




Ericsson: How can we move forward?




Discussions with references to TS 23.203.




Ericsson: For EPC charging is not on a bearer level, as per the PCC philosophy. Why can’t this proceed, 



we have six supporting companies? We are four releases behind.




Chair: We have two divided groups, within the room. There are companies that have backward 






compatibility concerns.




Ericsson: We can address this by leaving options in the specification.




Alcatel-Lucent: You don’t have the aggregate QCI level. Is there a use case?




Ericsson: I gave the example of quota fragmentation. We can make this a new feature.




NSN: We see no reason to change the existing implementation.




Orange: I believe that quota fragmentation is an issue for us.




Alcatel-Lucent: I am not convinced that existing standard does not address this.




Ericsson: We should also review the other benefits at this point e.g. the reduction in the amount of 





Diameter signalling. Also refer to the benefits in the section 4 Objectives.




Vodafone: Where do the requirements come from?




Ericsson: This is coming from the architectural changes since Release 8.




Huawei: Do we need some co-operation with SA2?




Orange: In SA5 we need to meet the requirements from SA2. We do not need to work with SA2. We are 



deploying EPC now and are now facing this problem. We also want to have less correlation processing.




NSN: I need to refer back to my development team to collect further information.




Orange: Please take into account the suggestion that both options should be available and it will be up to 



the operator to decide.




NSN: The discussion paper should address the co-existence in its summary.




Orange: When will get this discussion paper?




NSN: I can provide a first draft two weeks after this meeting.




Ericsson: Suggest doing conference calls before the next meeting.




Ericsson: Can get opinion from Vodafone and Deutsche Telekom at this stage?




Vodafone: We have backward compatibility concerns.




Deutsche Telekom: We also see certain problems such as backward compatibility.

Decision: 

The document was noted.


S5-130968
Discussion on requirements for network sharing charging





Source: Huawei

Discussion:  Chair: based on LS received fromSA2?




Huawei: no




Orange: TR 32.851 is related to network sharing. Perhaps we should use this as a reference? In addition 



to the reference provided by SA1.




Huawei: I agree with Orange.




Deutsche Telekom: In OAM we use different terminology. Please align with the OAM group.




Ericsson: I think it is too premature for us start doing work here.




Chair: An SA2 discussion may be required to get detailed level of requirements.




Alcatel-Lucent: There are still on-going discussions in SA1 and I think SA2 need to be involved.




Discussion on having Charging from Radio access, this would be new, and may raise concerns.




Chair: The requirements need to be consolidated; we need a work item to be completed within SA1.




Orange: SA1 has an approved work item and they are moving forward to normative work. How can we 



address the differences in vocabulary between SA1 and SA5 (OAM)?

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130969
New Study Item on network sharing charging





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130977
New WID - AAA based charging for 3GPP system - fixed broadband access network interworking





Source: Orange

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was withdrawn before the meeting



S5-130978
Diameter interface for Circuit Switched (CS) Domain Charging





Source: Telefonica

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was withdrawn before the meeting.



8.3
Charging Maintenance and Rel-12 small Enhancements 

S5-130870
R12 CR 32.299 Correction on the Tariff-Time-Change and Tariff-Change-Usage AVP






Source: Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: Ericsson: I think it should stay as 3GPP.
Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130873
DP Recording of Network Provided Location Information





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: Chair: I tried to make contact with rapporteurs on this topic in other groups.




Chair: We tried to align with Rx parameters, in the spirit of re-use.




Ericsson: The solution you described does not address fixed networks.




Chair: I would like to find a solution that addresses this missing functionality.




Ericsson: So is NSN position’s is a preference for alternative 1?




NSN: Yes.




Deutsche Telekom: In section 3.6, I don’t agree with you first sentence. Does this imply that alternative is 



not backward compatible?




Ericsson: Absolutely.




Chair: The proposal from NSN is to keeper the header as is.




Ericsson: This means you are support alternative 3?




NSN: No




Ericsson: Just clarifying that you agree that currently duplication is occurring. I believe there will still be 



edits required to the Release 11 spec. This will resolve the backward compatibility issue.




Chair: I would like gauge operator demand.




Discussion on the format of PANI header(s).




Ericsson: We still need a statement for Release 11.




NSN: At this time I can only agree to changes to TS 32.260 and not changes to AVPs or ASN.1.




Chair: Let’s work offline to resolve.




Deutsche Telekom: We may have a different understanding on the backward compatibility issues.




Chair: Delegates could work on CR 874 to modify the descriptions of Access Network Information and 



User Location Info.

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130874
Rel-11 CR 32.260 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131016.


S5-131016   Rel-11 CR 32.260 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-130874)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-130875
Rel-11 CR 32.298 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130876
Rel-11 CR 32.299 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130877
Rel-12 CR 32.299 Corrections for Network Provided Location Information





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was noted.

S5-130922
Rel-11 CR 32251 Correction on SSID availability  in TWAN User Location





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-130923
Rel-12 CR 32251 Correction on SSID availability  in TWAN User Location





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130878
Rel-11 CR 32251 Binding of TWAN User Location Info and Serving Node Type to Diameter 





AVP





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-130879
REl-12 CR 32251 Binding of TWAN User Location Info and Serving Node Type to Diameter 





AVP





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-130880
Rel-11 CR 32299 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: Different sections for the changes.
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131017.


S5-131017
Rel-11 CR 32299 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-130880)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130881
Rel-12 CR 32299 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: None
Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131018.


S5-131018
Rel-12 CR 32299 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-130881)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.



S5-130882
Rel-11 CR 32298 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: Chair: beginning of ASN.1 identifiers should not be capitalised refer to SSID/BSSID.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131019.

S5-131019
Rel-11 CR 32298 Introduction of Charging for access to Trusted WLAN Access Network in 





EPC - over S2a





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-130882)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.

S5-130986
Reply LS from CT1 to SA5 on on Introducing of reason header in IMS offline charging





Source: C1-132156

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was noted.


S5-130946
Rel-11 CR 32260 Introduction of reason header in IMS offline Charging





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T

Discussion: Alcatel-Lucent: I think that the text in the CR needs to be updated.




AT&T: Suggested new text.




Ericsson: Need to say this “field” can occur multiple times.




Ericsson: For access transfer there could be multiple legs each its own Reason Code. How do we address 



this?




Chair: For each call leg there will be a separate IMS-Information.




Group discussion: observed an issue not specifically to this parameter but highlights the issue on single 



AS-CDR when acting to a B2BUA with multiple legs in play.




Ericsson: Do we need to put in an editor’s note for the AS and ATCF CDRs?




Chair: There is an action item for Alcatel-Lucent to bring input to address the general issue of an AS-




CDR when acting to a B2BUA with multiple legs in play.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131020.


S5-131020
Rel-11 CR 32260 Introduction of reason header in IMS offline Charging





Source: Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T

(Replaces S5-130946)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130883
Add SIP Reason Header Information to CDR for IMS Offline Charging





Source: AT&T
Discussion: AT&T: remove the 2nd sentence from the parameter description as it is already defined in CR on TS 




32.260.




Ericsson: ReasonHeaderInformation should be moved down below to the correct alphabetic position.




Chair: Some of the new parameters should be imported.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131021.


S5-131021
Add SIP Reason Header Information to CDR for IMS Offline Charging





Source: AT&T

(Replaces S5-130883)

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130884
Add Reason Header AVP





Source: AT&T
Discussion: AT&T: Need to update the category on the cover sheet.




Chair: I need to get the bank of AVP codes for Release 12.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131022.


S5-131022
Add Reason Header AVP





Source: AT&T

(Replaces S5-130884)

Discussion: None
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130845
Ls from CT1 to SA5 on transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





Source: C1-131748

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was postponed.


S5-130973
LS on Clarification of transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130974
Rel-11 CR 32.240 Clarification on transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: Alcatel-Lucent: Question in relation to impact for online charging.




Ericsson: IOI are not used for online charging.




Alcatel-Lucent: Then there is an issue with TS 32.260 as IOI is listed under online parameters.




Ericsson: what is the business value for this?




NSN expected to bring in a discussion paper to the next meeting on this topic and to have offline




communications with Ericsson in advance of the meeting.

Decision: 
The document was noted.



S5-130975
Rel-12 CR 32.240 Clarification on transit IOI exchange over ISC interface





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was noted.


8.4
Rel-12 Charging

8.4.1
Short Message Service - Service Centre (SMS-SC) Offline Charging (580051)

Chair: No contributions, last meeting 20% completion rate.
Alcatel-Lucent: same 20%

8.4.2
Application Based Charging – preliminary work before submission to TSG SA#60

S5-130936
Rel-12 CR 32.240 Introduction of TDF Gyn and Gzn interfaces in charging architecture for 





ABC





Source: Openet, Allot Communications, Juniper

Discussion: Alcatel-Lucent: Will the CRs be presented to the SA plenary




Chair: Yes.




Huawei: Comment that flow based charging text should be replaced by application based charging.




Group discussion concluding that Gzn description should be updated to only required Rf. This change 




should also be applied to Note 1.




Comment: Do we need a definition for flow based charging?




Chair: Do we need a definition of “application”.




Openet: Prefer to harness the work already done by SA2 to define “application”. 




Ericsson: Add service to user to user to application communication.




Group discussion: decision to remove Sy from the architecture diagram
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-131023.

S5-131023
Rel-12 CR 32.240 Introduction of TDF Gyn and Gzn interfaces in charging architecture for 





ABC





Source: Openet, Allot Communications, Juniper

(Replaces S5-130936)

Discussion: None
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130966
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Introduction of the architecture for TDF supporting application based 






charging





Source: Huawei

Discussion: None

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131007.



S5-131007
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Introduction of the architecture for TDF supporting application based 






charging





Source: Huawei

(Replaces S5-130966)

Discussion: Ericsson: Work item code is wrong, Update to Reason for change.




Ericsson: Do we need an editor’s note for text under Figure 4.2-1 regards when Application based 





Charging from PCEF?




Huawei: 2nd paragraph in 4.3 don’t accept the on screen edits.




Chair: Remove references back to FBC in 32.240.
Decision: 
The document was agreed.


S5-130967
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Introduction of the principle for TDF supporting application based charging





Source: Huawei

Discussion: Ericsson: Coversheet changes: Work item code, Consequences




Group discussion on section 5.1 regarding the bullet “detected application”.




Ericsson: Section 5.1 suggest make point 16 mirror point 10.




Added a new point 17 for TDF.




Ericsson: On point 5 how are charging characteristics defined for TDF.




Orange: Not sure how this work for TDF.




Ericsson: I think this requires further study, I suggest adding an editor’s note.




On screen updates to section 5.1.2




Proposal that an editor’s note saying that we waiting for normative text from SA2.




Conclusion was to remove the last change.

Decision: 
The document was revised to S5-131024.


S5-131024
Rel-12 CR 32.251 Introduction of the principle for TDF supporting application based charging





Source: Charging SWG

(Replaces S5-130967)

Discussion: none
Decision: 

The document was agreed.


8.5
Any Other Business

It was confirmed that the next meeting shall be start on Monday after lunch (Q3). We also need to inform hosts of subsequent meetings. The suggestion that this practice should continue until the scheduled end of Release 12 was accepted by the group.

Discussion regarding SA5 charging SWG leadership renewal: Notice was given that NSN and Openet shall not seek re-election to their respective leadership positions. NSN will continue to chair through the next meeting in Valencia.

Two conference calls (related to ARP and CHIPS) to take place before the next meeting.
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