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Decision/action requested

DP of relationship between IMS charging and MMTel charging.
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Rationale

3GPP have TS32.260[1] describes IMS charging architecture and what charging functionality is provided in IMS entities including SIP AS for conference, voice mail and SCC service.

TS 32.275[2] describes MMTEL charging, which have CTF located in MMTel AS. As MMTel AS is one type of SIP AS. One possible understanding of these specifications is MMTel AS should apply both MMTel charging and SIP AS charging. Considering following 2 deployment scenarios:

· Case1: 2 different ASs are deployed, one for MMTEL service and another for basic SIP AS functionality (e.g. SCC service). Based on the knowledge it has, MMTel AS can provides only MMTel charging information to reflect MMTel service experienced by user. Basic SIP AS provides SIP AS charging information to record SCC service usage. Billing system generates MMTel CDR and SIP AS CDR respectively and possibly makes correlations between these 2 CDRs.

· Case2: both MMTEL service and basic SIP AS functionality (e.g. SCC service) are provided in a single AS. In such case, one SIP session triggers synchronously MMTEL feature and SCC feature in this AS. According to the statement in TS32.275[2] that “The MMTel CDR content and format description is based on TS 32.260 [1] AS-CDR description, enhanced with specific MMTel information.”, the AS could generate one single CDR to include both these 2 service information. At the same time, as one type of SIP AS, the AS should apply also SIP AS charging, i.e. have a separate Rf/Ro sessions and one AS-CDR for SCC service, which Obviously is a redundancy with MMTel CDR.

For case 2, in fact it’s sufficient to have the AS apply both MMTel charging and SIP AS charging, but create only one single Rf/Ro session with all chargeable events and generate only MMTel CDR for both MMTel and SCC service.

4
Detailed proposal

Take above analysis into account and discuss which one of following way is preferred to go forwards:
· Create a specific new work force for resovle such problem
· Have a series CRs to make correction  in only last release, i.e. Release 13
· Have a series CRs to make correction from the very early release where IMS charging and MMTel charging is introduced, i.e. Release 8

