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Introduction

During the last meeting SA5#28, an LS from T2 on Charging Support for VASP MMS Connectivity was received (S5-020444 – T2-020584). Due to the extensive content of this LS, Orange was assigned the action item to look into the LS and other related T2 documents on the subject and to prepare a draft proposal for the reply LS. The outcome of this investigation is described below. The draft LS is also attached.

Outcome

T2 approved the following charging information to be included in the VASP MMS CDRs generated : 

· Linked ID

· VASP ID

· VAS ID

· Reply-Charging

· Content type

· Reply-Charging-ID

· MM7 service Code (already exists in 23.140 ver 5.2.0)

· Charged Party

However, it must be noted that this requirement is only informative and not part of the stage 2 specification as such but  of the Annex C of TS 23.140.

Following background information is useful to know about some of these parameters: 

Service code: This parameter is defined in TS 23.140 as a " mark of the message content that may be transferred by the MMS Relay/Server in the form of charging information for use by the billing system to properly bill the user for the service being supplied".

In Release 5, the exact content of this parameter is not specified and left to operators or vendors configuration. After further investigation, it was found out that this parameter includes a SLA (Service Level Agreement) used for both authorization and billing purpose. As far as billing is concerned, it was envisaged that this SLA contained charging related information such as "recipient party pays", "sender party pays", "both party pays", …

Charged party: This parameter was recently introduced in TS 23.140 and is used by the VASP to indicate which party is expected to be charged for an MM submitted by the VASP e.g. Sender, recipient, both parties or neither. 

VASP ID: This parameter identifies the VASP (e.g. www.yahoo.com)

VAS ID: This parameter identifies the application (e.g. www.yahoo.com/news)

Open issues

The following open issues can be identified regarding those definitions:

1. Regarding the "Charged party", care must be taken that in case of reverse charging, this indicator provided by the VASP to the operator may not be trusted. This implies that operator has to determinate who pays anyway regardless of the information provided by the VASP but based on the commercial agreement between the VASP and the operator. It is therefore asked to T2 whether or not the "Charged party" is relevant.

2. The definition of "Service code" is quite confusing since it seems to contain the same type of information as the "Charged party" parameter. 

These open issues are then raised in the attached LS and are proposed to be discussed within T2 group and during the joint meeting with T2 in August.

