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1. Introduction
In the last meeting CT1 started the work on the SMSoIP work item. The stage-3 work is documented in TS 24.341. The following discussion tries to identify a possible issue related to charging of the SMSoIP service and discusses possible ways forward.
2. Discussion

The following flow shows the SMSoIP mobile originating case.
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Figure:1
Within this flow, the MESSAGE (1) request sent from the UE carries the SMS in the body, having the content-type set to “application/vnd.3gpp.sms”. 
The following shows the SMSoIP mobile terminating case.
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Figure 2

Within this flow, the MESSAGE (8) request sent from the UE carries the short message delivery report in the body, having the content-type set to “application/vnd.3gpp.sms”. 
However, from an S-CSCF point of view, the MESSAGE request carrying the SMS as payload as shown in Figure 1 is not different from a SIP MESSAGE request having the short message delivery report in the body as shown in Figure-2. This is because there might be no difference between the two requests on SIP level.
Note that usually the MESSAGE request sent by the UE in figure 2 above should not be charged, as this MESSAGE does not provide any service to the UE. 

This could imply an issue with regard to charging, i.e. to the writing of CDR’s, because the S-CSCF will write CDR’s in both cases and when processing such a CDR it is not obvious, whether the CDR was triggered by the service itself, i.e. due to an SMS, or whether the CDR is triggered due to a delivery report, i.e. due to signalling that is required to enable the service. According to the current description in TS 24.341 the two MESSAGE requests only differ from each other in the binary encoded body. 
3. Proposal
CT1 should discuss the above described issue, i.e. CT1 should discuss whether it is appropriate that CDR’s generated by the S-CSCF look the same for MESSAGE requests carrying user data (i.e. the real SMS) and MESSAGE requests that are sent to fulfil the SMS procedures. If necessary CT1 should send a LS to SA5 to ask for their opinion.
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