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1. Introduction

TeliaSonera is concerned with the possible migration of the original concept of “bearer charging” into “service charging”. In the otherwise excellent ambitions in WID “Overall architectural aspects of IP flow based bearer level charging”.
2. Discussion

The latest version of WID “Overall architectural aspects of IP flow based bearer level charging” is contained in S2-033674 from Bangkok meeting (03 in the tdoc # seems a typo). Here, the intent with the WID is clearly spelled out, and focusing in accordance with the WID title on “bearer charging”. As such, the WID is indeed justified. 
In Milano meeting, an editor contribution S2-030851 entitled “Editorial updates” managed to replace “IP flow” by “Service flow” uniformly all over the TR 23.825. Later, a definition of “Service filter” was introduced. Since then, wordings such as “IP flow charging” or “bearer charging” are almost completely absent in the TR. We are confused about the possible end-user services-associated intentions with this change and we wish to return to the original intent with the TR. Namely on charging differentiation at bearer level.

The problems with the concept of “service flow” and “service filter” in the TR texts are:

· It might confuse the operator, after having understood the intent of the original WID description. Is the WID now a service-charging one?

· Bearer charging functionality should always be separated from that of service and content charging. How finally combined is a market implementation issue.

· Interfering with “service-charging” seems to increase the WID scope, making it more complex and perhaps getting out of 3GPP reach.

Even if some of the concerns are misinterpretations, clarity of TR intent is beneficial. 

In the context of this WID, WAP, MMS, Streaming, HTTP etc should be regarded as bearers for different types of applications and services. The WID should enable charging differentiation for these bearers.
3. Proposal

We propose that:

1. The wordings “service flow”, “service-flow”, “service flows” are uniformly replaced by “bearer flow”, “bearer-flow” etc all over in TR 23.825, starting with the definitions in Sec 3.1.

2. The wording “Service Filter” is replaced by “Bearer filter” all over in TR 23.825, starting with the definitions in Sec 3.1.
