3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)
S5-020448

Meeting #28, Sophia Antipolis, FRANCE,  20 ‑ 24 May 2002

Agenda Item:
4.4

	3GPP TSG-T2 #17

Vancouver, BC, Canada

13 -17 May 2002
	T2-020569 


Title:
LS on Message Size Measurement

Response to:
LS (T2-020325) on Message Volume Measurement Methods from BARG CPWP and SMS SC

Release:
MMS Rel.5

Work Item:
 
Source:
T2

To:
GSMA BARG CPWP and SMS SC

Cc:
SA5

Contact Person:


Name:
Paolo Franzoi

Tel. Number:
+393482331149

E-mail Address:
paolo.franzoi@omnitelvodafone.it

Attachments:
T2-020564: CR 23.140 Rel.5 on Definition of Message Size.

1. Overall Description:

T2 would like to thank BARG CPWP and SMS SC for their LS (T2-020325, CPWP Doc 020/02 rev3), in which they requested T2 to specify a definition of the MMS message size. 

In the above LS, BARG mentioned that a consistent definition of message size is needed urgently, i.e. within Rel.5, in order to allow operators to support MMS inter-operator and end-user charging schemas based on ‘message volume classes’. T2 understands that charging is a major requirement from operators, which means also a message size definition that is consistent across the MMS User Agent (for display to the end user) and the MMS Relay/Server (for inclusion into the CDR).

T2 wishes to inform BARG that a definition of message size was decided at the T2#17 meeting (Vancouver, 13-17 May 2002) which is reflected in the attached CR 23.140 Rel.5. 

Although it is not possible to give here a precise account of the discussion held within the T2-SWG3, it is worth mentioning that it involved terminal and infrastructure manufacturers as well as operators, and that an argument was raised that excluding any part of the message PDU would have created opportunities for frauds. 

Therefore, the MMS message size is defined as the size of the whole binary encoded MMS PDU (ref. WAP-209 MMS Encapsulation Protocol), as it flows onto the MM1 reference point. This means that not only the message ‘attachments’ are taken into account, but also the presentation part as well as all MMS PDU headers. 

Although fully satisfied with this solution, T2 wants to drive the attention of the addressees of this LS on the fact that the binary encoded MMS PDU size may differ on the Originating and the Terminating MM1 reference points, which may happen for the following reasons: 

· the (terminating) Relay/Server performed content adaptation, thus changing the media objects and the presentation part of the message; 

· the Relay/Server suppressed some message header, for example as a consequence of a request of hiding the address of the originator. 

T2 believes that these differences do not limit any of the charging methods defined so far. Nevertheless, T2 is willing to further discuss with BARG and SA5 this one as well as any further requirement related to MMS charging support. 

2. Actions: 

none
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