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INTRODUCTION

Some of the issues identified in T2-000473 (a first brainstorming of billing issues, input for the Galway meeting) were in the phone conference for further elaboration identified for standardisation. They can be found in the lists below. They are divided in two areas:

· information for a CDR, possibly a specific messaging CDR

· other elements / information that needs standardisation

FOR STANDARDISATION

Information needed in a messaging CDR

· Recipient address

· Sender address

· No of bits sent / received

· Messages sent to pre-defined groups

· One CDR for all messages

· One CDR per message

· Time stamp

· Duration of transmission, e.g. for streaming purposes

· Radio bearer used

· A specific class / type for MMS used for the IM functionality

· Recipient, sender or third party financed

This bullet was not agreed during the phone conference, but discussions after the conference have made the conclusion that this is really valid information for a CDR.

· Security level used (FFS for future releases)

This list is not complete in any and should be subject for further discussions, preferably together with delegates in SA5.

Other elements to be standardised

· Reverse charging

An information about that the replay will be free of charge has to be added to the MM

A technical option needs to be standardised and this could be done by an information element in an abstract message

· Pre-notification of charge

For this type of charge three cases have been identified:

1. The information about the size of the MM should be mandatory available in all UA to be able to give the user some information about the cost the sending of the specific message will generate.

2. Before downloading a MM, the size of the MM should be conveyed in the notification.

3. For the push case, the User Profile should be able to restrict the push based on the cost the transmission of the MM would generate. If this is the case, a notification should be sent to the user. The abstract message for this has to be standardised.

Other important issues for R4

It was also identified that it is important that the structure for MMS allow for split charging, i.e. it should be possible to generate different CDRs for the sender-relay and the relay-recipient case. It should not be mandatory for all transmissions, but the option should be there.

