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1 Overview

OMA COM CPM Working group thanks GSMA WSOLU for the information provided regarding the analysis of the inter-operator charging models for service aware interconnection of the following services: Chat, Group Chat and File Transfer.

COM CPM has discussed the LS and has identified a set of questions needing clarification from WSOLU:

1) OMA CPM provided a standard messaging solution to RCS6.0 for a single messaging service engine for both IMS messaging and legacy messaging. 

a. In view of securing delivery assurance regardless of the domain in which a message is delivered (IMS/CPM, or via interworking to legacy SMS or MMS): if the only delivery of a CPM Chat/Group Chat, Standalone Message or FT was made via SMS interworking to the recipient, does this information need to be reflected in the NNI charging data ? Or shall we assume that if the IMS NNI was used between the carriers, the messaging technology selected by the terminating network for delivery is not of relevance for inter-carrier charging purposes?

2) The accounting events for Chat and Group Chat:

a. Is WSOLU intent to cover only user messages in the inter-carrier charging? Can you confirm that other messages such as “isComposing” indications during chat/group chat and disposition notifications (message delivered, message read) do not need to be reported.

b. The messaging requests can be used as transport for other applications (e.g. a chess game application could use the OMA CPM chat service to route the chess moves between the players). Does WSOLU want to see the indications of applications running on top of the base RCS/CPM service (i.e. IARIs or media tags) for the inter-carrier charging purposes?

3) In general for our technical analysis, do we need to use also IN.25 as requirements, or just the information included in the LS (charging per message)? What is the relation with current IN.25 ?
2 Proposal

OMA COM was requested to study the feasibility and potential timeline of an accounting specification for Converged IP Messaging and to come back to WSOLU with a result.

The new accounting work requires a new OMA WID, which can be submitted by the WSOLU supporting companies based on the LS requirements.  Assuming that the WID approval is done before end of April 2016, an estimated CPM Accounting specification timeline based on the LS information provided is Dec 2016. 
However, if an IP Messaging Accounting specification is needed earlier, then provide us with the WSOLU desired timeline and COM CPM will re-assess feasibility. We also need to secure the necessary resources for the work to be completed in a timely manner, hence encourage interested companies in WSOLU to provide contributing delegates to the IP Messaging Accounting technical work.

Proposed deliverables of the new CPM Accounting WID: 
1) Requirements description, consisting of the set of the charging requirements to be addressed. We propose that this work is done with input from WSOLU, or jointly with WSOLU. 
a. OMA COM CPM has a F2F meeting scheduled in Edinburgh, UK on May 2-5, 2016. Assuming we can schedule some joint calls with WSOLU to review the requirements before the end of the May F2F meeting, then we could aim for end of May timeframe to finalize the charging requirements.
2) Based on these requirements, OMA COM CPM shall start a White Paper investigation study to provide the recommended solutions. The White paper shall identify the main impacts in the CPM nodes and pinpoint identified impacts needed in non-CPM nodes such as IMS Core, as applicable.
3) Implement the solutions recommended in the White Paper into a CPM Charging Technical Specification, issue LS to 3GPP as applicable if additional impacts are identified to be affecting nodes not defined/owned by OMA CPM.
As the original LS from GSMA WSOLU was received on March 08 and given there have been additional developments on the on-going Google Universal Profile for RCS messaging, we kindly ask WSOLU to confirm if any of the original LS charging requirements need to be revised/updated at this time, in line with latest GSMA-Google discussions.
3 Requested Action(s)

OMA kindly asks GSMA WSOLU to:

· Consider OMA response above, review the questions asked above and provide the necessary answers and clarifications to OMA COM. The WSOLU answers will determine the next steps to be taken in OMA.
4 Conclusion

OMA COM thanks GSMA WSOLU for the LS and kindly asks to consider OMA COM response above, to review the proposals and then to inform OMA COM of the clarifications and/or updates to the WSOLU requirements for IP Messaging Accounting, to then determine together the next steps.
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