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1 Overview

This liaison statement is sent to 3GPP2 TSG-X in reply to the recent LS from TSG-X to BCAST.

Further, BCAST would like to let 3GPP2 TSG-X know of the informal workshop on “Mobile Broadcast Service Standardization” that has come to the knowledge of BCAST. This one-day workshop will be held on 23 May 2005, in Den Haag, The Netherlands. Please find the invitation to the workshop attached.

2 Proposal

Dear Betsy,

The OMA BAC BCAST (short BCAST) group wants to thank 3GPP2 TSG-X on taking the effort of reviewing the OMA BCAST Requirements Document (RD). It appears that there’s a slight confusion and concern about the scope of the Mobile Broadcast specification work. To clarify this concern the group would like to draw your attention to the following document:

http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/BAC/BCAST/2005/OMA-BCAST-2005-0110R01-Scope-of-BCAST-specification-work.zip
 

In addition BCAST would like to provide answers to the questions asked:

1. The difference in requirements specifying “Shall support… and “Shall be possible to use…” is minor, and both are mandatory. “Shall support” defines more of a feature that is to be specified by the BCAST group in more detailed way than “Shall be possible to use”. The BCAST group thanks 3gpp2 TSG-X for pointing this out and will also study this further and clarify it in the next revision of the RD document.
To clarify the roles of RD and the technical specifications, BCAST has agreed that RD presents requirements for the specifications to be written. Further, the specifications itself specify the minimum conformance criteria for implementations that are claimed to be fulfil BCAST specification. This agreement is captured in the RD be the sentence “Implementations of the technical specifications may not be required to implement all of these requirements to be compliant”.

2. The purpose of the Table 1 in RD document section 5. (Use cases) is to provide the reader a simple one-glimpse view on the large amount of the BCAST use cases. The BCAST would like to note, that the chapter is informative and it is not possible to really catch and describe all the possible use cases within the specification – and it would make no sense to do either. Thus e.g. charging, provisioning and security may or may not be added to all of the use cases.

3. Please refer to the answer 1. The purpose of the OMA BCAST RD document is to define requirements for writing an architecture document and technical specifications as seen when the specification work started. The actual technical specifications that are still mostly to be done will provide the requirements for implementation to meet the minimum OMA conformance criteria.
4. OMA does focus on application layer and on creating a bearer agnostic service enabler. The group of active participating companies agreed on the requirement of using the IP as a transport in the very beginning of this specification work – given the fact that it is the only common factor of currently standardized mobile broadcast distribution systems (BDS). Selecting IP as an requirement will not only enable using OMA BCAST over different BDSs but also the rapid interoperable specification development.

Though, if you refer to http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/BAC/BCAST/2005/OMA-BCAST-2005-0110R01-Scope-of-BCAST-specification-work.zip, you will see the two logical layers of the OMA BCAST enabler. In future, if there’s enough interested parties, it will be possible to initiate an OMA work item focusing on specifying an adaptation interface to non-IP-based BDS.

5. The RD document SPCP-1 states that the service and content protection functions for Mobile Broadcast Services SHALL build on OMA DRM 2.0, where appropriate. This means that OMA BCAST does not mandate using of DRM 2.0 where there is a standardized service protection mechanism available, if usage of that is more preferable by the service provider and the existing solution fulfils the set requirements.

6. SPCP-21 introduces the explicitly the requirement on Local Domains while SPCP-1 requires building on DRM 2.0, where appropriate. 

You will be able to access the latest version of OMA DRM 2.0 specification at http://member.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/BAC/DLDRM/Permanent_documents/ 

Best regards,

Toni Paila

Chairman, OMA BAC BCAST

3 Requested Action(s)

Further, BCAST would appreciate if 3GPP TSG-X would distribute the attached workshop invitation so that as many TSG-X delegates as possible would attend the workshop.

4 Conclusion

The OMA BAC BCAST group appreciates the effort the 3GPP2 TSG-X has taken to review and consider our OMA document OMA-RD_BCAST-V1_0_0-2004-1029-D (Mobile Broadcast Services Requirements) and waits more fruitful cooperation to follow.
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