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Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-MMS-CONF1.3

	001
	06-Apr-05
	6.1.2
	Section Error Codes.

This section indicates only one error code related with MMSR interface.

However, there is no error code defined in the case of unsupported message size received from MM7 or MMSM  interfaces.

Suggestion:

Add error codes for MM7 and MMSM  interfaces.
	

	002
	06-Apr-05
	7
	Table I and Table II

Enhanced AAC+ for Content Rich MM Content Class is missing in the “Audio Codec” columns. 

This codec was approved in CR “OMA-MMSG-2005-006R02 Audio Codec in Content Rich”, during the R&A process.

Suggestion:

Include #006R02 in the CONF document as agreed by the group.
	

	003
	06-Apr-05
	7
	Table II.

The following columns are still undefined:

In Content Basic and Content Rich: the Presentation Language.

In Content CMF: Rich Text, Image Resolution and DRM.
	

	004
	06-Apr-05
	7
	The new reference for v-Card 2.1 should be v-Card 2.1 Minimum Interoperability Profile (MIP) and the reference for v-Calendar 1.0 should be v-Calendar 1.0 MIP.

Reference [OMA-vObjectOMAProfile-V1.0]. 

Suggestion:

Change, in table I & II, the column title ‘PIM’  to ‘vObject MIP V1.0’

Same change in pg. 21
	

	005
	06-Apr-05
	7
	Pg 21, last paragraph.

“An MM specified in [MMSCONF] belongs to either MM Content Class Text or MM Content Class Image Basic. In [MMSCONF], support of the speech codecs described in either Table 1 or Table 2, SMIL and PIM objects are conditional (respectively under condition of support of audio, presentation part of the multimedia message and PIM). On the other hand, an MMS Client supporting MM Content Class Image Basic has to support presentation of speech codec attachments described in either Table 1 or Table 2, SMIL as well as PIM objects in the limits as defined in this section.”

What does it mean?

Suggestion: To remove this paragraph or to re-write it.
	

	006
	06-Apr-05
	7.1.2
	The Audio section has not been updated with the AGREED CR “OMA-MMSG-2005-006R02-Audio Codec in Content Rich”.

Suggestion:

Incorporate the AGREED #006R02 CR to this section.
	

	007
	06-Apr-05
	7.1.3
	The PIM objects defined in this section have been superseded by v-Object MIP V1.0.


	

	008
	06-Apr-05
	7.1.11
	At the end of the section:

Configuration via device management has not been defined for MMS 1.3.

Suggestion: 

Delete this example of configuration.
	

	009
	06-Apr-05
	8.1.2.2
	Last paragraph of this section.

“ The Video tag SHALL be present only in multimedia messages conforming to MM Content Classes Video Basic and/or Video Rich”.

Question:

What about Content Rich?. According to 7.1.8 the support for 3GPP PSS SMIL SHALL include support for MMS SMIL.
	

	010
	06-Apr-05
	9.4.2
	Bitmap Graphics Transcoding.

OMA-MMSG-2004-0260-CR-Adding-PNG-Transcoding was AGREED but it has not been incorporated to the CONF.

Suggestion:

Incorporate #260, as agreed in CC 16th Dec 2004.
	

	011
	06-Apr-05
	11
	Title of this section.

“Presentation related Requirements to the Client (Normative)”:
Suggestion:

To reword this title, e.g.:

“MMS Client Requirements when Presenting PSS SMIL language (Normative)”
	

	012
	06-Apr-05
	18
	Section: “Requirements for MM interoperation between networks”.

Suggestion:

Should this section be included in section 6.1 “Interoperability between networks”?
	

	013
	06-Apr-05
	17.2
	There is a gap in the specifications about bypassing creation modes when sending an MM to a VASP or e-mail server.

Suggestion:

To implement in the specs the outcome of discussions on this topic as a result of the rejection of #103 CR.
	


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-AD-MMS-1.3

	014
	06-Apr-05
	9
	MMSA interface.

Introduction of the MMSA interface creates security vulnerability for the terminal. As there are no security features defined in the current MMS 1.3 specification, terminals that implement this functionality would be at risk unless some changes are made to the standard.

MMSA interface potentially allows any application on the terminal to accept commands/data from another application that may reside in the network (potentially the Internet) or another terminal. 

At least a network based security mechanism must be defined in the standard to be implemented in the MMS Gateways to control MMSs that contain application specific data. In addition, the terminals should have configuration options to enable and disable this functionality.

	


	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-MMS-TEMP-V1.3

	015
	06-Apr-05
	4
	4th paragraph.

“For example, the MMS SMIL Language Profile enables the creation of MMs that may contain multiple and overlapping timelines with a variety of synchronization points.”

This sentence doesn’t seem consistent with [MMSCONF] section 8.1.2.4 which indicates:

“MMS SMIL SHALL NOT adopt nesting of time containers, …”, in the same paragraph “… and only allows a single level of explicit time container”.
	

	016
	06-Apr-05
	5.2.1.2
	In the sections for the following elements: title, description, date, version, and author there are some statements that should be reviewed, e.g. in the title.

“Empty titles are not allowed”.

Suggestion:

This should be a normative statement, e.g. ‘Empty title elements SHALL NOT be allowed’.

Same applies for the above elements.
	

	017
	06-Apr-05
	5.2.1.2
	First paragraph, 3rd sentence.

“The meta element is an empty element”

Is this correct? Or should it say, for e.g., 

‘Empty meta element MAY be allowed’, ?
	

	018
	06-Apr-05
	5.2.1.3
	3rd paragraph in “The Body” element section.

“The body element MAY contain a single wizard element”.

Suggestion:

Change the above requirement in order to ensure that if the wizard part is supported then body element shall contain a single wizard.

‘If the wizard part is supported, then the body SHALL contain a single wizard element’
	

	019
	06-Apr-05
	5.2.1.5
	2nd paragraph on the “The Wizard element” section”

“The wizard element MAY contain one or more step elements”

Suggestion:

‘If the wizard part is supported, then the wizard element SHALL contain at least one step element’
	

	020
	06-Apr-05
	5.2.2.1
	MMS Template is an optional feature. However this section indicates mandatory requirements for all MMS Clients.

Suggestion:

Add the following statement at the beginning of the section e.g.

“If the MMS Client implements MMS Templates then the following requirements SHALL be followed:”
Then it is possible to add all the normative requirements listed in this section. In this way there is no ambiguity about when these requirements are supported.
	

	021
	06-Apr-05
	5.2.2.3
	4th paragraph.

“MMS Client SHALL make pre-filled MMS header values of the resulting MM available to the user”.

What does “available to the user” mean? 

What happens if some of these headers have the editable attribute set to “false”?  

Note: “false” means that the header is not considered editable.


	


Editorial Comments

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-MMS-CONF-1.3
	2
	The following references need to be updated.

[MMSCONF] Should indicate Version 1.3

[MMSCTR] Should indicate Version 1.3.

[MMSENC] According with the AD this reference should be [MMSENCAPS] and it should indicate Version 1.3. If [MMSENC] is correct then the reference in the AD & CTR is incorrect.

[TS23140] Should indicate Release 6.

[TS26140] Should indicate Release 6.


	

	
	2.2
	The following references need to be updated.

[TS22140] Should indicate Release 6.
	

	
	4.1
	In Content Messaging MMS 1.3 supports PSS SMIL language definition. This is not reflected in this section.

Suggestion:

This section should introduce this presentation language.
	

	
	4.2
	In this paragraph there is no comment about the following sections:

 11 “Presentation Related Requirements to the Client – (Normative)”.
13 “Conformance Requirements for the MMS Proxy-Relay for Interoperability.”
15 “Re-submission Mode (Optional) “ 

16 “DRM”

17 “MMS Postcard Conformance”

18 “Requirements for MMS interoperation between networks”

Suggestion:

Add a summary about these the new sections: 11, 13, 15, 16, 17 and 18.
	

	
	6
	4th Paragraph

States “ … and person-to-serviceapplication messages “

Suggestion:

Change to:

‘… and person-to-application messages’.


	

	
	7
	Table II

Table is wrongly configured, as there is a missing horizontal line in the “Audio Codec” column. This line should separate the Audio Codec in Content Rich from the one defined in Content CMF.

Same problem in the “Presentation” column. It should be a horizontal line between Content Rich/Basic and Content CMF.

Suggestion:

Draw the missing lines.
	

	
	7
	Table II.

In the DRM column the definition of “Full” doesn’t match with the indication of this word in Table I.
	

	
	7
	Pag 21, 3rd paragraph.

At the end of the paragraph there is a reference to Section 8 about presentation.

Suggestion.

Should we add a reference to Section 11? 

This section deals with restrictions for the use of 3GPP PSS6 SMIL Language Profile.


	

	
	7.1.1
	3rd paragraph.

Delete the second full stop.  “… JPEG EXIF image.”
	

	
	7.1.1
	5th paragraph, first bullet point.

“… SHOULD NOT exceed 2kB”.

The “k”, should be in capital letter; “… 2KB”.
	

	
	7.1.5
	First bullet.

Suggestion: 

List DRM methods in capital letters, e.g. Forward Lock, Combined Delivery, Separate Delivery and Superdistribution.

Other possibility is using quotation marks: e.g. “forward-lock”, etc.
	

	
	7.1.11
	First bullet.

“ … Megapixel shall …”. 

This “shall” should in capital letters “… SHALL …”

In the same section the “k” of message size: 600kB and 300kB should be capital letter. “K”.
	

	
	8.1.2.1
	In the 3rd paragraph of “Layout Modules” section.

“Sizes of regions are calculated as is SMIL BasicLayout”.

Suggestion:

It should say “in” instead of “is”
	

	
	9.3
	In bullet points “3”, “4”, “9” and “11” message size is expressed as, e.g. 30kB instead of 30KB.

Suggestion:

Express message size figures in capital letters, e.g. 30KB
	

	
	9.5.1
	Third bullet point.

Suggestion:

Reduce the space between the first two lines.
	

	
	9.5.2
	4th bullet, at the end of the paragraph.

“… adapatationfunction”.

Suggestion:

Introduce a blank space between adaptation and function
	

	
	10.3
	First paragraph, second sentence.

“ I The MMS Client …”

Suggestion:

Delete “I”.
	

	
	11
	In this section the term of “MMS Client” is expressed as “MMS client”

Suggestion:

Change “MMS client” term to “MMS Client”
	

	
	11.1
	Section “Meta Data/Media Description/Media Accessibility” has a heading but does not have any requirement.

Suggestion:

Delete this heading or indicate that there are no restrictions for the MMS Client in this area.
	

	
	11.1
	There is an empty box between “EventTiming” section title and the list of requirements.

Suggestion:

Delete empty box.
	

	
	11.2
	Third paragraph.

“ … The MMS client shall …”

Suggestion:

Capital letter for “SHALL” (if it is normative), and for “Client”
	

	
	12.1
	(1) Full Conformance to an MM Content Class

(2) Service Conformance to an MM Content Class.

(3) Partial Conformance to an MM Content Class.

These sections should be re-worded. It states a set of definitions rather than a set of requirements. 

Suggestion:

To re-write this section using the style in section 12.3.1 MMS Creation Conformance where each requirement is stated with a “SHALL”
	

	
	12.1
	(2) Service Conformance to an MM Content Class.

The following sentence is duplicated. It appears at the beginning and at the end of the section.

“Declaration of service conformance applies only to MM Content Classes defined in the Content MM Content Domain.”
	

	
	12.3.4
	In section B, 2nd and 3rd bullets point.

“2 … in[MMSCTR] …”
“3 … in[MMSCTR] …”
Suggestion:

Place a blank space between “in” and “[MMSCTR]”
	

	
	13
	Second paragraph.

“The MMS Proxy-Relay may …”
Suggestion:

If this may is intended to be normative then it should be in capital letters, “MAY”.


	

	
	13
	Bullet point 6, at the beginning of the sentence.

“Proxy-RelayIf the MMS Proxy-Relay implements …”
Suggestion:

1) Delete Proxy-Relay.

2) Add a colon “:” at the end of this paragraph.
	

	
	14
	Creation Mode Warning.

At the end of the 3rd sentence.

“… the MM shall be conformant with …”

Suggestion:

This shall is normative, then it should be stated as “SHALL”.
	

	
	16.1
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL” 
	

	
	16.2
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL”
	

	
	16.3.1
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL”
	

	OMA-MMS-CONF-1.3
	16.3.2
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL”
	

	
	16.3
	In this section is used “MMS Relay/Server” instead of “MMS Proxy-Relay” in the following places:

Title, DRM-Related Relay/Server Behavior

1st paragraph of 16.3, 

1st paragraph of 16.3.1, and

1st paragraph of 16.3.2

Suggestion:

Change to “MMS Proxy-Relay”.
	

	
	16
	With relation to: “Forward Lock”, “Combined Delivery” and “Separate Delivery” words.

In some cases these methods are described in capital letters as above or as for example: “separate delivery”.

Suggestion:

For consistency convert the first letter of these methods to capital, e.g., “Separate Delivery”
	

	
	17.1
	Second paragraph.

“… vCard attachment.If the …”
Suggestion:

Add a blank space after the stop. “… vCard attachment. If the …”
	

	
	18
	First paragraph, first line.

“… 600kB … “

Suggestion:

Change “k” to capital letter, i.e. 600KB.
	

	
	B.1.12
	First paragraph

“Requirement MMSCONF-MED-C-004 in”

What is the meaning of this statement?

Suggestion:

To delete this line.
	

	
	B.1.12
	First table of requirements, from 044 up to 049.

These SCR requirements are repeated at the end of this section.

Suggestion:

Delete the first table of requirements from 044 to 049.
	

	
	B.1.12
	First statement at the beginning of the second table of this section.

“Table 38 SHALL NOT be valid for MMS Clients that are compliant to the MMS suite of specifications defined by 3GPP2 (e.g., [XS0016200]”

This statement is not consistent with, at least: 

· MMSCONF-MED-C-014. In 3GPP domain, 13K as speech media type, has not been defined.

· MMSCONF-MED-C-021. “… as defined in [CS0045]”. This is not a 3GPP reference.

· MMSCONF-MED-C-036. CMF has not been defined in 3GPP domain.
	

	
	B.1.12
	References to the following SCRs  should be updated.

MMSCONF-MED-C-015. It should be 7.1.3. Is correct to indicate PIM or should it be pointing to vObject?

MMSCONF-MED-C-016. It should be 7.1.3. Should the support indicate vObject instead of PIM?

MMSCONF-MED-C-027. It should be 7.1.3. Should the support indicate vObject instead of PIM?

MMSCONF-MED-C-007. It should be 7.1.1

MMSCONF-MED-C-028. It should be 8.1
	

	
	B.1.12
	The status of the following reference should be “Optional” instead of “Mandatory”.

MMSCONF-MED-C-031. Support for Hyperlink minimum length. Hyperlinks are optional.
	

	
	B.1.12
	There is a list of SCRs about hyperlinks that refer to section 8.2, but in this section doesn’t contain the requirements.

Are we missing any AGREED CR?

e.g. MMSCONF-MED-C-039/040/041/042/043.
	

	
	B.2.1
	In MMSCONF-GEN-S-006/007 and 008, the following reference points should be modified:

“MMSM” to MMSM  and
“MMSR” to MMSR
	

	
	B.2.1
	MMSCONF-GEN-S-010.

“Support MM7 interface”

Should the status of this SCR be “Optional” instead of “Mandatory”?


	

	
	B.2.3
	In this section the following SCR requirements seems to be missing:

· Adapting Megapixel to Image Rich, to Video Basic and to Video Rich.
	

	
	B.2.4
	In this section the following SCR requirements seems to be missing:

· Adapting Megapixel to Image Basic and to Image Rich.


	

	
	B.2.5
	The indication of message size, “k” should be in capital letters, e.g., 30KB
	

	
	B.2.5
	SCR requirements for bullets 10 & 11 of section 9.3 are missing.
	

	
	B.2.6
	SCR requirements for bullets 8 & 9 of section 9.3 are missing.
	

	
	B.2.7
	In MMSCONF-DRM-S-001 requirement there is a spelling mistake in the word “Combined”.
	

	
	B.2.7
	In MMSCONF-DRM-S-002 the requirement seems to be in completed.

“Not route forward any DRM Forward Lock or Combined Delivery protected MM elements over the E, MMSR and the MM7 (3GPP) interface” 

Suggestion:

Change this requirement for:

“Not route forward any DRM Forward Lock or Combined Delivery protected MM elements over the E, MMSR  or the MM7 (3GPP) to a receiving entity which does not support DRM”.
	

	
	B.2.9
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	

	
	B.2.10
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	

	
	B.2.11
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	

	
	B.2.13
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	

	
	Appendix C


	Review the following editorial comments:

Message size should be expressed with “k” in capital letter, e.g. 600KB.

First and second bullet points of this section and in the 3rd paragraph, there is a reference to a section indicating, e.g. 7.1.x or XX. This reference should be 7.1.11.

The last two sets of bullets points should add a colon at the end of the first sentences.


	

	
	
	
	

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-RD-MMS-1.3
	1
	In 4th bullet.

“Functionalities for Person-to-Service use”

Suggestion:

Use “Person-to-Application” as defined in [MMSCONF].
	

	
	3.2
	In “Video messaging” at the end of the sentence, the reference to [MMSCONF] is missing.

In “Image messaging” and “Video messaging” the version of the Conformance document should be 1.3 instead of 1.2
	

	
	4.1
	First and second line of the first paragraph in this section: “ … for contents-person and person-service use cases”

Suggestion:

Remove the “s”

‘… for content-to-person and person-to-service’.
	

	
	4.2
	Second paragraph:

“… for contents-to-person and person-to-service”

“… server-to-person applications”.

Suggestion:

· Remove the “s” in ‘contents’

· Use the term person-to-application as defined in [MMSCONF].

· Use “content-to-person” instead of “server-to-person” as defined in [MMSCONF]


	

	
	4.3
	3rd paragraph.

“… contents-to-person, and person-server”

Suggestion:

“content-to-person” and “person-to-application”
	

	
	5.3.1.7
	The three bullets in this section are expressed in terms of “MUST” or “MUST NOT”.

Suggestion:

This section is only informative. Change the status of the statements “MUST or MUST NOT be able” for “shall” 
	

	
	6.3.2
	GEN-2-4

“… SHALL not …” 

Change to:

“… SHALL NOT …”
	

	
	6.1.3.2
	PR 1-12

This paragraph should end in full stop instead of in coma.
	

	OMA-RD-MMS-1.3
	6.2.2.1
	CL-2-115

The following bullet point is repeated:

“the <a> element in MMS SMIL content”

Suggestion:

Delete one of the bullet point.
	

	
	6.2.2.2
	PR-2-4 and PR-2-5

Editorial typo :
“… to exhange …”
Suggestion: Change for;

“… to exchange …”


	

	
	6.2.2.2
	PR-2-2 and PR-2-3

This requirement is duplicated.
	

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-AD-MMS 1.3
	4.1
	3rd paragraph.

Is possible to have in the Architecture document a reference to requirements that are not supported?
In accordance with the new process this table should be moved to the RD.
	

	
	9
	This section mentions in several paragraphs the concept of “MMS User Agent”. Should we refer to “MMS Client” instead?

Suggestion:

Review the section and replace “MMS User Agent” for “MMS Client”.
	

	
	8
	2nd paragraph.

“… ,then SMTP/ESMTP may be used for the interconnect”. Alternatively, the interconnect may employ …”
Has the AD document been written avoiding normative statement?

Should this “may” be written as “MAY”
	

	
	9
	4th paragraph, at the beginning of the paragraph.

“Applications may …”

If this “may” is intended to be normative it should be in capital letters, i.e. “MAY”.
	

	
	9
	5th paragraph, at the beginning.

“[MMSENC] defines …”

In the reference section 2.2, the encapsulation document is referred as: [MMSENCAPS].

Suggestion:

Modify the reference on the paragraph to “[MMSENCAPS]”.
	

	
	14.2
	In this section: forward-lock, combined-delivery and separate delivery methods are not presented in capital letters.

For consistency we should express these methods as: Forward-lock, Combined-Delivery and Separate-Delivery.
	

	
	
	
	


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-MMS-TEMP-1.3
	1
	At the end of this section, we still have an editors note. 

Is this note necessary?
	

	
	2
	All of the references should be between “[“ “]” square brackets. 

The following references needs to be revised:

[MMSCONF] points to the wrong document & version.

[MMSCTR] points to the wrong document & version.

[MMSENCAPS] points to the wrong document & version. Also the reference should be [MMSENCAPS] instead of [MMSENC], according with OMA-AD-MMS 1.3. Or it is incorrect in the AD.

[VCARD] this reference should indicate [vObject] vObject Minimum Interoperability Profile V 1.0 . The URL should point to http://www.openmobilealliance.org 
	

	
	4
	8th paragraph, Editors Note.

Is this note still necessary?
	

	
	5.1
	4th bullet point.

8th paragraph at the end of the paragraph.

“… media objects is the resulting MM.” 

Suggestion:

Change the lower “r” to a capital letter “R”, i.e.  “Resulting MM”

Same at the end of in 11th paragraph.


	

	
	5.2
	At the end of this section there is an editors note.

Is this note still necessary?
	

	
	5.2.1.5
	4th paragraph starting at the end of this section. In the middle of the paragraph.

“The media object returned by invoked application will replace the target media object. If target-name attribute specifies nonexistent media object, the returned media object will be just added (there is not replacement)”. 

What is the meaning of the highlight sentence?
	

	
	5.2.1.5
	3rd paragraph starting at the end of this section.

“ The target-name …”

Suggestion:

Delete the blank space in front of “The”
	

	
	5.2.2.2
	5th paragraph starting at the end of this section.

“MMS Client SHOULD pass the parameters specified in the param attribute to the application”.

Suggestion:

“param” attribute should be indicated as “param”
	

	
	5.2.2.3
	2nd, 3rd, 4th,  5th and 6th paragraphs.

Contain the expression “… resulting MM …”

Suggestion:

Base on section 5.1, re-write this expression as “Resulting MM” 
	

	
	5.2.2.3

5.3.2
	Editors note at the end of this section.

Is this note still necessary?
	

	
	Appendix
	All the SCR tables are missing in this document.
	

	
	5.1 & 5.3.2
	In this section there is a reference to DRM without indicating the reference to the DRM specifications.

Suggestion:

Add a statement: ‘DRM as defined in [OMADRM]’
	


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-MMS-ETR-1.3
	2
	[IOPPROC] Is indicated as version 1.1. Is this the right version number or is 1.2?

[ERELD] Is the date of the version needed?

[MMSRD] Is the date of the version needed?

[MMSCONF] Is the date of the version needed?
	

	
	5.1.1
	There are several blank rows that are not needed.

“MMBox Support” in the last table doesn’t have a Test Requirement comment.
	

	
	5.1.1
	It seems that there are a few optional features missing. Give some examples.

In general this document seems to be uncompleted.
	

	
	Appendix A
	Several comments are missing
	

	
	Appendix B
	Several “justifications/comments” are missing
	

	
	Appendix B
	MMSCONF-MED-C-028. The reference should be 8.1

MMSCONF-MED-C-031. The support of hyperlink is optional instead of mandatory.

MMSCONF-MED-C-032 & 33. Is the justification/comment correct?

MMSCONF-RTX-C001. The reference should be 7.1.9.2

MMSCONF-RTX-C002. The reference should be 7.1.9.2.1 & the Style Attribute properties name have been changed.

MMSCONF-RTX-C003. The reference should be 7.1.9.2.2 & the Style Attribute properties name have been changed.

MMSCONF-DRM-S-002. It is uncompleted. See comment on section OMA-CONF- 1.3, B.2.7


	

	
	Appendix B
	Several SCR items don’t have a reference number.
	

	
	Appendix B
	Several items seem to be missing.
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