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1 Reason for Contribution

DM has sent an input for the ARCH WG’s Inventory document (OMA-DM-2004-0002R02). This input has been used to develop the DM part of the reference point view of the current OMA architectures. The joint meeting between DM and ARCH has been set up in L.A. to clarify unclarities and questions.
2 Summary of Contribution

List of clarifications and questions re. OMA-DM-2004-0002R02.
3 Detailed Proposal

Clarifications:
1. Definition of “Reference Point View” from OMA Dictionary (OMA-Dictionary-V1_0_1-20040113-A): “Reference Point: A conceptual point at the conjunction of two non-overlapping functional groups (source: ITU-T I.112). It consists of none or any number of interfaces of any kind.”

Because of this definition, only one reference point has been accepted between
- DM client and DM server,
- Push GW and DM client
Questions:

2. DM-5: Is “Push-OTA WSP or Push-OTA HTTP (WAP 2.X)” correct? The input by DM speaks only about “WAP Push”.
3. DM-5: Is “Notifications and bootstrap messages over the same RP” correct?

4. DM-3, DM-4: Is there any implication “…if the push gateway is a push proxy gateway…”? The reference point view handles both cases equally (PPG).

5. DM-1: The input by DM speaks of “push”, but there is no PPG involved. Is it really “push”? The reference point view gives HTTP or OBEX as examples.
6. Is the overall translation of the DM input to the reference point view correct?

4 Intellectual Property Rights Considerations

The author is not aware of any IPR pertaining to this input contribution.
5 Recommendation

Discuss and clarify the points in chapter 3 in the joint ARCH-DM meeting.
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