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1   Reason for Contribution
During the DCD WG meetings in Beijing (Friday August 25th) IntroMobile agreed to draft the resolutions as proposed to the two following comments within the ADRR (taken from the 20060825 version). 

	152
	poz14
	7.Aug.06
	
	5.2
	Would prefer to see 2 1-way interfaces – separate into admin and config interfaces (then they are uni-directional)
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution: Will remove configuration from DCD-3.  The configuration for channels is part of the content delivery.  Will review the AD to clarify usage of “configuration.”


	213
	V7
	8.Aug.06
	
	5.3
	Figure 3: Is the Content Metadata different for the Application, Server and Client the DCD Server? Are the identified DCD Envelopes: DCD Content Envelope, DCD Client Envelope, DCD Server Envelope the same or are they different? Further clarification is required.
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution: Will provide more detail in Section 5.3.


2 Summary of Contribution
COMMENT #152 of DCD ADRR: 
	152
	poz14
	7.Aug.06
	
	5.2
	Would prefer to see 2 1-way interfaces – separate into admin and config interfaces (then they are uni-directional)
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution: Will remove configuration from DCD-3.  The configuration for channels is part of the content delivery.  Will review the AD to clarify usage of “configuration.”


RESOLUTION for Comment #152:
See recommended changes to section 5.2 of the AD below. 
5.2 Architectural Diagram

Figure 2 describes the functional entities and interfaces of the DCD Enabler. The functional entities in the DCD Enabler Architecture are described in section 5.5.1.

In order to maintain independence from the underlying implementation platform, all DCD interfaces need to be defined only in terms of data schema for the parameters of these interfaces. The following interfaces are in scope of DCD:
· DCD-1 is a bi-directional point-to-point interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. This interface is used by the DCD Client to send content requests to the DCD Server, and to receive responses.
· DCD-2 is a uni-directional interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. This interface is used by the DCD Server to push notifications and / or content to the DCD Client. The DCD-2 interface could manifest itself as point-to-point push interface or point-to-multipoint broadcast interface.
· DCD-3 is a bi-directional point-to-point interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. This interface is used by the DCD Server and the DCD Client to exchange service administration information.
5.5.3.3 Interface DCD-3

DCD-3 interface is a bi-directional point-to-point interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. Via this interface the DCD Client and the DCD Server perform service subscription and administration functions, e.g.:

· Service registration actions

· Register

· Unregister

· Service administration actions, e.g.

· change channel delivery options

· 
· suspend / resume service

· Service Guide updates

· Service subscription actions

· request Service Guide

· subscribe / unsubscribe

· request advice of charge
NOTE: Part of the resolution is to review the AD for consistent use of the term configuration (as per the definition in the AD). This has been done; however, no subsequent changes recommended. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
COMMENT #213 of DCD ADRR: 
	213
	V7
	8.Aug.06
	
	5.3
	Figure 3: Is the Content Metadata different for the Application, Server and Client the DCD Server? Are the identified DCD Envelopes: DCD Content Envelope, DCD Client Envelope, DCD Server Envelope the same or are they different? Further clarification is required.
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution: Will provide more detail in Section 5.3.


RESOLUTION for Comment #213:

As discussed in the Beijing meetings, I have attempted to clarify the layered envelope model. Particularly, I have moved the diagram to follow the description of the three major components of the envelope model. Perhaps examples of the Content Metadata for each component (or processing tier) could be elucidated; however, I feel there is sufficient information for purposes of the AD. Further, I have re-worked the diagram, which may marginally provide more clarity. 

The changes are detailed in section 3 below. 
3 Detailed Proposal
COMMENT #152 of DCD ADRR:
	152
	poz14
	7.Aug.06
	
	5.2
	Would prefer to see 2 1-way interfaces – separate into admin and config interfaces (then they are uni-directional)
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution: Will remove configuration from DCD-3.  The configuration for channels is part of the content delivery.  Will review the AD to clarify usage of “configuration.”


RESOLUTION for Comment #152: See changes below

5.2 Architectural Diagram

Figure 2 describes the functional entities and interfaces of the DCD Enabler. The functional entities in the DCD Enabler Architecture are described in section 5.5.1.

In order to maintain independence from the underlying implementation platform, all DCD interfaces need to be defined only in terms of data schema for the parameters of these interfaces. The following interfaces are in scope of DCD:
· DCD-1 is a bi-directional point-to-point interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. This interface is used by the DCD Client to send content requests to the DCD Server, and to receive responses.
· DCD-2 is a uni-directional interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. This interface is used by the DCD Server to push notifications and / or content to the DCD Client. The DCD-2 interface could manifest itself as point-to-point push interface or point-to-multipoint broadcast interface.
· DCD-3 is a bi-directional point-to-point interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. This interface is used by the DCD Server and the DCD Client to exchange service administration information.
5.5.3.3 Interface DCD-3

DCD-3 interface is a bi-directional point-to-point interface between the DCD Server and the DCD Client. Via this interface the DCD Client and the DCD Server perform service subscription and administration functions, e.g.:

· Service registration actions

· Register

· Unregister

· Service administration actions, e.g.

· change channel delivery options

· 
· suspend / resume service

· Service Guide updates

· Service subscription actions

· request Service Guide

· subscribe / unsubscribe

· request advice of charge
NOTE: Part of the resolution is to review the AD for consistent use of the term configuration (as per the definition in the RD – see below). 
REFERENCE: DCD RD Definition of Customization as: 
	Customization
	The tailoring of a channel and its associated content items to satisfy a user's specified preference, e.g. a user’s manual Channel or Content Item selection, selection based on user’s / user group’s user-profile. A customized Channel or Content Item is presented to a user in the same way (i.e. remains static) until the user re-specifies his / her preference.


There may be inconsistent use of the term customization in section 5.5.1.1. Channel Filtering / Customization Functions; however, this is being addressed via input contribution OMA-CD2006-0076-INP_ Separation of Customization/Filtering Functions in AD, in addition to 0821 AI#10 shown below. Consequently, no additional changes are recommended. 
· DCD AI 0821 #10: Bryan to establish the differentiation between customisation, personalization and related terms.

5.5.1.1 DCD Client
· Channel Filtering / Customization Functions

· The Channel filtering / customization function at the client allows the user and the Service Provider to customize the user’s subscription to DCD Channels broadcast from a DCD Server to that client. The Channel filtering / customization function filters broadcast channels at the client, for example, when:

· A Channel is not subscribed to by the user;

· The subscription period to a channel has expired;

· A Channel is no longer active;

· The subscription to a channel is limited.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
COMMENT #213 of DCD ADRR: 
	213
	V7
	8.Aug.06
	
	5.3
	Figure 3: Is the Content Metadata different for the Application, Server and Client the DCD Server? Are the identified DCD Envelopes: DCD Content Envelope, DCD Client Envelope, DCD Server Envelope the same or are they different? Further clarification is required.
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution: Will provide more detail in Section 5.3.


RESOLUTION for Comment #213:
As discussed in the Beijing meetings, I have attempted to clarify the layered envelope model. Particularly, I have moved the diagram to following the description of the three major components of the envelope model. Perhaps examples of the Content Metadata for each component (or processing tier) could be elucidated; however, I feel there is sufficient information for purposes of the AD.  Further, I have re-worked the diagram, which may marginally provide more clarity. 
The following changes are recommended to be made to the AD. 
5.3 DCD Content Packaging

The DCD Content is packaged using a layered “envelope” model. Each envelope contains Content Metadata and the nested envelope. There is unique Content Metadata for each processing tier (i.e. the DCD Server, the DCD Client, and the DCD Enabled Client Application),  each using  the appropriate Content Metadata to operate on the nested envelope prior to delivery to the next tier. If there is a Channel Metadata available (see section 5.4), it is used by the processing tier prior to applying the Content Metadata. Generally, the content inside the nested envelope is opaque for the processing tier, though the processing tier may operate on the Content Metadata for the next tier. The envelope model ensures that the DCD Enabler operations are generic and independent from the content type.



Following is a brief description of the processing tiers, in addition to the related envelopes and Content Metadata. A schematic of the layered “envelope” model is provided in Figure #3. 

DCD Server: The DCD Server envelope contains the DCD Client envelope and Content Metadata for the DCD Server. This metadata is used by the DCD Server to handle the DCD Client envelope prior to delivery to the DCD Client.

DCD Client: The DCD Client envelope contains the DCD Content envelope and Content Metadata for the DCD Client. This metadata is used by the DCD Client to handle the DCD Content envelope prior to delivery to the DCD-Enabled Client Application. 

DCD Enabled Client Application: The DCD Content envelope contains the DCD Content payload and Content Metadata for the DCD-Enabled Client Application. This metadata is out of scope for the DCD. 
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Figure 3: DCD Packaging – Envelope Model

4 Recommendation

The contributor recommends approving the aforementioned changes to satisfy the resolutions proposed for comments 152 and 213 of the DCD ADRR. 
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