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1. Scope
(Informative)

<< This clause defines the scope and applicability of the RD.  
DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<enter text here>
<< This clause acts as a reminder to contributors of the RD:

The RD has to provide a prose description illustrating what the release is about.

The RD has to provide the requirements necessary for the service release technical specification activity.

The RD has to provide only the requirements in the scope of the work item under which it is created.

Use cases in the Appendix of the RD are additional to the main text in the RD and facilitate clarification of the requirements.

DELETE THIS COMMENT>>

<enter text here>
2. References

The policy for reference lists is:

1.
OMA documents listed should have at least one approved version – draft-only docs should not be referenced.  Exception exists for documents that will be approved with or after the referenced doc is approved (may be part of same release package).  In short – approved docs should not reference unapproved docs.

2.
When a reference is made to an OMA specification, then Open Mobile Alliance with the TM symbol (™) should be used in the description.

3.
The name + version (no date) for OMA specifications are generally sufficient – dates should be used only if there is a specific reason to limit the usage.

4.
For references to WAP Forum docs, dates should not be included as DID's for the old WAP Forum specifications are enough and the reference description should refer to WAP Forum™.

5.
References to other affiliate docs should similarly provide sufficient information to uniquely determine the needed document and should provide the appropriate source information.

6.
The URL for OMA material (new OMA and affiliate) should always be http://www.openmobilealliance.org (an exception is OMNA that is reached through http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/omna)

Models to use


[REFLABEL]
<General Model> “Ref Title”, Ref information (source, date, id),
URL:http//<ref-source>/ 


[OMADOC]
<OMA Model> “OMA Document Title”,{ Version x.y,} Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA‑<docname>{‑<version>}, URL:http//www.openmobilealliance.org/ 

If there are no entries in the table – enter ‘none’ to be clear.
DELETE THIS COMMENT

2.1 Normative References

	[RFC2119]
	“Key words for use in RFCs to Indicate Requirement Levels”, S. Bradner, March 1997, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2119.txt

	
	

	
	

	<< Add/Remove reference rows to this table as needed - DELETE This Row >>


2.2 Informative References

Check the version of the Dictionary you are using and update the reference below.  Delete the [OMADICT] entry if the dictionary is not used.  In general, use the latest available version unless seeking alignment with an existing set of specifications.

DELETE THIS COMMENT

	[OMADICT]
	“Dictionary for OMA Specifications”, Version x.y, Open Mobile Alliance™,
OMA-ORG-Dictionary-Vx_y, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	
	

	
	

	<< Add/Remove reference rows to this table as needed - DELETE This Row >>


3. Terminology and Conventions

3.1 Conventions

The key words “MUST”, “MUST NOT”, “REQUIRED”, “SHALL”, “SHALL NOT”, “SHOULD”, “SHOULD NOT”, “RECOMMENDED”, “MAY”, and “OPTIONAL” in this document are to be interpreted as described in [RFC2119].

All sections and appendixes, except “Scope” and “Introduction”, are normative, unless they are explicitly indicated to be informative.

<<If needed, describe or declare using appropriate normative references the additional conventions that are used.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

3.2 Definitions

<< Add definitions in new rows of the following table as needed.  The following examples show how dictionary references should be made as well as locally defined terms.  This table should be maintained in sorted alphabetic order based on the labels of the terms.

Examples:


Entity
Use definition #1 from [OMADICT]


Interactive Service
Use definition from [OMADICT]


Local Term
The definition description would be presented directly

DELETE THIS COMMENT>>

	
	

	
	

	<< Add/Remove definition rows to this table as needed - DELETE This Row >>


3.3
Abbreviations

<< Add abbreviations as needed to the following table.  No special notation should be made regarding terms copied from the Dictionary.  This table should be maintained in alphabetic order.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

	OMA
	Open Mobile Alliance

	
	

	
	

	<< Add/Remove abbreviation rows to this table as needed - DELETE This Row>>


4. Introduction
(Informative)

<< This clause contains an introduction to this requirements specification, describing the background.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

4.1 Version 1.0

This section provides a high level, concise and informative description of the main functionality supported in the initial version of the RD.  The description should be brief, target length should be a few paragraphs.   When the release or reference release is finished, this description should be aligned with the final functionality.   

DELETE THIS COMMENT

4.2 Version <x.y>

This section should be included for each new major or minor version of the RD.

It should provide a high level, concise and informative description of the new or modified functionality introduced in this version of the RD, compared to the previous version.  The description should be brief, target length should be a few paragraphs.  When the release or reference release is finished, this description should be aligned with the final functionality differences.

DELETE THIS COMMENT

4.2.1 Version <x.y.z>

This section should be included for each new service release of the RD.   It should describe at a high level the main changes made to the RD compared to the previous version.  The description should be brief, target length should be one paragraph.

DELETE THIS COMMENT

5. [Release name] release description 
(Informative)

<< This clause illustrates what the release is about, describing the release in terms of its functionalities, identifying the actors and their relationships. The inclusion of any pictures to back up text should be kept simple, showing various actors involved. The text shall summarize the functionalities of the release in a generic form which does not constrain terminal or network design. It is intended to allow an understanding of the release without regard to implementation. The description should include functional, charging, administration and configuration, usability, interoperability, privacy aspects as well as interactions with other releases.

Part of this text can be easily extracted from the WID

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<text>

5.1 End-to-end Service Description

This section provides indications on what is the business rational for creating such enabler release. The text has to be a high level description of the features and functions provided by the OMA enabler release, including their objectives, when considered as a service (e.g. Mobile Code,  Mobile Advertising, Customized Multimedia Ringing,  MMS,  Mobile Spam Reporting) and/or a building block (e.g. Service User Profile Management , Parlay Service Access, Converged IP Messaging, Device Profile Evolution). 

This description should address the end-to-end experience provided by the OMA services (e.g. the end-users prefer to receive advertising contents that are targeted to their interests and needs; they demand that the service provider guarantees that messages are sent by authenticated parties, as they do not want to receive spam). Also, this description should address what are the overall functions of the enabler release to be able to support other enablers (e.g. Service User Profile Management provides one unique central point to access and allow management of user data). 

The end-to-end description should address the direct benefits for the end users as well as the indirect benefits for the equipment usage, or network interconnections, or overall operations or content adaptation, to mention just a few. 

Both enterprise and consumer scenarios may be considered.

The text in this section should be brief, target length should be a few paragraphs. When the RD definition is finished, this description should be aligned with the final functionality..   

DELETE THIS COMMENT

6. Requirements
(Normative)

6.1 High-Level Functional Requirements

<intro text for High Level requirements here>
	Label
	Description
	Release


RC_API v1.0

	


RC_API v1.0

	


RC_API v1.0

	


RC_API v1.0

	


RC_API v1.0

	


RC_API v1.0

	


RC_API v1.0
	


RC_API v1.0
	

	RCAPI-HLF-009
	The RC APIs SHOULD reuse existing OMA RESTful APIs wherever they provide similar functionality.
	RC_API v1.0


Table 1: High-Level Functional Requirements

6.1.1 Subscriptions and Notifications

<intro text for High Level requirements here> 
	Label
	Description
	Release

	RCAPI-NOTIF-001
	The RC APIs SHALL support a common notification mechanism that MUST allow delivering notifications for multiple different subscriptions to the same endpoint at the client. 
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI-NOTIF-002
	The RC APIs SHALL support selective subscriptions of the client to notifications about specific events.
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI-NOTIF-003
	The RC APIs SHALL support the delivery of notifications to the client in an HTTP-based Notification channel using the long-polling method, see e.g. [LPDRAFT]
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI-NOTIF-004
	The RC APIs SHALL support the delivery of notifications directly to a client-defined endpoint (callback URL) using HTTP.
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI-NOTIF-005
	The notification methods according to RCAPI-NOTIF-003 and RCAPI-NOTIF-004 SHALL use the same data format and schemes for notifications.
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI-NOTIF-006
	Notifications sent SHALL be filtered based on authorization granted to the application, so server SHALL NOT send notifications regarding a resource for which the application has no authorization

Editor’s note: FFS if to be moved to the authorization section?
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI-NOTIF-007
	The RC APIs SHALL be able to deliver multiple events into one single long-polling notification.
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI-NOTIF-008
	In the notification the RC APIs SHALL support the inclusion of a reference to the relevant resource.
	RC_API v1.0


Table 2: Subscriptions and Notifications Functional Requirements
6.1.2 Messaging

<intro text for High Level requirements here>
	Label
	Description
	Release

	RCAPI -MSG-001
	The Messaging API SHALL support sending SMS and MMS messages.
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI -MSG-002
	The Messaging API SHALL support receiving SMS and MMS messages. 
	RC_API v1.0

	RCAPI -MSG-003
	The Messaging API SHALL support delivery of notifications regarding the message delivery status, using the subscription mechanism and different notification options [ref].
	RC_API v1.0


Table 3: Messaging Functional Requirements

6.1.3 File Transfer

6.1.4 Call

6.1.5 Image Share

6.1.6 Video Share

6.1.7 Chat

6.1.8 Presence

<intro text for High Level requirements here>
	Label
	Description
	Release

	RCAPI –PRS-001
	
	


Table 4: Presence Functional Requirements

6.1.9 Network Address Book
<intro text for High Level requirements here>
	Label
	Description
	Release

	RCAPI -NAB-001
	
	


Table 5: Network Address Book Functional Requirements

6.1.10 Security

<< This clause identifies the high-level security needs for this release.  Requirements shall be presented at a high level, and not assume or imply the technology or implementation of the requirements. 

in this area.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<intro text for Security requirements here>
	Label
	Description
	Release

	FOO-SEC-001
	This is where the requirement goes.

Informational Note: This is where any supporting comments would be placed, if needed
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Table 6: High-Level Functional Requirements – Security Items

6.1.10.1 Authentication

Application authentication and User authentication are out of scope.
6.1.10.2 Authorization

<< The tables in sections 6.1.1.1 through 6.1.1.4 have model requirements which might be applicable for this RD. 

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<intro text for Authentication requirements here>

	Label
	Description
	Release

	
	This function MUST be able to authorize access only to requestors entitled to access the function.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Table 7: High-Level Functional Requirements – Authorization Items

6.1.10.3 Data Integrity

Data Integrity is out of scope.

6.1.10.4 Confidentiality

Confidentiality is out of scope.
6.1.11 Charging Events
Charging events are out of scope.
6.1.12 Administration and Configuration

Administration and configuration are out of scope.
6.1.13 Usability

Usability is out of scope.
6.1.14 Interoperability

<< This clause identifies the high-level interoperability needs for this release.  Requirements shall be presented at a high level, and not assume or imply the technology or implementation of the requirements.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<intro text for Interoperability requirements here>
	Label
	Description
	Release

	FOO-INT-001
	This is where the requirement goes.

Informational Note: This is where any supporting comments would be placed, if needed
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Table 8: High-Level Functional Requirements – Interoperability Items

6.1.15 Privacy

Privacy is out of scope.

6.2 Overall System Requirements

Overall system requiremnts are out of scope.

Appendix A. Change History
(Informative)

A.1 Approved Version History

	Reference
	Date
	Description

	n/a
	n/a
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	Candidate Versions
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Appendix B. Use Cases
(Informative)

<< This clause provides high-level use cases focused on the users and deployment scenarios point of view, targeting release’s requirements. Use cases are additional to the main text in the RD and facilitate clarification of the requirements: actually, a use case has to be considered needed (and then added to the RD) when it helps the understanding of a set of requirements. For this reason, it is recommended that the total number of use cases be minimised. Pre conditions and Actors involved MAY be described at the beginning of each use case if this is found to be useful.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<text here>
B.1 <Use Case Title>

<< The level of detail of descriptions shall be above technical implementations of protocols. The sub-sections below should consist of one or two sentences.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>
<text here>
B.1.1  ASK  \* MERGEFORMAT Short Description

<< Describe the interaction that occurs in this use case.
(mandatory)

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<text here>
Market benefits

<< Describe the consequence and benefits for the actors as a result of this use case.

(mandatory)

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<text here>
B.2 <Use Case Title>

<< For the second and subsequent Use Cases, the template for section B.1 should be followed.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

Appendix C. <Additional Information>

If needed, add annex to provide additional information to support the document.  In general, this information should be informative, as normative material should be contained in the primary body of the document.

Note that the styles for the headers in the appendix (App1, App2, App3) are different than the main body.  The use below is intended to validate the styles to be used.  Remove if not needed.

DELETE THIS COMMENT

C.1 App Headers

<More text>

C.1.1 More Headers

<More text>

C.1.1.1 Even More Headers

<More text>













