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1 Reason for Contribution

This document raises a formal objection against the two complementary CMF-related CRs “OMA-MMSG-2004-0180R02-New_Content_Domain_for_CMF” and “OMA-MMSG-2004-0186-CMF-Action-Item-List” currently in R & A process.

This objection relates to the ambiguity of the paragraph proposed to be added in section 7.1.8 of MMSCONF:

[

7.1.8
Presentation

MMS SMIL is OPTIONAL in submission of MM Content Class Text. Support for presentation of MM Content Classes Text and Image Basic multimedia messages with MMS SMIL and without MMS SMIL SHALL both be mandatory.

MMS Clients that are compliant to the MMS suite of specifications defined by 3GPP (e.g., [TS23140]) SHALL support presentation by using MMS SMIL, for submission MMS SMIL SHALL be included in MMs that belong to the MM Core Content Domain but do not conform to MM Content Class Text.
MMS Clients that are compliant to the MMS suite of specifications defined by 3GPP2 [XS0016-200] SHOULD include a presentation part.  MMS SMIL SHALL be employed for MMS creation and presentation for the Core MM Content Domain. CMF SHALL be employed for MMS presentation for the Content CMF MM Content Class”.
]

Not to mention the first sentence of the added paragraph that sounds curious (“isn’t the MM rather than the MMS client that should include a presentation part ?”), this document aims at pointing out that the last sentence dealing with CMF talks about MMS presentation but not about MMS creation (although the previous sentence related to MMS SMIL does) and not about MMS submission (although the previous paragraph related to 3GPP does).

There are too many ways of interpreting this gap.

2 Summary of Contribution

We ask the authors of the CRs to clarify the mentioned paragraph according to their understanding of the intended use of CMF in MMS 1.3.

This clarification is essential to determine whether CMF use as an MM presentation is restricted to MMS reception only (content-to-person messaging, no possible forwarding) or is also allowed in submitted MMs (person-to-person and person-to-service messaging).

We would also like to point out that it is more rigorous to specify what the MM presentation part can be for MMS submission than for MMS creation, since even if the terminal does not embed any CMF composer (allowing to create new CMF presentations from scratch) it is still possible to submit CMF-based MMs.

3 Detailed Proposal

This contribution does not make a proposal of clarification, but points out the number of possible interpretations that can be put on the gap in the mentioned paragraph :

1.
CMF SHALL NOT be employed as the MM presentation part for MMS creation and MMS submission

2.
CMF MAY be employed as the MM presentation part for MMS creation and MMS submission

2a.
MMS creation SHALL include : creation by forwarding a retrieved CMF-based MM, and creation by inserting in a blank MM a CMF file locally stored in the terminal. 

2b.
MMS creation SHALL include : creation by forwarding a retrieved CMF-based MM, creation by inserting in a blank MM a CMF file locally stored in the terminal, and creation using a CMF composer.

3.
Possible use of CMF as the MM presentation part for MMS creation and MMS submission is not defined by this specification.

4.
…

2a sub-requirement shows that CMF-based MMs can be submitted to the network even if no CMF composer is embedded in the terminal. For that reason, it is much more essential to clarify the paragraph from the “MMS submission” aspect rather than from the “MMS creation” aspect.

4 Intellectual Property Rights

N/A.

5 Recommendation

Not to consider MMSG approval of the CRs till the new proposed paragraph in section 7.1.8 is fully clarified as requested by this contribution.
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