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1 Overview

The BAC MAE working group has reviewed your liaison on DIMS and RME harmonisation and thanks SA4 for this communication.
BAC MAE accepts the working assumption as laid out in the liaison S4-060760 sent from SA4 #41. However, BAC MAE has several questions and comments for clarification and action.

2 Proposal

BAC MAE has reviewed your liaison statement and accepts the working assumption as laid out in the liaison S4-060760. However, BAC MAE has several question and comments for clarification and action.
· Firstly, BAC MAE would appreciate visibility of the SA4 DIMS workplan. The current workplan as found in TDoc S4-060761 has been made available over the BAC MAE mailing list, however BAC MAE kindly requests that any future updates of this workplan are liaised.
· There has been a large amount of progress since the last discussion on a work split between DIMS and RME. BAC MAE has been reviewing the scope of the RME work based on the compromise agreement made in SA4. BAC MAE would like to encourage SA4 to review the scope of the DIMS work also to ensure alignment and technical coherence.
· At the presentation layer, BAC MAE is pleased to see the adoption of the full SVG Tiny 1.2 specification, ECMAScript MP and uDOM. This, however, raises the following issues:
· BAC MAE understands from the draft TS attached to the liaison that ECMAScript mobile profile (MP) support has been mandated for scripting. Currently it is unspecified how ECMAScript MP performs operations on the DOM and uDOM. BAC MAE intends to address this issue and would appreciate input from SA4.

· Currently, in RME, support for both the SVG font system and the OpenType font system is recommended. In the attached draft DIMS TS, the level of support of the font systems is still under discussion. BAC MAE suggests that DIMS aligns to RME on this open issue.
· Regarding the fullscreen SVG and video features, BAC MAE presumes that there is an internal client negotiation procedure regarding screen real-estate and that this is not a “grab” of all screen pixels. This negotiation procedure prevents higher priority services from being obscured. Can SA4 confirm this presumption?
· It was noted that in the compromise agreement, XML and GZIP have been identified as mandatory transport formats. Is the term “XML” referring only to the user protocol data unit i.e. data targeted for RME client consumption?
· Also referring to transport formats, it was noted that no reference was made to any binary format. It is our understanding that no explicit statements will be made about support of a binary format in DIMS. Can SA4 confirm this?
· The security aspects of the state and preference management functionality have been identified by BAC MAE as a concern; specifically the management of persistent user and service data. BAC MAE intends to investigate possible interaction with the OMA PSTOR enabler to resolve this issue. 
· The question of media type needs to be addressed. Does SA4 believe that a new MIME type for DIMS will be needed? BAC MAE believes that strong co-ordination is needed in this area.

3 Requested Action(s)

 BAC MAE kindly requests SA4 to review the bullet points above and to respond where appropriate.
4 Conclusion

BAC MAE thanks SA4 for their work on DIMS and for their recent liaison. BAC MAE accepts the working assumption as a basis for developing the RME work and has the above concerns, queries and requests which require the attention of the SA4 experts.
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