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1 Reason for Change

The proposed change in the MC AD as enclosed will resolve the MC ADRR Comments 068 and 107 (as referenced below):
Coincidentally as the interface definitions are affected by other comments, the changes herein also include those other related comments.  Specifically, Comment A050 requiring renumbering of the Interfaces and Comment 067 requiring clarification of ‘latency-critical’ and ‘non-latency critical’ are also resolved (see below).
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A050
	2009.9.15
	T
	5.2.1 Figure 1
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: OMA-ARCH-REVIEW reflector [Formal-MC] review comments

Comment: what are the arrows/interfaces with “INFO” in the name??

Proposed Change: delete these arrows and labels.
	Status: CLOSED

Discussion:

1. Just rename the interfaces according the ADBP rules; or

2. Collapse the “x-INFO” interfaces into the x-interfaces, respectively.  However, this assumes that interface protocol details in the TS phase would be able to distinguish & accommodate’ latency-critical’ and ‘non-latency critical’ transactions or messaging – TBD.

ACTION: MC AHG to discuss further and confirm if (2) above is feasible; if so, implement (1) in the AD.

AGREED changes (2009-10-06 CC):

1. Apply naming convention of the ABP; hence the MC-x INFO interfaces will be renamed and become MC-5 to MC-8. 

2. This means that these MC-x INFO interfaces will not be collapsed with the MC-x interfaces.  If and when details in the TS phase demonstrate that some interfaces can be collapsed, amendments will be made, as appropriate. 



	A067
	2009.9.15
	T
	5.3.6 MC-1
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: OMA-ARCH-REVIEW reflector [Formal-MC] review comments

Comment: what does “latency critical” mean?  How do you distinguish critical from non-critical?

Proposed Change: delete phrase.
	Status: CLOSED 
Clarify “latency critical” as:

Transactions or messaging flows that impact on user experience starting from MCC decoding of the data of an Indirect Code to its successful resolution and return of the intended content/address to the content. This might  include the Home CMP (or CCH as applicable) querying the GMCR about unknown codes; such steps are generally referred to as ‘Routing’ and ‘Resolution’ functions related to how an Indirect Code is processed by the network entities.

All other transactions or messaging flows outside of the above process are “non latency critical”. 

AGREED Change: Insert the above clarification as an informative note at the first instance ‘latency critical’ is mentioned.  

	A068
	2009.9.15
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: OMA-ARCH-REVIEW reflector [Formal-MC] review comments

Comment:  interfaces should not be defined as “between x and y” – they are exposed by some component, usable by any resource.  

Proposed Change: say the interface is exposed by component X, don’t identify user of interface.
	Status: OPEN 

AGREED Change:  Modify to: e.g.

“The Home CMP (or CCH as applicable) exposes the MC-1 interface to an authorized principal, such as, the MCC.”

Do the other interfaces in 5.3.6 as well.

Check globally on the language used in other Functional Entity/Interface sections, and adjust accordingly.

ACTION: Need a CR to revise the interface definitions in Section 5.3.6.

	A107
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0299-INP_Mobile_Codes_AD_Review_T_Mobile

Comment:  Interfaces are exposed by some a component. Per OMA definition any authorized principal can use the interface. I.e. the interface should be described from the view of the component exposing it and not from the requesting side.  

Proposed Change: Please consider to reword accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

See Comment A068, pending resolution.


2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

Review and accept the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal
Change 1:  Proposed texts for the MC AD Section 5.3.6 – Interface Definitions (note that this section will be relocated to follow immediately after the Architecture Diagrams in Section 5.2). The Interfaces are also renumbered as per ADBP conventions.
5.2.x
Interface Definitions – General
(Editor’s Note: This entire sub-section is to be relocated to and renumbered appropriately within Section 5.2 )
This section lists general definitions of the interfaces contained in the Mobile Code Enabler architecture. Note that message flow is not restricted by the direction of the interface exposure; i.e., messages may flow one way or the other, or both, depending on the functionality specified (see Section 5.3 for details of the functional components and interfaces definition).
· MC-1: This interface is exposed by the Home CMP (or Home CCH, where applicable) to an authorised principal (e.g. the MCC) for transfer of latency-critical information; this information may include: request for resolution of Indirect Code, response containing resolved content or URI of content or service, error codes, additional meta-data (e.g. subscriber profile information and location information).
Note: 
Transfer of latency-critical information refers to transactions or messaging flows specified by the MC Enabler that directly impact on the user experience due to sensitivity to latency.  Such message flows normally start from the MCC decoding of the data of an Indirect Code ending with its successful resolution by the Resolving CMP (or Resolving CRS, where applicable) and return of the Code Resolution results to the MCC for action; however, additional message flows with increased latency might result when the Home CMP (or Home CCH, where applicable) needs to query the GMCR about unknown codes before forwarding the Code Resolution requests to the Resolving CMP (or Parent CCH through which to reach the Resolving CRS, where applicable). 
· 
· MC-2: This interface is exposed by the GMCR to an authorised principal (e.g. the CMP or CCH) for transfer of latency-critical information; this information includes: query & response for network address of the Resolving CMP or Parent CCH of the Resolving CRS.
· 
· MC-3: This interface is exposed by the Remote CMP (or Remote CCH, where applicable) to an authorised principal (e.g. the Home CMP, or Home CCH where applicable) for transfer of latency-critical information; this information may include: request for resolution of Indirect Code, response containing resolved content or URI of content or service, error codes, additional meta-data (e.g. subscriber profile information and location information).
· 
· MC-4: This interface is exposed by the CRS to an authorised principal (e.g. its Parent CCH) for transfer of latency-critical information; this information may include: request for resolution of Indirect Code, response containing resolved content or URI of content or service, error codes, additional meta-data (e.g. subscriber profile information and location information).
· 
· MC-5: This interface is exposed by the Home CMP (or Home CCH, where applicable) to an authorised principal (e.g. the MCC) for transfer of non latency-critical information; this information may include: tracking and logging, accounting and reporting, etc.
Note: 
Transfer of non latency-critical information refers to all transactions or messaging flows specified by the MC Enabler that are excluded from the  transfer of latency-critical information as mentioned above. 
· MC-6: This interface is exposed by the GMCR to an authorised principal (e.g. the CMP or CCH) when access to the GMCR is instantiated by a local mobile code registry entity for transfer of non latency-critical information; this information includes: the right to use a Routing Prefix, the associated network address of Resolving CMP or Parent CCH of the Resolving CRS, and information necessary to handle code transfer and updates on the Routing Prefixes and/or transferred ICIs. 
· MC-7: This interface is exposed by the Remote CMP (or Remote CCH, where applicable) to an authorised principal (e.g. the Home CMP, or Home CCH where applicable) for transfer of non latency-critical information; this information may include: reporting, chargeable events, updates on the Routing Prefixes and/or transferred ICIs through multi-lateral agreements among the CMPs/CCHs, etc.
· MC-8: This interface is exposed by the Parent CCH to an authorised principal (e.g. its Child CRS) for transfer of non latency-critical information; this information may include: reporting, chargeable events, Routing Prefix assignment information and information related to code transfer handling.
Change 2:  Proposed texts for the MC AD Section 5.3 – Functional Components and Interfaces/reference points definition (inserting a qualifier to the Section heading in relation to Section 5.2.x – Interface Definition). 

5.3 
Functional Components and Interfaces Definition - Detailed
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