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3GPP2 CORRESPONDENCE 
Ms. Betsy Kidwell 
Chair, 3GPP2 TSG-X 
Lucent Technologies 
1960 Lucent Lane 
Naperville, IL  60566 
ekidwell@lucent.com 

January 14, 2005 

Ms. Toni Paila 
Chair, OMA BAC BCAST WG 
Nokia 
toni.paila@nokia.com 

 

Re:  Mobile Broadcast Services Architecture and Requirements 

Dear Toni, 

Thanks for sending the documents OMA-AD_BCAST-v1_0_0-20041201-D (Mobile Broadcast 
Services Architecture) and OMA-RD_BCAST-V1_0_0-2004-1029-D (Mobile Broadcast 
Services Requirements) for review.  3GPP2 would like to request more time to review the 
documents because we don’t fully understand some of the key concepts specified in the OMA 
BCAST AD. 

The following provides initial high level comments and questions regarding the OMA-BCAST 
AD. 

1. The scope of the OMA-BCAST is not clear.  It seems there are some overlaps and 
differences between the 3GPP2 BCMCS and the OMA-BCAST (e.g., content/service 
protection, and service discovery).  In the case of functional overlap, there may be 
confusion to the operator on the decision/choice of which specification to deploy. 

2. It is not very clear how the figure in Section 5.2 (External Interfaces Relevant to 
Broadcast Services) is matched with the figure in Section 6 (Architecture Model).  For 
example, does BCAST Service Application (in Section 6’s figure) include the Generic 
Functions (in Section 5.2’s figure)?  Does BCAST Service Distribution (in Section 6’s 
figure) include the Inter-action Specific Functions and BDS Specific Function (in 
Section 5.2’s figure)?  Why are the terminal generic and specific functions not delineated 
in Section 6? 

3. It is our understanding that the OMA focus is on the application layer (agnostic to 
bearer).  It is not clear why OMA-BCAST would work on BDS specific functions. 

4. In the figure in Section 6, which standards body will work on interfaces X-1 and X-3?  
According to Section 6.2, these are outside the scope of OMA BCAST.  Does this imply 
that 3GPP2 should specify these interfaces for BCMCS? 

5. The Protocol Stack in Section 7.1 does not fully match the protocol stack specified in 
X.S0022 (see the attachment). 
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6. How is the figure in Section 7.1.1 matched with the general architecture figure in 
Section 6?  Does BCAST Service Application (in Section 6’s figure) include the 
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Broadcast Service Guide Generic Functions (in Section 7.1.1’s figure)?  Does the 
BCAST Service Distribution (in Section 6’s figure) include the Broadcast Service Guide 
Specific Functions (in Section 7.1.1’s figure)?  Similar comments also apply to Service 
and Content Protection section. 

7. The call flows in Sections 7.2.1 and 7.2.1.1 are not clear, for example the lack of 
definition for key acronyms and flow descriptions. 

For your reference, we have attached the BCMCS Architecture Reference Model and Protocol 
Reference Model specified in X.S0022.  We will provide additional comments on the AD and RD 
by the close of the 3GPP2 TSG-X February meeting. 

Regards, 

Betsy Kidwell 
Chair, 3GPP2 TSG-X 

Att: 
BCMCS Architecture & Protocol.doc 

cc: 
H. Cuschieri, 3GPP2 Secretariat, hcuschieri@tiaonline.org 
Y.K. Kim, Chair, 3GPP2 SC, ykkim@lgtel.co.kr 
N Yamasaki, Chair, 3GPP2 TSG-S, nr-yamasaki@kddi.com 
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