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1 Reason for Contribution

Progress MobAd AD.
2 Summary of Contribution

Comments with respect to the approach and specific text in contribution 34.
3 Detailed Proposal
1. Contribution 34 is asking the group to agree to including a list of flows, but no specific flows are included. This is at least unusual, since it asks the group to pre-agree to a target of future contributions as seen by a particular company. Any company may have a list of planned contributions, including flows, but the list may differ from company to company, depending their interest and pre-agreeing to a list, without having the actual content is not very useful, neither can reach consensus. In addition, AD flows are informative, there is no incentive to pre-agree to an outline of the AD based on a list without content, especially when any such list is informative.
2. Individual descriptions of the flows in the list focus specifically on the interactions between logical components as currently represented in the AD diagram, instead of leaving this out, and focusing on what the flow is trying to achieve/represent. This is problematic, since it is not clear that this is the final architectural diagram, which would mean we would have to re-define the flows in such a list every time the diagram may be changed. On the other hand, it is possible that the authors of the contribution consider the current AD diagram as final (no more changes) – if that is the case, then this should be clarified and agreed first, before agreeing to any individual flow (not the list) that is brought in for discussion. In essence, 2 approaches (by the group or any particular company) are possible in order to progress – but in either case clarity is required from the group (or particular company) of what the approach is:
a. Work to a final architecture picture, then define flows, in which case referring to logical components in the architecture is appropriate.

b. Work on flows without a presumption on a particular architecture (instead presume logical functions, instead of architectural boxes), and use this approach to justify possible architectural de-composition.

3. Some of the flows seem to introduce new terms that need to be defined/agreed, which make the descriptions of the flows difficult to interpret. For example, we noticed the use of “Network Entities”, “other network-side MobAd-related entities”, while the group has so far only used “MobAd entities on the Device” and “MobAd entities on the Network”.

4. A definitive list is proposed, yet the list is incomplete. This just strengthen the point made above in 1., that we can’t agree to a predefined list, and instead we need contributions with specific flows, and a de-facto list will therefore be built incrementally. Some examples (not exhaustive) of missing flows in the list provided in contribution 34, based on requirements against such functionality, include:

a. SP App request for an (Ad) Campaign.

b. Refining the selection criteria through personalization and contextualization

c. Managing target user-list

d. Managing “data” (preferences, configuration, rules, …)
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

CD MobAd to review/discuss this contribution when considering disposition on contribution 34. Once contribution 34 is disposed, this contribution can be noted. 
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