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Introduction

The Parlay Group wishes to thank the OMA MWG for the liaison contained in document “OMA-LS_0185-MWG_to_Parlay_specification_references-20070321-A.doc”, dated 13th March 2007. The  Parlay TAC hereby provides a response to the information and recommendations contained in that liaison document and wishes to provide in reply to OMA MWG the comments below for due consideration and response.

The Parlay TAC undertook a review of the OMA MWG MMS 1.3 Enabler Release, confirmed in the previously mentioned OMA MWG liaison, as the completed enabler for OMA Multimedia Messaging. The results of this review activity are summarised below;

· The OMA MMS 1.3 Enabler focuses upon defining an enabler for Multimedia Messaging between an end-user device and the MMS Proxy Relay. As such the scope of this enabler is viewed by Parlay as outside the scope of Parlay group activities or specifications and is non-overlapping with the Parlay or Parlay X specifications.

· Parlay provides the Parlay and Parlay X APIs, which specify an interface suitable for service creation and exposure rather than an underlying architecture, implementation or complete end-to-end service definition. As such Parlay believes that the Parlay and Parlay X APIs are ideally suited to address the requirements of 3rd Party and Value Added Service provision for MMS services. Parlay has noted that VASP for MMS is not addressed within the existing enabler definition and would therefore recommend OMA consider the Parlay Multimedia Messaging API (3GPP TS 29.198-15) and Parlay X Multimedia Messaging Web Service (3GPP TS 29.199-5) should OMA MWG have any interest in service exposure or VASP.

· The Parlay and Parlay X specifications have been developed in partnership with ETSI and 3GPP, in order to deliver a common set of non-overlapping APIs. In addition, the APIs produced have sought to align with pre-existing and emerging networks (fixed and mobile) or technologies, therefore when creating the API specifications for Parlay and Parlay X multimedia messaging, appropriate mappings of the APIs towards existing network enablers and protocols, including e.g. WAP was considered. The Parlay TAC believes that the OMA MWG and Parlay have employed a similar approach to adopt and support existing enablers such as WAP when addressing Multimedia Messaging, and therefore there is a clear synergy between the work done in OMA and that done in Parlay.

Furthermore, the Parlay TAC wishes to thank the OMA MWG for the update on status and progress on other OMA MWG activities and the willingness of OMA MWG to share further information as it becomes available, particularly in the areas of Converged IP Messaging (CPM), SIP/SIMPLE IM and Mobile Email (MEM). The Parlay TAC would further welcome any opportunity to continue dialogue and co-operation on these activities, particularly should there be any relevance to 3rd Party Access, Service exposure and Value Added Service Provision, which as mentioned above are well served today by the existing Parlay and Parlay X API specifications.

Responses to this Parlay TAC liaison may be provided via email to the Parlay TAC Chair.

Contact Details:

eamonn.murray@aepona.com
Requested Action

The Parlay TAC hereby requests the following from the OMA Messaging workgroup;

1. To consider this liaison response in reply to the liaison from OMA MWG, specifically in relation to the review carried out by Parlay TAC of the existing OMA MWG MMS 1.3 Enabler release.

2. To confirm any plans or interest within OMA MWG with respect to service exposure, 3rd Party access and Value Added Service Provision, and in so doing identify any requirement for further discussion and collaboration on these matters with the Parlay Group.

Conclusion

The Parlay Group wishes to thank the OMA Messaging (MWG) working group for their kind consideration of this liaison. Furthermore the Parlay Group looks forward to a continued dialogue and cooperation on these matters.



