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1 Reason for Contribution

This submission closes an action item from the MMSG LPTF meeting London, 11-03-04.

2 Summary of Contribution

Input document for discussion at LPTF tele-conference on 31-03-04.

3 Detailed Proposal

Introduction

Initial recommendations have been received concerning the transfer of Stage 2 functional description from 3GPP(2) [X.S0016-200] and 3GPP [TS 23.140 v6.1.0].  

The 3GPP(2) suggestion is to transfer complete ownership all text in X.C0016-200 to OMA whilst the 3GPP suggestion is to transfer ownership of most  text in TS 13.140 removing that which is considered to  be network aware.  Accordingly sections of the document are marked as not to be transferred to OMA and some sections marked as undecided – clarification is required.

Summary

The 2 documents are extremely similar however and in general it seems that the X.C0016-200 document (although borrowing heavily from 23.140) is more carefully worded to be network neutral (often including terms from both CDMA and GSM in order to clarify points) and transfer of the entire contents of both documents does not seem unrealistic if the eventual document is worded/reworded along 3GPP(2) lines.  Particular issues may reside with supported formats and presentation markup.

Note: Some sections in the draft 23.140 marked up and provided are not present in the version of C.S0016-200 available from 3GPP(2) at www.3gpp2.org.  These sections whilst acknowledged here are not enumerated here.

Some specific comments are provided below:

Section 5.1.2 Minimum Set of Supported Formats (clarification required) 

Both documents state that the supported formats (other than SMS interoperability) shall be defined as stated elsewhere (TS 26.140 for 3GPP and C.S0050-0 for 3GPP2).

Intrinsically it seems that the file format and content types for media supported in the FD for MMS are also network agnostic 3GPP(2) have not suggested transfer of C.S0050-0 and in 23.140 the reference is marked as not for transfer but the supported types identified as unclear.

Some discussion should be given to the possibility of transferring both C.S0050-0 and 26.140 to OMA and producing a relative and consistent specification for supported formats.

The table below, however, shows that the two specifications are not wildly dissimilar.  Two particular points for discussion are:

· The differences between PSS5 SMIL and 3GPP(2) SMIL.

· The relative positions of XHTML and CMF in the 2 specifications.

	
	Details
	3GPP
	3GPP(2)
	Comments

	
	
	
	
	

	TEXT
	
	
	
	3GPP(2) specifies that any other “recognized” (by the handset) char-set be treated as text/plain else octet/stream – unspecified for 3GPP.

	
	US-ASCII
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	
	UNICODE
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	
	ISO-8859-1
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	
	UTF-8
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	
	Shitf_JIS
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	SPEECH
	AMR
	SHALL
	SHALL*
	3GPP(2) mandate one of the speech formats shall be supported – which isn’t specified.

	
	3GPP2 13K
	
	SHALL*
	3GPP(2) mandate one of the speech formats shall be supported – which isn’t specified.

	AUDIO
	
	
	
	

	
	MPEG-4 AAC

Low Complexity
	SHOULD
	SHOULD
	

	
	MPEG-4 AAC

Long Term Prediction type
	MAY
	MAY
	

	
	
	
	
	

	SYNTHETIC

AUDIO
	
	
	
	

	
	SP_MIDI
	SHOULD
	SHOULD
	

	
	General MIDI (level 1 24 voices)
	
	SHOULD
	Not addressed in 3GPP

	STILL IMAGE
	
	
	
	

	
	JPEG/JFIF – baseline DCT
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	
	JPEG/JFIF – progressive DCT
	
	MAY
	“optional”  in 3GPP!!  (MAY or SHOULD?)

	BITMAP IMAGE
	
	
	
	

	
	GIF87a
	SHOULD
	SHOULD
	

	
	GIF89
	SHOULD
	SHOULD
	

	
	PNG
	SHOULD
	SHOULD
	

	VIDEO
	
	
	
	

	
	H.263 profile 0 level 10
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	
	H263 profile 3 level 10
	SHOULD
	SHOULD
	

	
	MPEG-4 VSP level 0
	SHOULD
	SHOULD
	

	VECTOR GRAPHICS
	
	
	
	

	
	SVG-Tiny
	SHALL
	SHALL
	

	
	SVG-Basic
	MAY
	SHOULD
	!!

	DYNAMIC MEDIA FF
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	SYNCHRONISATION
	
	
	
	Similarities/differences between PSS5 SMIL and 3GPPSMIL require review

	
	SMIL
	SHALL
	
	

	
	3GPP PSS5 SMIL
	SHALL*
	
	*devices supporting scene descriptions.

	
	3GPP2 SMIL
	
	SHALL*
	*One of the presentations specified C.S0050-0 shall be supported

	
	CMF (Compact Multimedia Format) 
	
	SHALL*
	*One of the presentation formats specified in C.S0050-0 shall be supported

	
	XHTML Mobile Profile
	SHOULD
	
	

	SMS-Interworking
	
	
	
	

	
	RP-DATA RPDU
	SHALL
	
	

	
	RL-DATA RPDU
	
	SHALL
	


Network-Neutral Wording 

See section 5.4 of both documents for an example..

“These may consist of e.g. user profile database, subscription database, HLR.”  

(23.140)

“These may consist of e.g. user profile database, subscription database, HLR/AAA”
(C.S0016-200)

An example of clear writing by the authors of the latter document; the wording is unambiguous and identifies clearly the support for both CDMA and GSM networks.

The possibility that this form of comment be used in the OMA document should be discussed – or its replacement with implementation agnostic wording (“the user location database” in this instance) for all similar occurrences.  Either approach addresses most of the marked up sections in 23.140.

Clarification :  section 5.1.2, section 5.4, section 7.1.14, section 7.2.1, section 8.1.1, section 8.3.2, annex A7, annex C, annex F, annex H.

Non-transfer: section 6.7, section 6.10.

Section 6.1 MMS Reference Architecture

MM5 and MM8 (clarification required) – The implementation of these interfaces is clearly network dependent and specified elsewhere.  However, the indication of the existence of these interfaces and a description of their responsibilities is clearly not.  Recommend that these sentences transfer.  

Section 8.4.5.1 Address Encoding

Section not present in C.S0016-200 (from 3PP2.org).

Section 8.8 Technical realisation of MMS on reference point MM8

Again, since the section only states that the TR lies outside the scope of this (TS 23.140) document I can see no reason for the section not to stand.

4 Intellectual Property Rights

n/a

5 Recommendation

n/a
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