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1 Reason for Contribution

The MMSG is currently discussing a proposal (doc #0094R06) to introduce yet another presentation language for MMS. In detail it is proposed to introduce CMF (Compact Multimedia Format) as an optional presentation language for MMS in addition to MMS SMIL for those implementations that are conforming to the MMS suite of specifications defined by 3GPP2. The usage of MMS SMIL for both 3GPP and 3GPP2 is not challenged.
A proposal for simply conveying CMF files via MMS as normal attachments, i.e.

· not using CMF as a presentation language for MMS in addition to SMIL

· clearly distinguishing between the MMS Client that doesn’t need to have any knowledge of CMF and other applications that are capable of understanding the CMF multimedia package

is not sought for by the authors of doc #0094R06.
2 Summary of Contribution

It is Infineon’s impression that recent discussions of the aforementioned proposal to introduce CMF as yet another presentation language for MMS were quite emotionally rather than objective. The motivation for this contribution is to structure the discussion a little bit better and to make it more fruitful. The aim should be to reach consensus step-by-step on what presentation languages are to be used for what implementations of MMS.
3 Detailed Proposal

Below you can find a summary of input contributions that have been submitted to the MMSG on this topic:

· doc #0094R06 "Add Compact Media Format (CMF) to Conformance Document v1.3" (Qualcomm)

· doc #0129 "Objections-to-CMF-in-MMS" (Alcatel)

· doc #0134 "Observations-on-CMF-Standardisation" (magic4)

· doc #0139R01 "Responses-to-Objections-to-CMF-in-129" (Qualcomm)

· doc #0140 "CMF-Presentation-Method-3GPP2" (Qualcomm)

Not all of these documents could be presented and discussed in detail in the MMSG conference calls due to lack of time. It is assumed that thorough discussions take place in MMSG’s face-to-face meeting in Bangkok.
Most of the input contributions received so far were more or less limited to the exchange of technical arguments (comparison of MMS SMIL vs. CMF with respect to their technical capabilities).
It’s the author’s opinion that recent discussions related to the introduction of CMF as a presentation language for MMS did not cover all aspects that deserve attention. From Infineon point of view the following two issues haven’t been discussed detailed enough, although they are very important:

· OMA Board’s recommendations to reduce optionality in OMA Enabler Releases wherever possible as documented in OMA-WP-SvcEnablerStrat-V1_1-20030911-R (Service Enabler Strategy). This document is a direct result of OMA Board’s Strategic Directions activities (cf. OMA-TP-2004-0201).
· We had only some very sparse marketing information on the table from an individual company’s point of view  (R04 of doc #0094) not distinguishing between CMF as a presentation language for MMS and CMF as content that can be conveyed via MMS. More detailed marketing information would be highly desirable when MMSG is asked to make a decision.
The following paragraph is a quotation from OMA-WP-SvcEnablerStrat-V1_1-20030911-R:
The service enablers should have the following capabilities:

· …

· They should be based on market requirements, responding to the real needs of the membership

· …

· They should have a limited number of options in their corresponding specifications. Options should only be used when absolutely necessary, depending on regional differences, differences in device capabilities and other factors that may require different characteristics

· …

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Not known.

5 Recommendation

Infineon recommends discussing the proposed introduction of CMF in MMS on three separate discussion threads in detail before any hurried decisions are made in the MMSG that may cause some problems later on.

The separate discussion threads proposed are:

1. market relevance

2. technical capabilities

3. OMA Board recommendations to reduce optionality
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