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1 Reason for Contribution

In Frankfurt MMSG meeting, there was an input document recommended to remove MM4 protocol as part of the MMS IOP testing that was agreed by TP in 2004. The meeting concluded to remove the MM4 SCR table from the MMS 1.2 Conformance Document in order not to delay the completion of MMS 1.2 Service Enabler. There was no agreement in the Frankfurt meeting of not doing MM4 IOP testing for MMS 1.3. 
This input document points out the needs and benefits of doing MM4 IOP testing for MMS 1.3 and clarifies some of the questions discussed during and after the Frankfurt MMSG meeting.

2 Summary of Contribution

The needs and benefits of MM4 IOP testing for MMS 1.3 are obvious and it is recommended to accept the CR in OMA-MMSG-2005-0073 as the MM4 SCR table in MMS 1.3 Conformance Document.

3 Detailed Proposal

End-to-end interoperability has been identified as the most important key point to make the MMS as successful as the current SMS service and was the main focus for MMS 1.2 and beyond. Within a single operator domain that all the subscribers are served by a single MMSC, enforcing the MM1 compliance could serve the purpose; in the MMS Core Domain. The real world is a little bit more complicated than the single network operator with a single MMSC; it comprises different network operators inter-connecting each other through different MMSCs. Even with a single network operator, multiple MMSCs are the face and they are inter-connected with MM4 just like MMSCs between different network operators. So by enforcing MM1 compliance is no longer enough for OMA to claim that its MMS Service Enabler supports end-to-end interoperability; because the MM4 (at least) interface was not in the picture and tested. Below are the views of the contributors of this document on some questions being discussed:
1. Is MM4 needed to be tested in OMA

The basic person-to-person MMS messaging involves (Originating MMS Client) ( (Originating MMSC) ( (Terminating MMSC) ( (Terminating MMS Client). The MM goes across the MM1 ( MM4 ( MM1 interfaces for this simple transaction. If only MM1 is tested in OMA IOP Test Fest how could OMA claim its MMS Service Enabler supports end-to-end interoperability?

2. What are the benefits could MM4 IOP testing bring
As stated above that MM going through MM4 interface is needed even for the basic MMS person-to-person transaction. MM4 connection is used for MMSCs interconnected within an operator network as well as between different network operators. With OMA MMS IOP develops a common set of MM4 test cases in ETS:

a. The MMSC vendors know what are needed to support a certain OMA MMS release of Service Enabler and claim their product supports that specific OMA MMS Service Enabler release

b. The network operators know that their MMSC suppliers compliant with certain OMA MMS Service Enabler release as a minimum. It will save a lot of time for network operator to negotiate features with its MMSC vendors and the inter-working agreement with inter-connect partners.
c. OMA can claim that its MMS Service Enabler support end-to-end interoperability

3. MM1 ETS has been used by GCF/PTCRB for MMS Client certification, who is going to do the MMSC certification

There is no need on MMSC certification as the vendors normally developing MMSCs between releases and with added features. The OMA MMS IOP Test Fest will demonstrate/guarantee that the minimum set of MM4 functions needed for MMS interoperability is developed on the MMSC.
4. Is MM4 IOP testing enough for MMSC certification?

Again, as stated in 3, no MMSC certification is needed. The MM4 IOP testing is to make sure that a minimum set of MM4 functions is developed (by MMSC vendors) to support a specific OMA MMS Service Enabler release. Network operators could request their MMSC vendors to participate in the OMA MMS IOP Test Fest and share their results; just like the MMS Client device vendors do today.
5. Will MM4 IOP works delay the MMS 1.3 Service Enabler completion schedule?

Not at all! We have talked to key members of the IOP-MMS group on the efforts to develop the MM4 ETS and conducting the testing. We were told the efforts to produce MM4 test cases as stated in MM4 SCR were very reasonable and NO IMPACT to current MMS 1.3 schedule at all. The MM4 IOP testing is also just incremental effort to the current MM1 testing. In fact, some of the MMSC vendors are doing MM4 testing among them today.
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

It is recommended to include the MM4 SCR as part of the MMS 1.3 Conformance Document and IOP testing.
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