What is your company’s membership level:

B Sponsor
. Full

BN Associate
B Suppot les




What is your company’s member category:

B Operator
N Vendor
B Software-IT
m Conlent




My company participates in OMA work PRIMARILY to influence the

development of the Specifications: COMMENTS
bU % Our interaszt iz in 528ing the end 10
completion of Work Item in OMA and
fool 1hat 1his Work must executed wann
the rght market window and needs 1or
e mdusiy
2
9%
41 9 - (13) INe specs sNouXl agarass e nanasal
40 % requiremanis and mplemanianans
We nave aqual commitimeant 10 specs
and IOP
23%(1
- (10) BN Strongly Agree
30% BN Agree
. Neutral
B Diszgres
mmm Strongly Disagree
B Other Rezeon
20%
129 % (4)
97%(3
10% )
32%(1)
0% |

Ranking



My company participates in OMA work PRIMARILY to participate in
IOP work.

COMMENTS

We have equal commitiment 10 Spacs
b0 % and 10P

INIe1OpRranMTy DATWESN Proaucts s ne
koy featura o1 OMA forum
419%(13) The word Primariy is confusing
o We are a test and measurement
10 % company
B Neutral
30% B Agree
B Strongly Disagree
B Strongly Agree
I Disagres
B Other Reason
20% 161% (5)
129% (4)
129 % (4)
10%
0% |

Ranking



Would your company consider participating in future Interoperability testing of OMA

enablers?
60 %
533 % (16)
40 %
26.7 % (8)
20%
0%
Yes No Yes. with significant
changcs to the program

(explain below)



Would your company consider participating in future Interoperability testing of OMA
enablers?

This might change in future though

In order to facilitate better Operator support of IOP activities, operators should be allowed in future to participate as
observers in OMA TestFests whilst safeguarding the confidentiality of TestFest participation

No sure, this depends on our products development plan

Cost effective, timely, rooted in assuring that a service is deployable

Profiling should be consider

A clear indication of who is planning to participate and with what prior to the TF

The OMA profiling and deployment project is a good initiative to be encouraged within OMA

Not directly but with partners

We would like to understand the value of IOP better and this is not entirely clear. The interest shown by the operators
during spec development is not reflected in the market e.g. they do not provide the same interest to the vendors, and this
appears to be the main problem with IOP and test fest activities

Hope IOP will not only be a spec verification group but an industry accelerator

Looking forward also to participate Virtual Testfests and bi-lateral testing

Provided we as operator is allowed

But in conformance testing

Remotely and selectively



80 %

20%

0%

Is your company interested in IOP for specific areas of enablers? (Choose the top 3)

COMMENTS

Not everything can be teeted. A selected eot of featuree/profile should be a good
starnt

APl enablers are validated by external orgs. like GSMA

60.7 % (17)

SCWS, DM SC, BCAST

536 % (15) We do our own testing

ParlayREST

35.7%(10) 357 % (10)

36%(1)

A combination of Converged Address Book No interest in Mobde Advertisng
Device Management any enablers
enzblers ke SCOMO

A combination of Secure User Application Programming Other Enablers (pleass Customzed
OMA RCS enablers Plne Locaton Interface (API) enzblers spacify below) Multimedia Ringback
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What are the specific testing needs of your company? (Choose top 3)

15 44—

10

Comments

Itis also important that OMA 1esting addresses the market need of
many enablere integrating with each other [e.g. RCS-required
enablers) instead of testing enablers on a 1-by-1 stand alone basis.
OMA testing should by default move to testing groups of enablers

57.7 % (15) 57.7 % (15) {Instead of using "stubs”)

538 % (14) To learn about whathow specs are implemented in commercial
products and to lind gut about maturity of the different scludons

provided by vendors

Handset requirements must be clearly defined and followed by

423% (1) implementation guideline

This Is from an OMA persepctive

154 % (4)
77%(

Improving the quality Improving the quality of OMA TTCN3 code suppon
of OMA Specifications network implemantations
Improving the qualty of Demonstrating market TestAPls Others [please

handset mplementztions feasibiity of enablers specify balow)



Based on the definitions above: What testing format would best meet
the needs of your company? COMMENTS

80 % Virtual TeetFeete are helptul, however they muct be supported in an
immediate online "as and when needed” basis without requiring
significant advanced preparation AND must allow operator participation
(consistent with confidentiality needs). Bilaterla TestFests whilst also
helptul are unappelaing, as they are “hidden” and provide insufficient
679 % (19) transparency both 10 the wider community as well as operators

DSDD, Cross SDO cooperation, joint IOP events 1o show complete end
10 ena iImpiementauon

60 %

OMA Test fests are not mentioned....

Conformance testing of Clients

50.0% (3)

B Somcwhat uacful
B Very useful
B Not Useful

4297% (12) 4287% (12)
33.3 % (11)

40 %
/7% (10)

20 % 17.9 % (5) - —W 179%(5)

1437% (4)

0%

Vitlual TeslFesl  Bi-Lalzial TesiFest TesBank Something else

(Specify below)



Has your company ever participated in an OMA test event of any kind? (Check all that
apply)

80 %

5.5 % (19)

60 % —

40 % —

2767%(8)

20 %

103 % (J)

347%(0) 34%(1)

Never pamicipataed Vinual testing Do not know
using OMA process
OMA hosted TestFest Bilateral testing OMA Test bank
using OMA process



50 %

40% +—

30 %

10 % -

0%

Does your company NOT participate in OMA Test Events for some reason? (Check all
that apply) COMMENTS

Ve are notaeveloping soimwvare o1 UMA enabler

As operalors we are currently prevented from participating

1- Budget 2- The tests we need to make are more comprehensive than OMA's

407 % (11) and 3- The time when we need to do them is not normally the same time when
OMA proposes doing it

Products teams do not have streng requirement
See comment on cooperation with other fora

296 % (8) Not enough resources to cover the Testevents

We have supported other companies remotely

Budgot and relevance of the tested enabler are the top drivers for attending (or
not attending)

2227% (6)

Travel Costs

We are a test ool vendor

Vendor related gquestions

T
Other reasons. We test within other OMA TestFests do not
organzations (please meet our testing neads.
specify balow)
Not applicable.. Ovur intemal testing - Wewantio We do not want to reveal
We do particpate. s sufficient participate but TestFests our interest n

are canceled. deployment of an enzbler
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If OMA discontinued its Interoperability Testing Program, your company would: (Check
all that apply)

Comments

54—

10—

QA must continue IOP activiites In an more opena and less bureaucratic manner e LOTS
679% (19 of overheads of advanced

Providing OMA remains relevant and we feel that the Industry Is actively suppeorting the
program we are Interest

Reconsider our level of membership

Continue bilateral testing, maybe find another testing framework

tis very important to maintain the Interoperability program in OMA forum

nteroperabllity is an essential part of OMA and make the organisation unique. If this is not
provided by OMA the tests need to be carried out by some other means - maybe as part of
procurement

Reconsider our participation to seme specificatons, target other SDOs 1o specily new
TOMCUOIManues

it would be harder 10 find testing partners if OMA does not provide at least the framework 10
match implementations for bilateral testing

We are only concerned with Conformance testin
214 % (6) y g

179 % (5)

Find other organzations Discontinue our Conduct testing with a
to conduct the testing membership in OMA commercizl testing source
Conduct testing Not care. We do not Other
internally. use the |OP program.



20

15

10

Do you believe that the testing and verification of interoperability of OMA
specifications is an important part of OMAs value to the industry?

COMMENTS
With the caveat that the operator community as a unified force also expresses this desire

60.0 % (18) Anyway it Is very important that all the specifications approval |s not linked 1o the
intaraparahility 1esting pxecution (as parfarmad In othar SNOS) and as cureantly undar
implementation in OMA REL process (rel. max and min review periods)

The ways 1o prove interoperability shall be increased. Virtual test fests as well as accepting
reculte of bilateral teeting are good moves. Any additional avenues chall be investigatee

For operators this 1s iImportant. Bul vendors seems to have other views
itis very important when participation is sufficient with poar participation the value disappears

All Standards bodles du some lnwlopmablllty wesung In sume furm or other. itis necessary
B Very Important

B Somewhat Important
B Unimportant

333 % (10)

Ranking



My company participates in Interoperability testing with the following

organizations:

80 %
750 % (12)
625 % (10)
60 % +—— 583 % (14)
47 8% M
47.4 % (9)
4297% (3) B Ncver
10% B Occasionally
B Frequently
313%(5)
% (4)
20%—— > —
16.7 % (4)
; 15.8 % (3) 143 % (1)
, 8.2% (1)
0%—

GSMA ETSI (plugtests)

oM GCF

Others (please
spacify below)



My company participates in Interoperability testing with the following organizations

SIPit

Huawei participates OMA pilot project

OIPF, DLNA

PTCRB is our main testing organization

With network vendors

| can't choose the button so I'll list the organization which our company often attends: GCF
DLNA, NFC

We do not answer on internal company policies

Global Platform, SIMalliance

Do not know about non-OMA



My company would be willing to participate in identifying the changes that would make the
Interoperability Testing Program more useful to us

Q,
60 % COMMENTS

538 % (14) The study may

conclude with the
outcome thatitis not
feasible o make the
program more uselul
10 Us

462 7% (12)

We offer leadership
and are actively
contributing as IOP
champion for several
enablers

40 %

No resources
available
unfortunately

Yes
Cannot engage

resources on this
kind of study

20%

becaucse current

testing program is
good for our needs

0%




Are there specific changes OMA could make to it's Interoperability Testing Program that would
make it more relevant to your company?

50 %

440% (11) 440 % (11)

40 %

30%

20%

120% (3)

10%

0%

Yes (please Nn Qur company has no
explain below) interest in IOP



Are there specific changes OMA could make to its Interoperability Testing Program that would
make it more relevant to your company?

Operator (in confidence) observers at TestFests, B) "on-demand" online participation in test events, C) MAJOR cutback in
overheads, bureaucracy and leadtime of OMA TestFests, D) close coordination of OMA testing activities with other fora
(e.g. GSMA's RCS)

1 Decouple IOP from the normal Specification release. Due to less of IOP champion, IOP Test blocks or delays the
release of enablers. (1) More and more enablers do not have commercial deployment plan in short term.

(2) Some enablers are too big to carry out IOP test, such as CPM, MobAd, etc. 2 Profiling and Deployment Suite may be
a good option.

To organize events that would promote demos of proposed enablers / work items

Continue to support changes that benefit in unifying the WHOLE community in realizing TTM globally

Address the handset implementation as the first priority, and then the network aspects

Further use of bi-lateral & virtual testing

1) To be linked with other IOP initiatives, when applicable. 2) to be able to test profiled specifications

No specific proposals at this time, but refer to an answer to an earlier question: new ways of ensuring interoperability
should be sought after. Virtual test fests and bilateral tests are good steps

Simplify the IOP test content and process, let industry know the value of OMA spec is more important. and we should use
more attractive method to allure the market persons

Reporting of test results from bi-lateral testing should be made more easy for vendors to do. OMA should also encourage
companies to submit bi-lateral test results to OMA TZ

Funding. It was quite expensive to provide test fests

Head towards reference implementations (see Sun/Oracle Java Community Process) including test compatibility kits,
certify implementations



80 %

60 %

40 %

20%

0%

OMA's testing program would be more useful to my company if it were linked to the testing
programs of other SSOs / SDOs:

COMMENTS

GSMA, Perhaps WAC
Not sure
GSMA. TC-INT

WAC covers the wah aspects
60.0 % (15) of the devices (including

BeRdaete—

Potentially. Mo precice
example at thattime

Also It would make a lot of
sense to define the
relationship with Deployment
400 % (10) Sultes aclivily as the goals
—Sstoinicbe-the-same+&

agopuon or UNMA tnpalers in
the market

There will be some Improved

Question needs to be
specific

—ln-additioaHaking—
crosstesting can make the
overall etfort more complox

I dontknow




14

12

10

Demonstrating the feasibilty of product implementations of OMA Enablers
is more important than IOP testing of those products.

COMMENTS

If coinciding with market interest

dont see any difference between both
things (as they are asked in the question). In
my view, the main advantage of the current

profiling and deployment sulte activity is the
possibility of checking the feasibility of an
early implementation. but it doesn't have the
value ol a complole I0P test

Providing there is a distinction between the
value of prototying and commercial
deployments

But IOP testings helps to have better quality

Ranking

Specimmeauons

Demo is a one ume set up that doesn't say

anything about interoperability. Demos can
be used fur other purposes e.4. exhibitions

B Agree

B Disagres

B Strongly Agree
B Stungly Disoyiee



80 %

60 %

40 %

20%

0%

My company plans to participate in the OMA profiling and deployments suite pilot:

COMMENTS

Profiling should be an
acitivity within the technical
WGe, and NOT ae partol a
separate I0P activity which
64.3 % (18) does not have the active
engagement of the technical
aspects from those enablers

Due w Timing/Avallability

My company Currenuy laxes
part

We are a sponsor and
pioneer

Profiling is notthe tight word

K LWiA (10) 10 use, but certainly
deployment sultes appear (o
be a qood Initiaitve and there
should be a relationship
established between the two.
Profiling OMA Enablers
should not Inad tIn
fragmentaiton of OMA
Enabler functionality

Not now. Maybe late

Not for the time being, but
with funding it might be of

Interest




80 %

60 %

40 %

0%

My company participates in profiling activities outside of the OMA.

4.0 % (10)

COMMENTS

Iy company IS Involved
In RCS (protiling of OMA
enablers: presence,
IN...)

GSMA-RCS

Not sure
GSMA RCS
GSMA, OIPF
We are actve on RCS

Company Internal Info




My company would participate in the following OMA activities. (Check all that apply)

80 % CONNERTS
75.0 % (15)

Itis Important to try different
alternatives and learning by doing.
(Resources allowing)

All gond and banaficial 1o the Industry
atlarge

Under investigation. Waiting for WAC
take off

55.0% (11)

Intetopctablllty work [testcase
development) and OMA testing
activitues like Virtual testing and bi-
lateral testing

45.0% (9)

40 %

DUL tNEre Neead 10 Be OLVIOUS benerit
for an operator

200% (4)

20%

0%

Deployment Suites Demonstration of pre-release
mplemsntatons
Profiling of Refarence Other (pleasa specify)
OMA Enzblers implemantztions



