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1 Reason for Contribution

In the PoC 2 REQ meeting in Singapore sub clause B.1 "Potential High-Level Functional Requirements" was allocated to Orange for consolidation work.  This contribution is a proposal of the consolidation based on:

· OMA-RD-DEV Email reflector discussions and 
· Material captured in dispatcher related input papers (#OMA-REQ-2005-178).
R01 includes editorial comments discussed on 14th of June (Day 1 PoC2 breakout session)

2 Summary of Contribution

The existing requirements in the OMA PoC 2.0 RD appendix B concerning the"Potential High-Level Functional Requirements"  

3 Detailed Proposal

B.1 Potential High-Level Functional Requirements 
The performance requirements SHALL be better than those for PoC RD V1_0.
The PoC 2.0 enabler SHALL support mechanisms for improvement of performances and Quality of Experience (QoE) for the user.

B.1 Potential high level functional requirements
	OMA-REQ-2005-0178 dispatcher requirements



	A. High Level Requirements

1) Performance requirements SHALL be better than those for PoC release 1.0

	OMA-RD-DEV- Email reflector discussion 05/19/05
	-----Message d'origine-----

De : Weerasekera, Indaka (Indaka) [mailto:indaka@LUCENT.COM] 

Envoyé : jeudi 19 mai 2005 10:32

À : OMA-RD-DEV@MAIL.OPENMOBILEALLIANCE.ORG

Objet : Re: [PoC2-PERF] consolidating requirement

Youngae,

Just a slight re-ordering may be better:

"The PoC V2.0 enabler is developed with the intention to improve the overall Quality of Experience (QoE) when compared with PoC V1.0 and to allow the Service Provider to provide the service according to users' expectations by using less resource than that of being used in PoC V1.0."

Also, going back to Kevin's comment on the 1st bullet, I suggest changing it to:

"The PoC 2.0 enabler SHALL improve the overall Quality of Experience (QoE) when compared with PoC V1.0", and placing it in the Hight Level Requirements section.

Thanks,

Indaka

	OMA-RD-DEV- Email reflector discussion 05/13/05
	De : Weerasekera, Indaka (Indaka) [mailto:indaka@LUCENT.COM] 
Envoyé : vendredi 13 mai 2005 09:21
À : OMA-RD-DEV@MAIL.OPENMOBILEALLIANCE.ORG
Objet : Re: [PoC2-PERF] consolidating requirement

Dear Youngae,

thank you for putting this together. My only comments would be that when the text gets finally agreed, the first bullet is moved to the 'High Level Requirements' (6.1) section of the RD. There was also a suggestion in Singapore to change the 'SHOULD' in the performance related requirements to a 'SHALL'.

Kind regards,

Indaka

-----Original Message-----
From: Youngae [mailto:youngae@LGE.COM]
Sent: 13 May 2005 05:13
To: OMA-RD-DEV@MAIL.OPENMOBILEALLIANCE.ORG
Subject: [PoC2-PERF] consolidating requirement
Hi all,

Here is the text for performance requirements, which assigned to LGE.

8.14.1 B.2.13 Performance Enhancements
· The performance requirements SHALL be better than those for PoC RD V1_0.



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 that the proposed changes to requirements are discussed and accepted. 
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