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1. Scope
(Informative)

<< Briefly describe the scope of the enabler.  Include an explanation of how this architecture relates to Open Mobile Alliance Activity.  If it adds clarity, also describe what is not in the scope of this architecture.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

2. References

The policy for reference lists is:

1.
OMA documents listed should have at least one approved version – draft-only docs should not be referenced.  Exception exists for documents that will be approved with or after the referenced doc is approved (may be part of same enabler package).  In short – approved docs should not reference unapproved docs.

2.
When a reference is made to an OMA specification, then Open Mobile Alliance with the TM symbol (™) should be used in the description.

3.
The name + version (no date) for OMA specifications are generally sufficient – dates should be used only if there is a specific reason to limit the usage.

4.
For references to WAP Forum docs, dates should not be included as DID's for the old WAP Forum specifications are enough and the reference description should refer to WAP Forum™.

5.
References to other affiliate docs should similarly provide sufficient information to uniquely determine the needed document and should provide the appropriate source information.

6.
The URL for OMA material (new OMA and affiliate) should always be http://www.openmobilealliance.org (an exception is OMNA that is reached through http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/omna)

Models to use


[REFLABEL]
<General Model> “Ref Title”, Ref information (source, date, id),
URL:http//<ref-source>/ 


[OMADOC]
<OMA Model> “OMA Document Title”, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA‑<docname>{‑<version>}, URL:http//www.openmobilealliance.org/ 

If there are no entries in the table – enter ‘none’ to be clear.
DELETE THIS COMMENT

2.1 Normative References

	[RFC2119]
	“Key words for use in RFCs to Indicate Requirement Levels”, S. Bradner, March 1997, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2119.txt

	[@@@-RD]
	“@@@ Requirements”, Open Mobile Alliance, OMA-RD_@@@-Vx_y, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ 

	
	

	
	<< Add/Remove reference rows as needed! >>


2.2 Informative References

	[ARCH-INVENT]
	“Inventory of Existing Architectures in OMA”, <doc ref>, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[ARCH-PRINC]
	“OMA Architecture Principles”, <doc ref>, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[ARCH-REVIEW]
	“OMA Architecture Review Process”, <doc ref>, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[OMA-DICT]
	“OMA Dictionary”, <doc ref>,URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[OMA-CF]
	“OMA Common Functions”, <doc ref>, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[@@@-UC]
	“@@@ Use Cases”, <doc ref>, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	
	

	
	<< Add/Remove reference rows as needed! >>


3. Terminology and Conventions

3.1 Conventions

The key words “MUST”, “MUST NOT”, “REQUIRED”, “SHALL”, “SHALL NOT”, “SHOULD”, “SHOULD NOT”, “RECOMMENDED”, “MAY”, and “OPTIONAL” in this document are to be interpreted as described in [RFC2119].

All sections and appendixes, except “Scope” and “Introduction”, are normative, unless they are explicitly indicated to be informative.

<<The Architecture Document is assumed to contain normative material and is expected to use the previous two paragraphs, if not (is it really an AD?), replace it with the following paragraph.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

This is an informative document, which is not intended to provide testable requirements to implementations.

<<If needed, describe or declare using appropriate normative references the additional conventions that are used.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

3.2 Definitions

<< Add definitions in new rows of the following table as needed.  Delete all definitions that are not used in the document.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

	
	

	
	

	Context Model
	A model that identifies all contextual items relevant to understanding architecture.

	Interface
	See [OMA-DICT].

	Reference Point
	See [OMA-DICT].

	
	

	
	


3.3 Abbreviations

<< Add abbreviations as needed to the following table.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

	OMA
	Open Mobile Alliance

	xxx
	xxx

	
	


4. Introduction
(Informative)

<< Describe the high level architecture of the enabler.  From a market perspective, this section should answer the following questions (in prose):

What are the major components of the architecture of this enabler?
What problems does this architecture solve?

How does this architecture relate to the OSE?
DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

4.1 Target Audience

The target audience for this document includes but is not limited to the following:

· The Working Group(s) that will create specifications based on this subject matter

· Working Groups that need to understand the architecture of this subject matter

· Architecture Working Group (e.g. during Architecture Reviews as defined in [ARCH-REVIEW], to determine compliance of [ARCH-PRINC], etc.)

· Interoperability Working Group (e.g. for early analysis of interoperability requirements)
· 
<< Specify any other target audience(s) for this subject matter.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

4.2 Use Cases


<< Identify the Use Cases from the RD that are NOT covered by the architecture.    DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

4.3 Requirements

<< [NOTE: the reader of this section should be able to clearly identify those requirements that are met or satisfied and those that are NOT met or satisfied]

Identify the Requirements Document(s) on which this architecture is based.  


List all of the Requirements in the identified Requirements Document(s) that are NOT satisfied by this architecture.  
Add all references to Requirement Documents to section 2. 

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



<JC> 
I rather support the idea of being explicit with requirements supported, and those not supported (both situations). Considering them supported if nothing is said, makes no difference between “req. fulfilled” and simply “req. not checked”. I prefer to state clearly that req. has been checked and considered fulfilled. Reqs. not “marked” should be considered as “fulfilment pending”.
The table: why delete it?  It seems useful to me. It’s a good tool to have a glance at the current situation of reqs. fulfilment, and the roadmap for them to be completely fulfilled (phases).

</JC>
4.4 Planned Phases

<< Specify where this architecture is within the projected phases (e.g. phase 1.0, phase 2.0, etc.).  If the current phase is greater than phase 1.0, briefly describe how this version of the architecture differs from the previous version.  It may be appropriate to include a separate sub-section for the various phases.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

5. Logical Model
(Informative)

<< [NOTE: A reader of this section should be able to clearly understand how the architecture that is the subject of this document relates to other enablers within OMA.]  

This section defines the Logical Model of the subject matter.  The model identifies all of the concepts, terms, relationships and logical entities that are relevant to understanding the subject matter from an external point of view.  
This section should specify the functions provided by the subject matter.  It should also describe high-level dependencies on other enablers.

Note that the logical model itself may not actually exist in a real world instantiation of the subject matter but is helpful in understanding the subject matter from a logical perspective. 



DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

5.1 Logical Diagram

<< Include one or more diagrams that depict the Logical entities of the subject matter.  
Diagrams in this section should contain Logical entities only and not specify Physical entities.

(sometimes a terminal will have to be depicted, which is a physical entity).
The text in this section should identify and explain all entities in the diagrams.  


The text should also identify the external entities on which this architecture depends.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>
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Figure 1: Example Figure – This Label Is Listed in Table of Figures



<JC> I support using the GM figure that appears in contribution 309, it’s quite illustrative </JC>
5.2 


 Why delete this?
<JC> I believe this section is quite useful, and I wouldn’t like it to be deleted.  Sequence diagrams/interactions between elements, etc. are a good tool to understand architectures and to make sure interoperability later on
</JC>
6. 




<JC>

Here, I like more the approach followed by contribution 309, with the Arch. diagram (chap. 6) and the rest of subchapters, than this proposal.

One caveat: Why deleting the system/sub-system approach? I believe it’s just a matter of “granularity”. When outlining an architecture diagram, you tend to need divisions and subdivision (be it system and subsystems, or function and subfunctions). It’s just a matter og organization/classification of functions. If we change from system to function, I would support also giving the AD writers the possibility of decomposing functions into subfunctions. Or are we rather proposing here to leave it at the editor’s will?
Another caveat: Again, I believe the subsystem collaborations (section 5.3 here), with the sequence diagrams, would help in better understanding the design and ensuring IOP. I don’t know why we should delete it ()
</JC>
6.1 System Descriptions

<< This section describes all of the major elements in the architecture.  For each element, identify its function and whatever interfaces will be defined.
DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

6.1.1 <System …>






6.1.1.1 
<< Each system’s description must include at least the following information:

Name

Description

Responsibility (e.g. what does the system do/perform)

Each system identified above must have at least one external interface.  Each of these external interfaces should be described in this section.  The interfaces must be described in a language-independent way as required by [ARCH-PRINC].  

Each interface should include at least the following information:

Name

Description

Systems in this Architectural Model and/or actors in the Context Model that will use the interface 

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

6.2 

Appendix A. Change History
(Informative)

<< The following is a model of a revision table.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

A.1 Approved Version History

	Reference
	Date
	Description

	n/a
	n/a
	No prior version –or- No previous version within OMA

	OMA-xxyyz-V1_0-20021001-A
	01 Oct 2002
	Initial document to address the basic starting point

   Ref TP Doc# OMA-TP-2002-1234-xxyyzForApproval

	OMA-xxyyz-V1_1-20030405-A
	05 Apr 2003
	description of changed

   Ref TP Doc# OMA-TP-2003-0321-xxyyzV1_1forApproval

	
	
	


A.2 Draft/Candidate Version <current version> History

<< This section is available in pre-approved versions – it should be removed in the actual approved versions.  DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

	Document Identifier
	Date
	Sections
	Description

	Draft Versions

OMA-xxyyz-V1_2
	30 Jun 2003
	3.2, 8.2, 11.4, App A
	Incorporates input to committee:

   OMA-XY-2003-0053-CR_SpellingCorrections

   OMA-XY-2003-0098-CR_AddSectionOnPeanutButter

	
	12 Aug 2003
	9.2.2.2, 11.3
	Incorporates input to committee:

   OMA-XY-2003-0101R2-CR_ImproveJellyReferences

	Candidate Version

OMA-xxyyz-V1_2
	16 Sep 2003
	n/a
	Status changed to Candidate by TP

   TP ref # OMA-TP-2003-0abc-CandidateRequest_xxyyz_V1_2

	Draft Version

OMA-xxyyz-V1_2
	24 Sep 2003
	6.8
	Status changed to Draft (demoted) to address important class 1 CR

   OMA-XY-2003-0172-CR_AddSectionOnJellyGoesOnTop

	Candidate Versions

OMA-xxyyz-V1_2
	13 Nov 2003
	n/a
	Status changed to Candidate by TP

   TP ref # OMA-TP-2003-0def-CandidateRequest_xxyyz_V1_2_again

	
	21 Dec 2003
	4.2, 6.3
	Minor CR to address interpretation of bread references

   OMA-XY-2003-0205-CR_SlicedBreadClarification

Notice sent to TP of minor update

   TP ref # OMA-TP-2003-0ghi-CandidateUpdateNotice_xxyyz_V1_2

	
	12 Jan 2004
	4.2, 6.6
	Minor CR to cover cases where knife not available

   OMA-XY-2004-0012-CR_SpreadingWithoutKnife

Notice sent to TP of minor update

   TP ref # OMA-TP-2004-0jkl-CandidateUpdateNotice_xxyyz_V1_2


Appendix B. <Additional Information>

If needed, add annex to provide additional information to support the document.  In general, this information should be informative, as normative material should be contained in the primary body of the document.

Note that the styles for the headers in the appendix (App1, App2, App3) are different than the main body.  The use below is intended to validate the styles to be used.  Remove if not needed.

DELETE THIS COMMENT

B.1 App Headers

<More text>

B.1.1 More Headers







�I think we should use wording similar to Art's section 4.3 (that let's document specify what is or is not covered).


�I think we should use Art's wording for this section.  


�no need to reference CF – if the enabler reuses other enablers (which are what CFs are), then this will be shown as part of relationship to rest of OSE


�we should use the GM picture rather than this figure 1
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