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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution presents the rationale that has led to the submission of changes requests to make the Broadcast Roaming and Notification functions optional for both the Network and the Terminal, namely:

· OMA-BCAST-2008-0355-CR_Roaming_optional_for_terminal_in_Services

· OMA-BCAST-2008-0356-CR_Roaming_optional_for_terminals_in_SG

· OMA-BCAST-2008-0357-Notification_optional_in_Services

· OMA-BCAST-2008-0358-Notification_optional_in_SG

· OMA-BCAST-2008-0359-CR_Roaming_and_Notification_optional_in_ETR

This contribution mentions information from BCAST TestFest reports and analysis documents. These reports being confidential documents, this contribution is made OMA Confidential so as to protect the interest of OMA members.
R01: adding co-signers (no other changes)
2 Summary of Contribution

The contribution details the rationale for each function and provides a conclusion.

3 Detailed Proposal

Consecutive to the announcement in BCAST WG that the Chicago meeting was the final meeting for BCAST 1.0 maintenance before approval, proponents of this contribution have analyzed the status of both the Broadcast Roaming and Notification functions. The results are as follow:

Broadcast Roaming function

TestFest reports and analysis document for BCAST show that:

· Broadcast Roaming has never been mentioned or passed as any test case in any TestFest so far (see OMA-IOP-BRO-2008-0072-BCAST10_Enabler_Test_Report_TestFest_23, OMA-IOP-BRO-2008-0016-TestFest_22_Enabler_Test_Report_BCAST_10, OMA-IOP-BRO-2007-0276-TF21_BCAST_Enabler_Test_Report, OMA-IOP-BRO-2007-0249-TF_20.5_BCAST_Enabler_Test_Report)
· in fact, Broadcast Roaming has never been mentioned as a supported category neither for servers nor clients (see OMA-IOP-BRO-2008-0070-INP_TestFest_23_Analysis_Results_BCAST_v1_0_Madrid_Apr08)
· There is one test case for Broadcast Roaming in the client conformance and interoperability ETS for BCAST (OMA-ETS-BCAST_CON_Client-V1_0-20080707-C, OMA-ETS-BCAST_INT-V1_0-20080707-D), but it was obviously never passed.

Furthermore, a number of technical issues have been found with the Broadcast roaming functions. Those relate to:

· Transport of RoamingRule message and their scoping between the Home and Visited BSM

· BSM-to-BSM message exchange and semantic of the <GlobalPurchaseId> element in the RoamingService Response

· Absence of error management framework

· Scoping issues with the <BSMSelectorId> as well as fragment identifiers in the context of roaming.

· Inability for the Terminal to know the URL of the Home BSM in a roaming situation.

Further details of these issues can be found in document OMA-BCAST-2008-0361.

Notification function

TestFest reports and analysis document for BCAST show that:

· Notification has never been mentioned or passed as any test case in any TestFest so far (see OMA-IOP-BRO-2008-0072-BCAST10_Enabler_Test_Report_TestFest_23, OMA-IOP-BRO-2008-0016-TestFest_22_Enabler_Test_Report_BCAST_10, OMA-IOP-BRO-2007-0276-TF21_BCAST_Enabler_Test_Report, OMA-IOP-BRO-2007-0249-TF_20.5_BCAST_Enabler_Test_Report)

· Notification has been mentioned once, in TF 22, as supported by one client. Apart from that, no other server or terminal has been supporting Notification from TF 20.5 to TF 23 (see OMA-IOP-BRO-2008-0070-INP_TestFest_23_Analysis_Results_BCAST_v1_0_Madrid_Apr08).
Furthermore, several technical issues have also been found with the Notification function. Those relate to:

· Inability of the Network to scope the Notification messages to the Service Guide that has been bootstrapped by the Terminal

· Recursive declaration of general Notification sessions via the SGDD

· Notification messages signalling Service Guide update

· Relationship of the Notification message with a service via the <IDref> element

· Unreliability of the Notification delivery mechanisms on the Broadcast Channel

· Lack of specification for notification delivery over the Interaction Channel, both at transport and provisioning level

· Mixes between the transport and presentation layer, and absence of presentation rules for the elements that have been defined in the Notification.

· Some <eventType> values not being in the correct category, or underspecified. Possibility of a contradiction between the <eventType> and the <notificationType> attribute.

· Lack of specification for delivery of objects related to the Notification message via the Interaction Channel

· Problems with file delivery of objects related to the Notification in case of both FLUTE and ALC delivery

· Lack of specification for streams related to the Notification message

· Lack of specification for the expected instantiation of the Notification data model in order to support the use cases identified in the specification

Further details of these issues can be found in document OMA-BCAST-2008-0361.

Conclusion

The analysis has shown that both the Broadcast Roaming and the Notification functions are in a situation were several technical issues remain while testing has not started. It is certain that both those functions will generate a lot of Problem Reports in future TestFests. Thus, interoperability of the Broadcast Roaming and Notification function is far from being guaranteed at this stage.. Their status with regard to testing makes it very unlikely that this situation will change before approval of BCAST 1.0 occurs. This situation makes it highly questionable whether the Broadcast Roaming and Notification functions can be validated as part of BCAST 1.0 approval without further testing and debugging.

Acknowledging the strong interest toward rapid approval of the BCAST 1.0 enabler, proponents of this contribution propose to make both the Broadcast Roaming and Notification functions optional for both terminals and servers so as to permit such approval in the best timeline possible.

Under this proposal, it is understood that these functions remain part of the BCAST enabler so as to permit future testing as well as corrections, enhancements, and usage in the future release of the enabler, BCAST 1.1.

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

The BCAST group is strongly recommended to consider the arguments put forth in this contribution and agree to make both the Broadcast Roaming and Notification functions optional in BCAST.
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