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1. Introduction
The goal of this document is to discuss the need or not for a profile for DIMS/RME and the implication it may have both on the marketplace and on the DIMS/RME specification.

2. Context

The DIMS/RME specification is to be finalised early 2007. Then DIMS/RME terminals will not be available before end of 2007 which means that DIMS/RME products (servers, authoring) and applications will be deployed in 2008. A reasonable timeframe to rely on a wide set of DIMS/RME terminals is 2009.
In the meantime, Rich-media applications will continue to be launched based on available solutions and will be:

· Downloaded on existing terminals.

· Ship on new terminals before the availability of the DIMS/RME specification.
The questions are: 

Does it make sense to let proprietary formats taking the market and wait for the DIMS/RME specification, or does it make sense to define a DIMS/RME profile, immediately available, and targeting today’s devices ?

We are aware of 10 different implementations of Flash like technology, 32 different proprietary implementations of vector graphic technologies. The market fragmentation is already there. 3GPP and OMA shall avoid this market fragmentation to be reinforced.

Does it make sense to multiply the cost induce by having multiples different technology implementation or is it better to provide a migration path between a lightweight profile of DIMS/RME and the full specification?

For these reasons with think the existence of a profile is relevant.

3. Profile

In both proposals for DIMS/RME Java and J2ME implementation is seen as a key factor for the success of the specification. The profile should target such implementation.
Implication of a profile on the DIMS/RME specification:

The profile does not need to be mandatory in the DIMS/RME specification and can just be informative.

The definition of the profile may have impact on the DIMS/RME specification to ensure the migration path: if some features are needed for the sake of a well scope profile, they should be part of the full specification to guaranty conformance and migrations.

Example of requirements for the profile:

· Shall be implementable on J2ME devices

· Shall be able to be provided OTA on J2ME devices. (small code size)

· Should provide as much as possible the largest common feature set with the full DIMS/RME specification.

· Other to be defined

Example of features and restriction for the profile for today’s devices:

Restriction that does not impact the feature set of DIMS/RME:

· No script engine

· No uDOM
· Mandating a Binary compression

· Other to be defined by the group

Extensions that allow to cover the DIMS/RME functional set of feature on J2ME terminals and that should be included into the DIMS/RME specification for conformance purposes:
· To be defined by the group

· Or rely on LASeR v2 mini with input from the group to MPEG

4. Conclusion:

The group to discuss this proposal and decide to:

· Define a profile in collaboration with the relevant standardisation bodies

· Reference this profile in the DIMS/RME specification

· As informative or normative

