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1. Introduction

As part of the ongoing work on UEM it was decided in Phoenix to perform a gap-analysis between UEM and OMA DevMan.  The OMA Device Management Requirements specification is based on a number of marketing use cases most of which are based collection and/or modification of data in the “device”.  For our purposes this can be considered to be the UE.  As a start to the gap-analysis we have conducted a review of the OMA use cases in OMA DevMan OMA-REQ-DevMngmt-V1.0-020030324-D v1.0 (Doc no OMA-REQ-2003-0197R2- DevMngmt-V1.0-020030324-D)
.  and how the UEM capabilities in TS32.150 v0.0.1 (S5-022432 32150 v0.0.1_Wien_Edits.doc) can be used to fulfil them.  For Release 6 UEM is directed towards the three capabilities :

· UE Configuration Query

· UE Reconfiguration

· Remote UE Diagnostics

2. Presentation

The comparison is shown in the attached Excel spread sheet.  Column 1 is the UEM Capability, Column 2 is the DevMan use case that can be supported by the capabilities.  Column 3 contains pertinent notes.

2.1 Fault Reporting

The current usage of the capabilities in 32.150 pertain only to fault reporting, ie all capabilities require the user to report a fault.  The applicability of the capabilities can be considerably expanded if this is removed, ie the capabilities are made more generic.  The Configuration Query and Reconfiguration can then cater for many of the use cases in OMA Device Management.

2.2 User Interaction

The Reconfiguration and Diagnostics capabilities require that the user agrees to the reconfiguration or to run the diagnostic.  This is not always necessary, eg  an operator may wish to obtain QoS information from the device.  The agreement should be made optional.  TS 32.150 should also take note of regulatory requirements regarding privacy in this context.

3. Conclusion

It is proposed that the recommendations in 2.1 and 2.2 above are incorporated into TS32.150.  

� Available at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/member/technicalPlenary/requirements/meetings/OMA-Req11_HongKong_2003Mar31-Apr03/
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