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In the recent past a lot of effort had to be spend for making the MExE specification more readable and easier to implement. This task was finished in the meantime but nothing changed. Like before UE manufacturers show very little interest in starting MExE-conform implementations although interoperable application execution environments may be seen as a key function for the mobile phone industry and are already widely deployed in the market without applying the MExE specification.

There must be reasons for the poor market relevance of MExE. It does not help to ignore the current situation and to keep on wasting time and money for cautious cosmetic improvements.

We should identify and analyse those parts of the MExE specification which offer a potential benefit. Based on such an analysis it would be easier to decide on a general way forward.

It was proposed to split the MExE specification TS 23.057 into 3 separate documents. A simple split does not solve the problem but the proposal can be used as a starting point for the required analysis of the contents as it divides the MExE specification into 3 main parts classmarks, security, download.

· Document ”23057-600-YY-security.doc”:
This document contains the security aspects. It was already proposed at TSG-T#13 to handle these aspects as part of a new Rel-6 Work Item ”MExE-independent application level security framework”. In this case we don’t need an additional security document for MExE and useful results of the MExE security work could be kept in the separate MExE-independent framework.

· Document ”23057-600-classmarks.doc”:
Except for the informative annex this document is merely a description of functions that are specified outside of 3GPP. Such a comprehensive technical description of non-3GPP features does not fit into the 3GPP scope. To keep this description would be confusing because people expect some hidden changes or extensions.
Thus the contents of this document should be deleted. If we wish to mention classmarks for a MExE then we can place simple references in an appropriate document.

· Document ”23057-600-XX-download.doc”:
This document contains generic MExE functions like User Profiles, QoS, and Charging. A closer look on the content reveals that all relevant aspects of the document can be transferred to other specifications:
- ”5.1 User Profile” can be covered by GUP
- ”5.2 Capability and content negotiation” is related to GUP, WAP UAProf, and HTTP. We could move the 3GPP-specific aspects to GUP.
- ”5.3 Provisioning and management of services” contains nothing that would be required for ensuring interoperability. Furthermore the basic ideas behind these high level aspects may be better covered outside of 3GPP by the classmark specifications or by organisations such as OMA.
- ”5.4 User control of application connections” is related to the user interface. As the user interface is out of scope for 3GPP we could delete this tiny chapter.
- ”5.5 Quality of service” is optional and may be handled in the QoS specification TS 23.107.

According to this initial evaluation there seems to be no urgent need to keep any MExE specification although MExE contains many beneficial aspects. We could incorporate all these relevant aspects into other specifications. In this way we would not loose the outcome of the MExE work.

This may be compared with VHE. Just like MExE VHE is a concept which is important but not implementable as a 3GPP specification. Therefore the VHE work was stopped. The already existing SA1 outcome was put into a TR and relevant parts were moved to GUP. A similar approach is feasible for MExE. T2 should apply the SA1 VHE approach by utilising the following steps.

( Proposal for next steps:
1) Stop the current MExE work
2) Conduct an analysis to identify beneficial parts of the MExE specification TS 23.057
Note: It must be decided for each part of the MExE specification if a deletion would endanger the market success of interoperable application execution environments. 

3) Delete all identified irrelevant parts
4) Choose the best alternative to proceed with the remaining content
Note: On a case by case basis we must clarify which organisation or new/other 3GPP Work Item would be appropriate to deal with the features.

