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3GPP TSG-T2 and 3GPP2 TSG-X MMS Ad hoc Joint Discussions – May 13, 2003

Nadia, 3GPP2 MMS Ad Hoc Chair welcomed everyone, and thanked both groups for participating.

Introductions were made by all attending.

Ian, 3GPP T2 Chair, provided opening remarks, noting the need and desire for both groups to insure that interoperability was maintained between the two sets of standards. Also notes OMA as a third element involved.

Openwave presentation 1: 

capturing their view of the current status between the two sets of standards. Noting they are basically compatible, but a process needs to be agreed to insure compatibility is maintained as they evolve.

Notes that the 3GPP2 specification is organized differently, with multiple parts. Highlights importance of MM4 and MM7 for inter-working. The table presented did not include X.S0016-310 (OMA MM1) and X.S0016-311 (M-IMAP MM1). A question regarding a spec comparable to 26.140 was raised. It was noted that TSG-C is developing C.P0045 for the MMS File Formats specification. 

Openwave proposes that 3GPP T2 should re-organize their specifications also.

Alignment requires end-to-end features (delivery reports, read-reply reports, etc). Notes MM3 needs to be better specified. Question raised regarding whether 3GPP2 has an MM3 specification. It was noted that a current contribution proposes this, but has not been finalized at this time. Suggests that an expert group may be useful for MM7. Suggests that ongoing discussions should be regularly engaged in between the two groups.

T2 chair agrees with the goal of continued communication, and liaison requirements should be ongoing, not just once or twice a year face to face. Noting that CRs accepted in T2 could have impacts to 3GPP2. Believes that serialization of CR acceptance is not workable. Will assess CRs and liaise them to 3GPP2 as needed. 

Openwave presentation 2: 

More detailed view of current specification status.

Question on whether 3GPP2 specifications are available. Noted that the specifications are on the 3GPP2 web site, and contributions are on the ftp site. Question on the extent of alignment. It was noted that except for 311, there is good alignment, compared to 5.3.0. There are many CRs for Release 6 (mostly stage 2 material). Question on the SIP based MM1. Noted it is still in drafting status. It was further noted that OMA Requirements has begun developing requirements for MMS that may be common to both 3GPP and 3GPP2. 

Discussion: 

Question on whether it would make sense to have a common set of MMS specs, jointly developed. Openwave notes they have proposed to SA to delegate other MMS stage 3 material to OMA. Believes that this is the best forward looking procedure. Nadia says this is an interesting suggestion, and would need to be considered by all involved parties.

Question on the current status of 3GPP2 – OMA discussions. This is still being studied by the 3GPP2 TSG-S and Steering Committee. There is a belief that some form of relationship will be approved by the Steering Committee next week. Question on current status of 3GPP – OMA. There is an existing liaison relationship. Question on whether the 3GPP2 relationship will be more than a liaison. It hasn’t been approved, but will probably be a liaison nature. 

Ian says this is a large question, and requires a lot of debate, but we should focus on how these two groups can insure working together. Suggests starting with Release 6 work in progress (target completion 12/03 – 3/04). Question on whether there is an activity following CRs developed in 3GPP. Nadia notes that the 3GPP2 specifications were just recently published, so there has not been time to go into the next phase. Nadia does note that during the development, 3GPP2 did keep up with CRs. 3GPP T2 offers to liaise CRs after each meeting.  There was a suggestion to have material flow both ways following each meeting. Given the 3GPP2 development process, CRs can not be incorporated individually, but would need to be periodically collected and incorporated. 

Openwave asks whether there is any willingness to re-organize the 3GPP documents along the lines of the 3GPP2 documents. And even delegate these stage 3s to other expert bodies. There was some support expressed for delegating to OMA, and taking advantage of the Interoperability activities that take place in OMA. Openwave suggests that MM4 is the highest priority for interoperability, possibly for Release 6. Ian notes that Release 6 is well on the way, and the plan is for T2 to deliver Release 6. After Release 6, is a more open question. There was some concern expressed by 3GPP2 parties that it may be premature to delegate stage 3 to another group, such as OMA. This is a more desirable long term approach. 

Discussion on Potential Interoperability Issues:

It was noted that there is no IOT specification for MM4, and how that should be pursued. Also noted that address resolution could be an interoperability issue between the two, due to different queries (e.g. MAP query, ENUM). It was suggested that possibly GSMA and CDG should investigate ENUM, or evaluate comparable mechanisms to a MAP query. Also raised potential Codec inter-working issues. Stage 2 functions are essential to maintain alignment. It was noted that there may be some differences in content adaptation support or terminal capability negotiation support. There may also be subsets, for example, of SMIL capabilities. There was some discussion regarding the true extent of some of these issues, but no clear agreement. 

A further note was raised regarding media formats, and the fact that the groups that develop those specifications for both 3GPP and 3GPP2 are not present at this discussion. This was identified as possibly a more likely area for OMA delegation than some of the MM4 interfaces. It was noted that the newest OMA Conformance document will be based on both the 3GPP and 3GPP2 media format specifications. 

3GPP needs a more thorough dialog to occur in looking at the post Release 6 developments, and where OMA fits into the longer term picture. 3GPP2 should also engage in this activity. 

Question raised on why MM3 is listed as an interop issue. Openwave noted this is more an issue of subscriber experience than direct interop. Question on why reply-charging was listed. 3GPP noted it was left out initially due to lack of resources, but should be included someday. It was noted that if there are differences in SMIL, that should be added to the interop list. It was suggested that there should be a prioritization of these potential issues, and take them from the most critical first (e.g. MM4 and media formats). Fairly extensive discussion on the impacts of address resolution. 

It was proposed that a joint mailing list be established to share thoughts on these topics. Qualcomm offered to establish a mailing list for this purpose. There was some concern expressed whether this has any organizational issues (i.e. processes, ipr, etc). It was also suggested that this could be setup under an IETF umbrella. 
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