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Open Mobile Alliance

attn. Mark Cataldo, TP chair

Mark.Cataldo@orange-ftgroup.com
18 June 2008
Liaison Statement

Dear OMA-BCAST colleagues,

In this liaison, the DVB-CBMS group discusses
· Guidance regarding OMA BCAST SCP aspects
· Progress of the Notification specification
Guidance regarding OMA BCAST SCP aspects
As communicated in our previous Liaison Statement to OMA BCAST, TM CBMS is proceeding to the adaptation of OMA BCAST SCP as is into IPDC. TM-CBMS is currently performing an in-depth analysis of OMA BCAST SCP specifications, particularly in the area of the parameters that need to be bound to IPDC ones. This is mainly in the areas of the Service Provisioning and of the instantiation of OMA BCAST SCP in the Service Guide. For this purpose, we used the latest BCAST drafts we could find.

During this analysis; TM-CBMS has identified a number of unclear areas for which we would like to request some guidance:
1. According to our understanding, both TS SPCP and TS Services mention the use of HTTPS and HTTP Digest for message authentication. Could you please clarify in which case each method is used in context of OMA BCAST Smartcard Profile?

2. DeviceID is present in Pricing Info, Service, Token Purchase, Account and Unsubscribe Requests.

For Type attribute in DeviceID element, what is the meaning of DVB DeviceID?

Can a DVB-H capable BCAST terminal have a deviceID Type set to e.g. 3GPP DeviceID (IMEI)? 
3. In the PricingInfo response, which PurchaseItem each PurchaseData fragment relates to?
4. In the PricingInfo response, both PurchaseItems and TermsOfUse are at the same level. In BCAST Service Guide TermsOfUse seem to indirectly relate to PurchaseItem fragments.

Can you clarify the relationship between TermsOfUse and PurchaseItem and PurchaseData fragments?

5. The cardinality of TermsOfUse in the Service Guide (0..N) is different to the one in PricingInfo response (0..1), meaning that it would not possible to return multiple TermsOfUse for different languages. Can you please clarify? 

6. Element Country in TermsOfUse in PricingInfo Response is defined according ISO3166-1 but Country in TermsOfUse in the Service Guide is defined according to ITU-MNC. Can you indicate whether there is any inconsistency?

7. In Service Request, what TermsOfUse the Id of UserConsentAnswer relates to, considering that there is no TermsOfUse element in PurchaseItem fragment?
8. What is the expected BSM behaviour when user’s answer to TermsOfUse is semantically “no” in the Service Request?

9. In the Service element of Service Request, what is the semantics of the Notification attribute with regards to Notification delivery over broadcast bearer?

10. Several places have been identified where the ProtectionKeyID is instantiated in the Service Guide. Since ProtectionKeyID elements in the Service Guide must not be used for requesting SEKs/PEKs, can you clarify the intended use?

11. In context of Service Request, how LTKMs requested via ProtectionKeyID relate to PurchaseItem elements and PurchaseDataReference elements?

12. How the status codes related to LTKMs requested via ProtectionKeyID are represented in the Service Response?

13. In Service Request, are ProtectionKeyID values coming from the Service Guide or from the recorded STKMs?
14. Data types of the ProtectionKeyID element in the Service Guide (base64binary) in the Service Request (unsigned long) do not match.
15. In the TokenPurchase Request, which value should be used for the PermissionIssuerURI? How the terminal can determine that the BSM does not grant tokens?
16. In the Access fragment, when BDS type is “IPDC over DVB-H”, could MBMS USBD be used to provide session descriptions?
Since TM-CBMS is currently working towards the integration of OMA BCAST SCP in IPDC, we would be grateful OMA BCAST could answer as many questions as possible at your earliest convenience, or at least provide some indication of the expected resolution if bug fixing is required.

Progress of the Notification specification
We further on are glad to inform you that we have finalized the Notification specification, which has been approved by the DVB-Technical Module and after verification by the Commercial Module and Steerring Board (June 24) is planned be published as DVB BlueBook and later on ETSI Technical Specification. We attach the final version of this document for your information and replacement of the version communicated in a former Liaison Statement.
Kind regards,

Georges Martinez

DVB CBMS Chair 
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