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1 Introduction
There are two IPTV architectures in FG IPTV-DOC-0062e.doc, one is  high Level Architecture in Figure 8-2 and another is architecture framework in Figure 8-3. In this contribution, we will give some comparison between 8-2 and Figure 8-3 in order to find some common ground of these two solutions.
2 Discussion
According to the comparison, we can find that function groups like End System and Customer, IP Transport and Network, are just the same, while the other groups including Content Provision and Content Provider, IPTV System Management & Security and OSS/BSS are very similar. 

However, the major difference is between the IPTV Control function(Figure 8-2) and the Application/Service Component(Figure 8-3).
IPTV Control functions are responsible to IPTV service preparation control as well as service offering control. From the description in IPTV-DOC-0062e.doc, we can give the corresponding equivalent between Figure 8-1 and Figure 8-3 as following:
· Service Provisioning Control((IPTV Control in Service Component
· Service Navigation((IPG Server in Application Component
· Authentication and Authorization((partly)(IPTV Subscriber Management in Application Component
· Right Management Proxy((DRM Server in Application Component
· Content Profile((Content Preperation in Application Component
· Service Profile((IPTV Subscriber Management in Application Component
· User Profile((User Profile Functions in Service Component
Based on the above analysis, we can see that there are the same functions contained in Figure 8-2 or Figure 8-3 and described in different ways. For more clear describing, we can divide the IPTV Control in Figure 8-2 into two component just like those in Figure 8-3. So “Service Navigation”, “Authentication and Authorization”, “Right Management Proxy” and “Content Profile” can be contained in Application Component and “Service Provisioning Control”, “Service Profile” and “User Profile” can be contained in Service Component.
3 proposal
It is proposed to thoroughly discuss the difference between the Figure 8-2 and Figure 8-3, then converging the Figure 8-2 and Figure 8-3 to a uniform style,  which is proposed in our other contribution, titled “Proposed Modification to Figure 8-1 and 8-2 of FG IPTV-DOC-0062”.
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