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Recommendations

	ID
	Closed Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	2005.01.11
	1
	Section 1. states this AD describes the MLS 1.0 architecture and section 6. states the MLS 1.0 architecture is described in [23.271]. It appears section 6. is correct (since this AD does not directly describe any architecture) thus section 1. should be changed so these two statements are consistent.

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

The word “describes” in section 1 is replaced with wording not implying that complete description can be found in document.

	002
	2005.01.11
	5
	Section 5. – This section does not address the following requirement in the AD template (version 2004-02-05):

It should also describe high-level dependencies on other architectures 
     (e.g. other Architecture Documents in OMA).

To address this, enumerate this architecture’s dependencies on other enablers/specifications and for each of the dependencies include its reference (and add the reference to section 2.). If there are no such dependencies, then explicitly state so.

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

Add text clarifying MLS has no architectural dependencies.

	003
	2005.01.11
	6
	Section 6. – this section states the MLS architecture is described in [23.271] yet section 4. says the MLS V10 architecture consists of MLP, RLP and PCP. This inconsistency must be clarified, in particular must state the  relationship between [23.271] and MLP, RLP and PCP.

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

Text added in section 6 describing relation between reference point defined in [23.271] and the instantiations in MLP, RLP & PCP

	004
	2005.01.11
	2.1
	Section 2.1 – add a reference for each of the following documents: MLP 3.1, RLP 1.0, PCP 1.0

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

References added.

	005
	2005.01.11
	2.1,2.2
	Sections 2.1 and 2.2 – remove the unused references (SUPL RD, OMA-CF)

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

Reference to SUPL RD included in section 4. OMA-CF removed.

	006
	2005.01.11
	3.2
	Section 3.2 – add definitions for: Mobile Location Service (section 1.), MLS client (4.) Location Server (4.), SUPL Providers (4.), Privacy Checking Entity (4.)

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

Definitions added.

	007
	2005.01.11
	3.3
	Section 3.3 – add abbreviations for: GSM (section 4), UMTS (4.)

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

Abbreviations added.

	008
	2005.01.11
	4
	  Section 4. – regarding the following paragraph:

     The OMA Mobile Location Service V1.0 (MLS V1.0)  will benefit the industry 
     widely and not only 3GPP and more requirements are added as needed for wireless technologies besides GSM and UMTS.  While the MLS architecture 
is mostly driven by 3GPP, it should also comply with OMA’s architecture.

a) Clarify to what “more requirements are added”

b) Clarify to what “it” refers.

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

a) wording changed and example of added requirement given.

b) “It” changed to “MLS V1.0. Alternatively last sentence is removed. See ID 011.

	009
	2005.01.11
	4.3
	Section 4.3 – to clarify the scope of the requirements satisfied by this AD, add a statement such as:

    This architecture satisfies all of the requirements in [MLS RD].

Source: Nokia (Art Barstow)
	CLOSED

Text included.

	010
	2005.01.11
	4
	Section 4, para 1 says that this AD “converges all location specifications owned by OMA” but all the componentry mentioned in section 4 are derived from 3GPP material – I thought some location specifications in OMA did not come from 3GPP? If that is correct, then this AD needs some material that is not merely referenced from 3GPP.

Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
	CLOSED

The paragraph do actually say “The OMA Location WG continues the work started in LIF (Location Interoperability Forum) and, at the same time, broadens its scope and maintains and converges all location specifications owned by OMA.”  Some location specifications owned by OMA are not within the scope of MLS and are thus not referenced in this AD.

No action.

	011
	2005.01.11
	4
	Section 4, last para says “While the MLS architecture is mostly driven by 3GPP, it should
 also comply with OMA’s architecture.”  Does “should” mean that it does comply with the OSE, that you hope it complies but are not sure, or that there is a requirement that it complies (but you don’t know if it does comply).

Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
	CLOSED

Delete sentence as it does not add information or clarity.

	012
	2005.01.11
	5,5.1
	Sections 5. and 5.1 – the INVENT document does not provide any Context Model or Diagram that I can see.  I suggest that you use the diagram from your PPT presentation for the Diagram section.  The Context sections need to describe also how your enabler relates to other enablers in OMA and to the OSE.
Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
	CLOSED

Reference to ARCH INVENT removed. An architectural diagram included.

Clarified the MLS has no dependencies to other architectures. See also ID 002.

	013
	2005.01.11
	6
	Section 6 should identify what protocols and interfaces your enabler has.  It should also specify the functions performed by each component of the enabler.  If you reference 3GPP documents, please point to a particular section rather than the whole 100+ page document.

Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
	CLOSED

Included protocols have been listed.

Reference to description of components included.

	014
	2005.01.11
	6
	Please explain the component/interface that does the name translation operation.  This function looks similar to other OMA components so some “convergence” might be appropriate.

Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
	CLOSED

Explanation included by means of the reference to description of components. See ID013
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