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	ID
	Open Date
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	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008-11-30
	E
	1.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
2nd paragraph, last sentence: Introduce C&PR abbreviation when first time mentioning the full text.

Proposed Change:
When contextualization and/or personalization information needs to be accessed by MobAd Enabler from external Contextualization and Personalization Resources (C&PR) within the SP domain, interfaces exposed by those resources may be re-used by the MobAd Enabler implementation.
	

	A002
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Missing informative ref. For DRM

Proposed Change:

	

	A003
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Missing informative reference for DCD
Proposed Change:
R
	

	A004
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Missing informative reference to BCAST

Proposed Change:
R
	

	A005
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Missing informative reference to 3GPP CBS

Proposed Change:
R
	

	A006
	2008-11-30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
DCD 

Proposed Change:
Replace meaning with: “ Dynamic Content Delivery”
	

	A007
	2008-11-30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
BCAST

Proposed Change:
Replace the meaning with: “Mobile Broadcast Services”
	

	A008
	2008-11-30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

MobAd

Proposed Change:
Replace meaning with: “Mobile Advertising”
	

	A009
	2008-11-30
	T
	4.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Second paragraph, 2nd bullet: offline is not addressed in the AD, and it also seems to be out-of-context here.

Proposed Change:
Functional distribution and Ad App and SP App support.
	

	A010
	2008-11-30
	E
	4.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Second paragraph, 2nd bullet – spaces missing between Ad & App, resp. between SP and App.

Proposed Change:
Introduce spaces: Ad App, SP App. And search the entire document, including figures to fix consistently.
	

	A011
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
1st paragraph, missing “and” instead of “,”. 
Proposed Change:
… and handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data.
	

	A012
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

1st bullet, ”processing” instead of “process”. 
Proposed Change:
Processing data from …
Note: a consistent use of use of verbs tense should be applied to all bullets in the “functions” (e.g. “selecting Ads” instead of “Selection of Ads”, “delivering” instead of “deliver”, etc)
	

	A013
	2008.11.22
	T
	5.3 & 5.3.1.1.2 & 5.3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0285-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_Nov22_ALU.doc
Comment:
Delivery of Ads to SP App triggered by Ad Server (i.e. Ads that are not sent in an immediate synchronous response following an Ad request from the SP App) is currently not defined/supported in the AD.

Issues with this may involve definition of interfaces, as well as other text in the 5.3 section.

For example, in 5.3.1.1.2 details are missing wrt delivery mechanisms used for delivery of Ads to SP App, but are present for delivery of Ads to Ad Engine:

“The Ad Delivery function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):
· …

· Interfacing with underlying pull, push and broadcast delivery mechanisms/bearers for Ad delivery to Ad Engine.
· …
Also, RD sentence: “MobAd Enabler can make usage of a variety of advertisement delivery methods, (e.g. pull, push and broadcast delivery).” is indicative of the desire to use various delivery methods whenever possible – to support different SP business/deployment models.

Finally, requirements DELV-007, DELV-001, DELV-002, FUNC-006 and FUNC-009 are indicative of the market need to support of a broad range of delivery mechanisms, and not particular to any delivery method use, and they are equally broad for both delivery to Ad Engine and SP App. 

Proposed Change:

Optional support of additional methods of delivering Ads to SP App in addition to the mandatory  “pull” method. A proposed resolution is 257R01, and an informative presentation is 284 (please review 284 before reviewing 257R01). 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A014
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
“Deliver” bullet may now imply that only references or status may be returned, but not the media itself. 

Proposed Change:
Add a 1st sub-bullet reading:

Provide the Ad/Ad Campaign media content, or
	

	A015
	2008.11.22
	T
	5.3 & 5.3.1.1.4 & 5.3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0285-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_Nov22_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Unaddressed requirements FUNC-030, PECO-011, FUNC-001, PRIV-001. Also, while data management function description exists in section 5.3.1.1.4 (see below) there is NO interface through which data to be managed can be configured/retrieved to/from Ad Server (and this data originates OUTSIDE the Ad Server, while Ad Server is supposed to use it during processing). Current text 5.3.1.1.4 reads:

The User / Service Data Management function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

· Manage user context data.

· Manage MobAd enabler service-related data.

· Create and select groups.

· Create Ad Channels.

· Manage Ads and Ad metadata.

Proposed Change:
Introduce a data mgmt interface that supports different types of data schemas to be requested to be configured/retrieved. A proposed resolution exists in document 256R01.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	A016
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

5.3.2 and 5.3.3.3 are Informative sub-sections inside a normative section (5), which is not recommended as per ARC AD Best Practices (see section 5.1 of AD BP)

Proposed Change:
Create a new section 6 titled “Architectural Model Relevant Information (Informative) to describe all informative architecture information (with 6.1 “Other relevant functional components” and with 6.2 “Other Relevant Interfaces”) and move section 5.3.2 to new 6.1, and 5.3.3.3 to new 6.2).

If this is agreed, then we can also remove all the (Normative) indication on all sub-sections of 5, since that becomes an entirely normative section. And we can remove all the (Informative) indication in all sub-section of new section 6, as long as we indicate that 6 is (Informative).
	

	A017
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Ads/Ad campaign deletion should not be in bold.

Proposed Change:
Change to regular font.
	

	A018
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
First sentence says nothing different than the 2nd sentence (which expresses it better). Combine the first 2 sentences.
Proposed Change:
MobAd-1 is an interface exposed by the Ad Engine. 
	

	A019
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Separate the statement about interface being exposed, from its usage by SP App. 

Proposed Change:
MobAd-2 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server. The SP App uses this interface to submit an Ad Request message with some parameters, as well as to report metrics data.
	

	A020
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
2nd sentence - missing “s” in “use”

Proposed Change:
The Ad Server uses this interface to provide an Ad Response to the SP App, which includes Ads and their associated Ads identifiers.
	

	A021
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
No need for : after e.g.
Proposed Change:
Last brackets – remove “:” after “e.g.”
	

	A022
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

First sentence says nothing different than the 2nd sentence (which expresses it better). Combine the first 2 sentences.
Proposed Change:
MobAd-3 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server.
	

	A023
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
No need for : after e.g.
Proposed Change:
Last brackets – remove “:” after “e.g.” 
	

	A024
	2008-12-03
	T
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc

Comment: 

To suggest using security mechanisms defined in [OMA SEC_CF] for authentication/authorization between Ad App and Ad Engine if SP has such special requirements.
Proposed Change:
· The entities (such as SP App, Ad App) which report metrics data should be authenticated and authorized., but t The chosen authentication/authorization mechanisms for Ad App can refer to [OMA SEC_CF]. But the authentication/authorization mechanisms for SP App are out-of-scope for the MobAd Enabler specification. 
· SP App is considered to be an application deployed by the Service Provider in its Service Provider domain. As such, it is considered a trusted application. Whether the SP requires special authentication/authorization mechanisms between SP App and MobAd Enabler Ad Server is an implementation and deployment consideration, subject to specific Service Provider security policies. 
· Ad App is considered to be a trusted application deployed on a device belonging to a subscriber. Whether the SP requires special authentication/authorization mechanisms on the device between the Ad App and the Ad Engine is an implementation and deployment consideration, subject to specific Service Provider security policies. If the SP requires special authentication/authorization between Ad App and Ad Engine, related mechanisms can refer to [OMA SEC_CF].


	

	A025
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Extraneous bullet towards the end of the section, just before last sentence in the section.
Proposed Change:
Remove the empty bullet.
	

	A026
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Last 2 sentences need updates to match flows numbering. Also a typo (desribed instead of described) in the last sentence.

Proposed Change:
The detailed call flows are described in sections from B.1 to B.10.

The high-level end-to-end call flows are described in sections from B.11 to B.14.
	

	A027
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
General comment for flow figures consistency:

 Vertical “time” lines under each “box” should not switch from solid to dashed lines inconsistently. They have no implication of normative or optional nature, so they should be all represented uniformly, regardless of under which box they are.  

Proposed Change:
Use vertical solid lines only in all flows.
	

	A028
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Different line style used.


Proposed Change:
Use the same line width, arrow style, dash style, etc across all figures.
	

	A029
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Different box labels style (e.g. not always the same as in AD diagram; sometimes underlined)

Proposed Change:
Use only not component names as in the AD diagram.
	

	A030
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Not all steps are labeled, and step numbers on figures are either sometimes missing, or are represented in different styles.

Proposed Change:
Label all steps and include step numbers on all step labels in the figures, and remove them elsewhere in the figure.

OR

Label all steps and remove them from the labels of the steps, and include them everywhere as inside separate little circles (or any other convention).
	

	A031
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Considering adding legend with representation conventions. The two more important conventions to use consistently are the notion of “optional step” (we chose to use a dotted line for that), and the notion of a bi-directional arrow (we chose to use this to indicate a bidirectional exchange … but may be we need to revisit that convention). 

Proposed Change:
Add a legend to each flow, or maybe only to the 1st flow in the detailed flows, and the 1st flow in the end-to-end flows (the latter only if the conventions are different).
	

	A032
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Figure captions are occasionally misaligned. 
Proposed Change:
Center all figure captions.
	

	A033
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Note w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note: The complete list of parameters will be addressed in TS phase.
	

	A034
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Note 1 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 1: The format of the SP App Identifier  will be addressed in TS phase.
	

	A035
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Note 3 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 3: The notion of passing additional context information from SP App to Ad Server, as well as the mechanism for doing so will be addressed in TS phase.
	

	A036
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Note 4 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 4: The additional information passed from SP App to Ad Server in the Ad Request will be addressed in TS phase.
	

	A037
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Note 5 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 5: The additional information passed from Ad Server to SP App in the Ad Response will be addressed in TS phase.
	

	A038
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.13
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

C&PR box needs to be consistently represented in the figures (not grayed out in this flow).
Proposed Change:
Gray out the C&PR box.
	

	A039
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.14
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

“This is an optional functionality” is not a correct statement, since flows should not indicate functionality (mandatory or optional), but indicate how features may be used.
Proposed Change:
Remove the sentence completely.

OR combine it with the 2nd sentence:

This flow represents at a high level Ad Forwarding (an optional functionality).
	

	A040
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.14
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Step 4 is represented in an inconsistent manner with the representation of steps in other flows in the AD.
Proposed Change:
Remove box around step 4. Move label to the right of the vertical line, next to a curved line to indicate the internal step 4, as in other flows.
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