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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-AD-GPM-V1_0-20070419-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	General
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Use of word “requester” and “requestor”. We assume it means the same.

Proposed Change: 

Decide on  the use of one or the other, and change consistently throughout the document accordingly, including figures.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	1.0
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Opening bracket missing

Proposed Change:  … is released to Target Attribute Requesters and Consumers (e.g. applications, enablers or other end-users),…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Yellow highlights in the table should be verified, i.e. verify if the yellow definitions occur in the text.

Proposed Change: Remove yellow highlights for definitions used in the text, and remove definitions that are not used. E.g. GPM Administrator is not used in the text, but only used in the definition for Permissions Manager. Do we retain such definitions, if only referred to in another definition ?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Definition for Principal

Proposed Change: The reference should be [OMA-DICT] in stead of [DICT]
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Definition for Target Attributes

Proposed Change: Remove redundant word “to” in first sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A006
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Yellow highlights in the table should be verified, i.e. verify if the yellow abbreviations occur in the text.

Proposed Change: Remove yellow highlights for abbreviations used in the text, and remove abbreviations that are not used.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A007
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove editor’s note. This comment applies throughout the GPM AD. Verify before removing on each note, whether the issues have been addressed.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A008
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st sentence has a plural subject, needs a plural at the end.

Proposed Change: 

Replace “its subscribers” with 

“their subscribers”.

Same comment appies to the next sentence. Replace “its” with “their”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st paragraph, 3rd sentence. The use of the word “concerning” may be misinterpreted. Also suggested replacing can with may (it is a permission statement, rather than a capability statement),

Proposed Change: 

So, as services become richer and more diverse, subscribers will make increasing amounts of user-related data available to those services and, have increasingly intricate permissions settings, to determine when and how the data can be used.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A010
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2nd paragraph, 1st sentence refers to 2 enabler, but  singular mechanism.

Proposed Change: 

Use “mechanisms”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A011
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 3rd paragraph, last sentence. Is the role of GPM to support the definition of roles/responsibilities, or to support the assignment of roles/responsibilities (or both) ?
Proposed Change: 
Depends on the answer.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A012
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 4th  paragraph, 3rd sentence. Use of singular (“attributes …is needed”)
Proposed Change: 
Replace “is needed” with “are needed”, or with “”are requested”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A013
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st   paragraph, 2nd  sentence.

“… between requesting resource and the GPM enabler”.
Proposed Change: 

Insert a “the”:

“… between the requesting resource and the GPM enabler”.
Same comment applies to the next sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A014
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 3rd paragraph, last sentence, may benefit from starting the sentence with “When delegating functions …” and actually also rephrase it to “When using delegated functions …”
Proposed Change: 

When using delegated functions, appropriate key management and encryption may be required and may be specified by the permissions checking rules.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A015
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Last sentence. The work “exchanges” seems out of place. Suggest removing.
Proposed Change: 

It should be possible to authenticate and authorize users of the management interface for both the intra-domain and the inter-domain case.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A016
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence below the bullet list. “It exposes these functionalities to third parties via interfaces specified by GPM.” Is this only to third parties? Or to “resources”?

Proposed Change: It exposes these functionalities to other resources (e.g. third parties) via interfaces specified by GPM. 


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A017
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph starting with “To ensure the use of coherent …”, 4th sentence – is the use of “requirements” consistent with the goal/content of an AD ?

Proposed Change:
Instead, the GPM RD [GPM-RD]  defines GPM enabler specific requirements, and this document defines how those requirements can be achieved from architectural perspective, while re-using the PEEM callable interface and PEEM management interface.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A018
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Last paragraph, 3rd sentence, Inapropriate use of maybe, instead of “may become”.
Proposed Change: 

Replace “maybe a topic …” with “may become a topic …”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A019
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph starting with “The GPM Permissions Rules …”, last sentence seem to imply that some changes to PEEM will be needed. We don’t know this yet for a fact.

Proposed Change: 

This leads to the conclusion that GPM enabler may be realized using PEEM in callable usage pattern, potentially  with some changes and/or extensions.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A020
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: last sentence before diagram could be improved by removing the word “also” (the current expression may result in multiple interpretations).

Proposed Change: 

For the permission rules management, an interface that supports management of individual permissions rules is required, which can  be achieved re-using PEEM management interface.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A021
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: The diagram does not adhere to ARC recommendations from the AD BP. For example, there should be boxes labeled “Permissions Checking Requestor”, “Permissions Management Requestor” etc.

Proposed Change: Update the diagram according to AD Best Practices recommendations.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A022
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st paragraph after diagram, 1st sentence needs improvement – it is not clear who is interacting with what.

Proposed Change: 

GPM Interfaces are based on the requirements that imply GPM interactions with other resources, and they are critical for interoperability of GPM with those resources.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A023
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st paragraph after diagram, 2nd  sentence needs improvement & breaking it up in 2 sentences.

Proposed Change: 

Other requirements … may require the use of I2 interfaces in order to be fulfilled (e.g. requirements regarding management of actor roles/rights). These requirements  do not necessarily require the specification of I0 interfaces because they do not create an OMA interoperability concern issue, since the resources accessed via those interfaces are not defined in OMA.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A024
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Second main bullet, first sub-bullet. This includes an enumeration of management operations, i.e. “creating, reading, deleting, modifying, listing, suspending, resuming and prioritizing”. For CBCS, we agreed on a list, which was consistently used throughout the document. Note that operations such as “listing, suspending, resuming” are not defined in PEEM. Prioritizing is optional in PEEM. And some of the operations have different names.
Proposed Change: 

Recommend validating if the same list can be re-used, and do so In any case, use the same list (or individual commands from the list) consistently throughout the document..


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A025
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph after last bullet list, last sentence can be improved by changing the word “trigger” (used twice). 

Proposed Change: 

Furthermore, GPM will send  notifications to the list of destination targets triggered by the fulfillment of the conditions provided (e.g. before the permissions rule are changed, after they are changed or after the changes are deployed and committed).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A026
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st sentence can be improved.

Proposed Change: 

This interface is derived from PEM-1 [PEEM-AD], using the PEEM defined process of re-using and/or extending templates.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A027
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: The sentence starting with “A response to an outbound ask request …” seems to be an example of the previous statement. Suggest removing it an including it as an example in the previous sentence.
Proposed Change: 

The GPM enabler implementation has to ensure correlation between ask request and its response (e.g. by using the outbound ask request sender identification as a the matching criteria for the response), but this is outside the scope of this enabler. 


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A028
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Last paragraph, 1st sentence. Understood that notifications could be triggered by permissions rules, but the sentence instead says that subscriptions are captured in permission rules. Is this correct ? May need some explanation; during permission checking it may be too late to set subscriptions (they may be valid for the next round only). Same may be true for at least some management rules – but at least in those cases it makes more sense.
Proposed Change: 

Explanation/change needed..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A029
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Last larger paragraph before Figure 2, last sentence seem to imply that GPM may use policies within a policy. While this is not imposible, Suggest replacing “some policies” with “other context data”.

Proposed Change: 

The GPM enabler will finally make a decision based on response(s) (flow#5) that are returned from the Ask Target(s) and other context data (e.g. pre-provisioned preferences), and then returns a Permissions Checking response(flow#6) to the Permission Checking Requester.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A030
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: Figure 2, logical flow for callable usage pattern, does not use the UML style message sequence diagram conventions, as agreed in ARC.

Proposed Change: Change to UML style diagram.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A031
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	5.5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Comment: 3rd paragraph, 2nd  sentence, may benefit from rewording. Also fix type “amanagement”.

Proposed Change: 

When executing a management operation, management policies may be triggered. This may be used for example to notify   some principals or send an ask request, and in the latter case possibly await confirmation before proceeding with the management operation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A032
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	5.5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc

Figure 3, logical flow for rule management, does not use the UML style message sequence diagram conventions, as agreed in ARC.

Proposed Change: Change to UML style diagram.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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