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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2008-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and Q for Question for clarification
· For Editorial comments and Technical comments, the submitters are required to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible, for Question for clarifications this is not required.
· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-AD-NGSI-V1_0-20091020-D 
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	1

4

4.1

5.2

5.3.5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: The new draft RD updated with CR REQ-NGSI#140 describes  the functionality as “Service registration and discovery” or “Registration and Discovery of Services. This should be also applied consistently in the AD.  
Proposed Change: Replace “Registration and Discovery” with “Service registration and discovery”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	1


	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: The naming of the listed functional components should be unified. This should be applied consistently in the document (check sections 4, 4.1, 5.2,

5.3.3 ).
Proposed Change: Replace “Multimedia List Handling Extensions” with “Multimedia List Handling”. Replace last bullet with “Identity Control”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: Table rows need to be sorted in alphabetical order
Proposed Change: Sort table.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: Incorrect use of document name string for OMA-PSA and OMA-REST references. The “date_string” should not be part of the reference

Proposed Change: Use proper reference.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: The introduction does not capture the concept of extension of existing APIs. It only refers to new functional APIs. 

Proposed Change: Change first sentence to “The focus of NGSI v1.0 is the standardization of APIs for …<unchanged>.  Some APIs are new functional APIs others are extensions of current PSA APIs. <new line>”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: Last paragraph seems to point to a future phase “NGSI APIs will be defined as abstract APIs”. Also We do not do things in some enabler because we find examples in others, and the example itself is flawed – because ParlayREST is actually not a mapping exercise.. 
Proposed Change: Replace paragraph with “NGSI APIs are defined as abstract APIs, to allow subsequent specification of different types of bindings.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: NGSI AD review Comments Alcatel-Lucent

Comment:

The 2nd sentence needs change since it contradicts the fact that NGSI specifies the components. 

Proposed Change:

The internal functionality of the components and internal interfaces to the component are not further specified.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.3.1, first bullet

5.4.1 first sentence
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: The use of “e.g.” in brackets suggests there are management operations other than create, read, update, delete. Is that the case? If so, what are these? Same comment applies to section 5.4.1 first sentence.
Proposed Change: Replace “e.g.” with “I.e.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: Bullet list should be use consistently nouns for the functionality supported (passive style) and verbs for the specific operations themselves. 
Proposed Change: Replace “Configure” with “Configuration of.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: Bullet list should be use passive style. 

Proposed Change: Replace first bullet with “Management of media (i.e. add, modify, record, retrieve)”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: Bullet list should be use passive style. 

Proposed Change: Replace “Manage” with “Management of.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	5.3.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: use consistently verbs for the operations themselves.

Proposed Change: Replace “subscription/notification” with “subscribe/notify”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.3.5 & 5.4.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: The new draft RD updated with CR REQ-NGSI#140 describes  the functionality as “Service registration and discovery” or “Registration and Discovery of Services”. This should be also applied consistently in the AD.  

Proposed Change: Replace “Resources” with “Services”.

Also change “Registering” with “Registration of” and “Searching” with “Search for”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: The text should clarify that notification is also part of the interface. Not only subscription.   

Proposed Change: Rephrase to  “Subscription management of notifications… <>” and add a bullet ”Reception of notifications regarding updates to data stored in XML documents”.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.4.1 /5.4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment:  These interfaces reuse parlay specification part 13 for group management.
Proposed Change: Indicate this dependency in both chapters.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.4.3 / 5.4.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: The bullets for interface NGSI-3 are the same as for NGSI-4. This needs some clarification. It looks like an error.
Proposed Change: The introductory sentence should explain in more  more detail how NGSI-4 is different from NGSI-3. Referencing existing Parlay X API that are reused may help to clarify.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	Q
	5.4.3, last bullet
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: How does “anonymity” and “pseudonym” relate to the functions provided by the Identity Control component? Why would such parameters be “configured” via this interface, and not via NGSI-10? 
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.4.3 /5.4.4 /5.4.5 /5.4.6

/5.6.7
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: I had expected to see some consideration on whether these will be provided as new interfaces, or as extensions to existing Parlay X interfaces. One may argue this is a TS decision, but I assume you have already thought about it, because you already specify that the functions provided by the Call Control and Configuration component will be exposed through 4 distinct interfaces

Proposed Change: Indicate in each section that the interface is derived from a given Parlay Part x. A summary of the list of NGSI interfaces should be given already in 5.1. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	T
	5.4.5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: The sentence “The NGSI-5 interface supports access to a rule based processing capability through a set of operations that allow definition of discrete rules, such as” raises expectations of description of the operations on rules. 

Proposed Change: 

Enumerate the operations allowed on each category of rules described.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00x
	2009.11.08
	E
	5.4.10
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: NGSI AD Review Comments Alcatel-Lucent
Comment: either use description of functionality (nouns) or enumerate specific operations (verbs). Suggest use of nouns here.
Proposed Change:
· Resolution of identifiers.

· Registration, revocation, deletion of …


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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