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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

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

· Avoid changing Comments once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	<List the groups involved in the review.  The first four should be Req, Arch, Sec and IOP (these should not be deleted).  List the source and any other OMA group involved.>

<Delete this row>
	<note if served as Host, Source or Reviewer of material (where they are providing comments)>
	<note which groups were explicitly invited>
	<provides place to note if group had been involved with material before the review or if there were key non-technical issues or concerns that the group would like to note explicitly.  This would provide opportunity to note the comprehensiveness of prior involvement or willingness to engage.  Specific technical comments should be presented in the space available below.>

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History
	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full / Followup / Preliminary
	2007.01.23
	Select: F2F / Email / ConfCall
	
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-200ymmdd-<state>

	Preliminary
	2007.05.01
	ConfCall
	ARC
	review of the initial ADRR document

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


3. Review Comments

Each document under review should have its own table.  Use different prefix as IDs for each document included in the review.

The Type Column has an 'E' for Editorial comments and 'T' for Technical comments'.

Any changes to the documents under review, whether as a result of the review comment or not, is to be documented in this section of the review report.  Any such changes may have a material affect on the review and the issues raised and must be captured to provide complete notice of changes.

<<DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

3.1 <doc ref>
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.01.23
	E/T
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	2007.03.21
	E/T
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


4. Review Checklist 
(Informative)

It is higly recommended for the group working on an AD to develop the following table during the AD development and provide it as preparation of the AD reviews (informal and formal reviews).
	Area
	Aspects to be considered
	Response from originating group

	Scope,

Introduction
	The Scope and Introduction sections should be completed before the first informal review.  Consider to copy appropriate text from the RD to the Scope or Introduction Sections.

Identify which parts of the RD scope are addressed in the current AD draft
	The SCOPE section has been done.
Introduction section to be done still.
All the part of the scope is addressed in the current AD draft.

	Normative References, Informative References
	References in normative sections that are used for describing the architecture of the enabler in normative sections are usually normative and they can be informative in the case of referencing background information.

Identify where the AD has diverged from this concept.

See also the [Referencing Policy].
	There is one divergence, which is for the reference of Parlay. It is in the informative section as the level of support of Parlay is defined as to help OMA working groups better understand how and where they can take advantage of these specifications.

	Definitions, Abbreviations
	In the case that new definitions or abbreviations are introduced (that are not in the [OMA-DICT], did you consider to bring the generic ones, that may apply to other enablers as well, to the [OMA-DICT]?
	No

	Architecture model, OSE principles
	Identify any dependency on other enablers. 

Identify aspects which are re-used from other enablers. 

Indicate whether the work on the other enablers is already ongoing.

Have you socialized with the groups that are responsible for these enablers?

In case other enablers are impacted (e.g. an enhancement is required), indicate whether these modifications are/will be in scope of the other enablers or as part of the enabler that is reviewed. 

Identify aspects that are not covered (but required by requirements) by this enabler and not re-used from other enablers.

In case a diagram of the architecture has been created, indicate whether the diagram adheres to the guidelines presented in section ARCH best practice document section 5.2  of this document.
	A section in the AD details dependencies. 

The PIOSE enabler is dependent on OSE. No other dependencies are identified.

No dependencies with other enablers identified.



	Specific Work Areas
	Identify impact on:

SEC

MCC

IOP

External Groups – addressing need for new liaisons and dependencies on External Work.
	No impacts identified

	Plan for further development of the enabler
	Where will the enabler be developed beyond the AD phase?

Identify potential WGs for developing the TSs.  Consider socializing the architecture document with candidate groups, to get their feedback on whether they could develop these specifications

This should be discussed at an early stage, to achieve parallel development where appropriate and to speed up the overall completion time for the enabler.
	No further development of the enabler is planned
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