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1 Reason for Contribution 
This is BCAST internal working document to collect and resolve Consistency Review comments for MBMS Adaptation spec <OMA-TS-BCAST_MBMS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060419-D>.  This will be updated according to the amount of comments after conference calls/meetings and it’ll be used for baseline of internal MBMS Adaptation spec CONRR.
Revision 02, 

Added new review comments (from Qualcomm and China Mobile/Orange) and reorganized proposed comments in the order.

Revision 03, 

Added new review comments from Orange (#524) and Ericsson (#541) and reorganized proposed comments in the order with minor edits.

Revision04, 

Added new review comments from Vodafone (#535) and reorganized.

Revision 05

· Handled half of comments and updated the status and resolutions.

· CR#390R01 was tentatively agreed.
Revision 06
· For the Conference Call on 17 July, the previous one was updated as adding editor’s comments and separating as editorial ones, discussional ones and etc. They can be also distinguished by different color.
	[ Open ] – Need to discuss and a resolution during meeting.

	ID
	Source
	Editor’s comments.

	MA033
	Qualcomm
	Added more explanations. It’s related with MA038 &066 and discuss together.

	MA035
	Qualcomm
	Ask to original author of this part (maybe, David, Orange).

	MA036
	Qualcomm
	Added more explanations.

	MA037
	Qualcomm
	To clarify. Similar comments with MA044,048,055.

	MA039
	Orange
	Added more explanations. 

	MA058
	Qualcomm
	Need the decision.

	MA060
	Orange
	It’s related with SG236 and it’s still on-going issue.

	MA061
	LGE
	Need the decision of CR#389. Propose to submit R01 after reflecting all SCR table’s comments.

	MA062
	Orange
	It’s related with MA016 and SG-346 decision.

	MA065
	Orange
	Need the decision.

	MA066
	Orange
	Need the decision.

	MA067
	Orange
	Do we need some action or not?(Just close?)

	MA068
	Orange
	Need the decision.

	MA069
	Qualcomm
	Need to discuss and the decision.


	[ Open ] – strongly request the resolutions

	ID
	Source
	Editor’s comments.

	MA002
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA009
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA010
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA011
	Vodafone
	Need a resolution.

	MA012
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA016
	Vodafone
	Expected to solve with comment SG-346.

	MA026
	Ericsson
	Ericsson will provide CR.

	MA028
	Vodafone, Ericsson
	Need a resolution. Refer to the BCMCS adaptation spec and expect to bring CRs.

	MA040
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA041
	Orange
	Need to clarify what they wanted to propose with a resolution.

	MA056,057
	Orange, Ericsson
	AI#64, still open. (Ericsson, Samsung). Need a resolution.


	[ Editorial ] – if you have another opinion, please inform us or they’ll be tentatively closed.

	ID
	Source
	Editor’s comments.

	MA034
	Orange
	

	MA038
	Orange
	Simplify a title.

	MA042
	Orange
	Simplifying.

	MA043
	Vodafone
	Same comments which was already ‘tentatively closed’.

	MA045
	Orange
	Simplify a title.

	MA046
	Orange
	Editor’s works.

	MA047
	Orange
	Simplified a figure caption.

	MA049
	Orange
	Simplify a title.

	MA050
	Orange
	Simplify a figure caption.

	MA051
	Orange
	Simplify a title.

	MA052
	Orange
	Editor’s works.

	MA053,054
	Orange, LGE
	Editor’s works.

	MA059
	Orange
	Editor’s works.

	MA063
	Orange
	Editor’s works.

	MA064
	Orange
	Editor’s works.


Revision 07
· Updated proposed resolution of some comments from Qualcomm: MA033, MA035.
· Regarding to the MA033, let’s discuss together with MA038 & MA066. Qualcomm proposed alternative resolutions about MA038.

Revision 08
· During the Conference Call (17, July), we tentatively closed all 20 comments
: MA035, 036, 037, 042, 043, 044, 045, 047, 048, 049, 050, 051, 055, 058, 062, 064, 065, 066 and 067,

· Hot issues :  Adaptation Spec Scope discussion
: Currently, the main point of discussion is what the expected adaptation types are:
(option 1) adapting BCAST Enabler to existing BDS application level functionality, 

(option 2) operating “native BCAST Enabler over BDS’s transport network.

More detailed discussion will be continued through BCAST reflector and hope to participate from the other 
companies having interests. (Orange took the leader of this resolution.)
This resolution will be reflected to the MA002, 009,010, 012, 033, 038 and 039.
· One CR#389 was noted and expects the revision one after reflecting all comments.
· Please, refer to the Minutes for the details ; OMA-BCAST-2006-0659 
· Below tables indicates what we’ll solve at the next meeting. About Green part, we expect to bring the resolutions and about blue part, they’ll be closed if we don’t have any objections.
	[ Open ] – need to discuss and decide the resolutions

	ID
	Source
	Editor’s comments.

	MA002
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA009
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA010
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA011
	Vodafone
	Need a resolution.

	MA012
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA016
	Vodafone
	Expected to solve with comment SG-346.

	MA026
	Ericsson
	Ericsson will provide CR.

	MA028
	Vodafone, Ericsson
	Need a resolution. Refer to the BCMCS adaptation spec and expect to bring CRs.

	MA033
	Qualcomm
	Added more explanations. It’s related with MA038 &066 and discuss together.

	MA039
	Orange
	Added more explanations. 

	MA040
	Orange
	Need a resolution.

	MA041
	Orange
	Need to clarify what they wanted to propose with a resolution.

	MA056,057
	Orange, Ericsson
	AI#64, still open. (Ericsson, Samsung). Need a resolution.

	MA060
	Orange
	It’s related with SG236 and it’s still on-going issue.

	MA061
	LGE
	Need the decision of CR#389. Propose to submit R01 after reflecting all SCR table’s comments.

	MA068
	Orange
	Need the decision.

	MA069
	Qualcomm
	Need to discuss and the decision.


	[ Editorial ] – if you have another opinion, please inform us or they’ll be tentatively closed.

	ID
	Source
	Editor’s comments.

	MA034
	Orange
	

	MA038
	Orange
	Simplify a title.

	MA046
	Orange
	Editor’s works.

	MA052
	Orange
	Editor’s works.

	MA053,054
	Orange, LGE
	Editor’s works.

	MA059
	Orange
	Editor’s works.

	MA063
	Orange
	Editor’s works.


2 Summary of Contribution

This will assemble consistency review comments and related CRs only for MBMS adaptation spec under BCAST 1.0. In this document, comment ids are prefixed with “MA-“to denote the comments of MBMS adaptation spec. 
Note that the status column represents the comment resolution work in progress. Once all raised comments have a resolution, this document will be brought to BAC BCAST decision for agreement and the status of each comment will be converted from “OPEN” to “CLOSED”.
3 Detailed Proposal

List of comments received and the proposed resolutions:
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	MA001
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Tables
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Funny characters where Tables list should be

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was agreed.
Editor will update as it proposed.

	MA002
	2006.05.23
	N
	1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Scope is vague and unclear. Adaptation to underlying BDS functionality should be mentioned. The possibility of using BCAST over the BDS as a pure bearer should also be mentioned as this means no such limitations.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Need the resolution.
Expected to bring CR before Beijing meeting.
Related with MA009, 010, 012, 033 and 038. Orange took the leader of solving these comments.

	MA003
	2006.05.24
	
	general
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0541

Comment:

3GPP references are not uniform

Proposed Resolution:

Use same reference style for all references to 3GPP specifications
	Status: Tentatively closed.

It’s an editorial problem, Editor will update as it proposed.

	MA004
	2006.05.23
	N
	2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524

Comment:

RFCF3711 SRTP missing.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was covered by MA006.


	MA005
	2005.05.08
	N
	2.1
	Source: Nathan Tenny, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

The normative references section is missing entries for 3GPP TS 25.331 and 3GPP TS 25.346.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following entries and descriptions:

[3GPP TS 25.331]: 3GPP TS 25.331, “Radio resource control (RRC); Protocol specification”.

[3GPP TS 25.346]: 3GPP TS 25.346, “Inclusion of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in the Radio Access Network (RAN); Stage 2”.


	Status: Tentatively closed.

Resolution was as proposed.



	MA006
	2006.05.04
	N
	2.2
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0388

Comment:

A normative reference and abbreviations were missed.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is to add in section 2.1 and 3.3. See OMA-BCAST-2006-0390.
	Status : Tentatively closed.
Resolution was as proposed. CR was updated as R01.



	MA007
	2006.05.08
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nathan Tenny, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

The definition of “Cell_Group_ID” is not aligned with the use of the term in 3GPP specs.

Proposed resolution:

Replace definition of “Cell_Group_ID” with the following text:

“Identifier for a group of cells sharing protocol entities for point-to-multipoint MBMS transmission, as described in [3GPP TS 25.346] (section 5.2.2) and [3GPP TS 25.331] (section 10.2.16h)”


	Status: Tentatively closed.

Resolution was as proposed.


	MA008
	2006.05.23
	N
	3.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

SG abbreviation missing

Proposed Resolution:

SG Service Guide
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was as proposed.

	MA009
	2006.05.23
	N
	4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Introduction applies when adapting to the underlying BDS functionality. The possibility of using BCAST over the BDS as a pure bearer should also be mentioned as this means no such limitations.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Need the resolution.
Related with MA002, 010, 012, 033 and 038.
Expected to bring CR before Beijing meeting.

	MA010
	2006.05.24
	N
	4
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-535

Comment:
Introduction inconsistent with DVB-H and BCMCS adaptation introduction

Proposed resolution:
Text to be aligned
	Status: OPEN
Need the resolution.
It’ll be handled together with MA002, 009, 012, 033 and 038.

	MA011
	2006.05.24
	N
	5
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-535

Comment:
Overview section about MBMS missing (see section 5 in DVB-H adaptation spec)

Proposed resolution:
Section to be added
	Status: OPEN
Need the resolution.
We expect to bring a CR and Friedhlem (fr.Vodafone) take the leader of this part.

	MA012
	2006.05.23
	N
	5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

First paragraph sounds just like an introduction, this seems redundant with the text in 4. Again, restrictions apply only when "sharing" functionality / streams.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Need the resolution.
It’ll be handled together with MA002, 009, 010, 033 and 038.

	MA013
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Reference to 3GPP specifications does not respect OMA format e.g. [26.346]. Also, reference to BCAST documents uses old terminology e.g. [TS SCP], [TS Distribution]. Editor: please correct.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution of comment MA003, MA018 resolves this one.



	MA014
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

SG is never defined as being abbreviation for Service Guide.

Proposed Resolution:

5.2.1
Service Guide Delivery over Broadcast Channel

If the Service gGuide (SG) is delivered over the broadcast channel, it SHALL be delivered using an MBMS download session and using FLUTE as the transport protocol.
	Status: Tentatively closed.

Resolution was as proposed.
Editor will update as it proposed.

	Ma015
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.2.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

The description of Session Description mapping to MBMS user service description should be improved.  “Session Description” should be replaced by “Session Description fragment”, and the particular type of MBMS user service description (the session description) should be specified.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the first sentence under Sec. 5.2.3 as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Session Description fragment SHALL be provided using the session description as defined by an MBMS user service description (MBMS-USD) as specified in [3GPP 26.346] section 5.2”.
	Status: Tentatively closed..

Resolution was as proposed.


	MA016
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.2.3
	Source: Vodafone

From:  BCAST-535

Comment:

Session description in the MBMS adaptation spec 

"The Session Description SHALL be provided using an MBMS user service description (MBMS-USD) as specified in [26.346] section 5.2."

is specified differently in the DVB-H adaptation spec 

“The Session Description SHALL be provided as specified in [BCAST10-ESG].”

Proposed resolution:

Alignment or explanation required
	Status: OPEN
Expected to solve together with which is related comments of SG.
Check comment SG-346.

	MA017
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Section heading is called "Disallowed elements and attributes" but bullets give restrictions in number. Proposed to rename the section "Constraints on elements and attributes"

Proposed Resolution:

5.2.4 Disallowed Constraints on elements and attributes
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was as proposed.


	MA018
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

It is proposed that  the formal terminology be used in place of the terms “GBA based profile” and “OMA DRM 2.0 based mechanism”.  Also, the references to the SPCP spec should be updated.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the Sec. 5.2.3 as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Terminal SHALL support service protection using the GBA-based Smartcard profile Profile as defined in [TS SCP] [BCAST10-ServContProt] sections 5.1.1.3.1. 4.5.1 and 5.1.2.2.2. 6.

The Terminal MAY support service protection using the OMA DRM 2.0 based mechanism DRM Profile. IF DRM Profile- based service protection is supported, the Terminal SHALL support the reception and processing of keys transported in OMA DRM 2.0 ROs.”
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was as propose below.

It’s same comments with MA019, 020, 021, 022, 023, 025 and Editor proposes to modify MA018 as the resolution.

Proposal: 
(1) first sentence: to substitute “Smartcard Profile using (U)SIM as defined in [BCAST 10-ServContProt] sections 4.5.1 and 6.” for “GBA-based Profile” (with MA019,020,021,022,025)
(2) second sentence: to substitute “ DRM Profile [BCAST10-ServContProt] for “OMA DRM 2.0 based mechanism” (with MA023)

	MA019
	2006.05.04
	Y
	5.3
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0388

Comment:

The reference part is not updated.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is to change “in [TS SCP] sections 5.1.1.3.1 and 5.1.2.2.2.” into “in [BCAST10-ServContProt] sections 4.5, 6 and 13.”
	Status : Tentatively closed.
Resolution of comment MA018 resolves this one.

	MA020
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3, general
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0541

Comment:

BCAST references do not follow agreed style

Proposed Resolution:

Use style agreed in OMA-BCAST-2006-0225R01-CR-harmonized-BCAST-crossreferences throughout the spec
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution of comment MA018 resolves this one.

	MA021
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Reference to SvcContProt needs to be corrected. Sentence on GBA should refer to Smartcard Profile using (U)SIM instead.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution of comment MA018 resolves this one.

	MA022
	2006.05.10
	N
	5.3
	Source: China Mobile and Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0341R01
Comment:

As has been defined in [BCAST10-ServContProt], the GBA-based profile is coined “Smartcard profile using (U)SIM”, so rewording action should be made on [BCAST10-MBMS-Adaptation] to keep the consistency of using this term.

Proposed Resolution:

To substitute “Smartcard profile using (U)SIM” for “GBA-based profile” in the BCAST MBMS adaptation specification [BCAST10-MBMS-Adaptation].

Proposed Resolution is introduced in CR 341R01.
	Status : Tentatively closed 
.
Note: the tentatively agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0341R01. 
Resolution of comment MA018 resolves this one.

	MA023
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

OMA DRM 2.0 based mechanism should actually say DRM Profile and have relevant reference to SvcContProt.

Proposed Resolution:

The Terminal MAY support service protection using the OMA DRM 2.0 based mechanism DRM Profile [BCAST10-ServContProt].
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution of comment MA018 resolves this one.

	MA024
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Sentence after OMA DRM 2.0 based mechanism does not mean anything or add any value as everything is in DRM Profile. Should be removed.

Proposed Resolution:

IF DRM based service protection is supported, the Terminal SHALL support the reception and processing of keys transported in OMA DRM 2.0 ROs.
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Agreed as proposed.



	MA025
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3, B.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0541

Comment:

The adaptation spec uses the term “GBA based profile” instead of “Smartcard profile”

Proposed Resolution:

Replace “GBA based profile” by “Smartcard profile”
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution of comment MA018 resolves this one.

	MA026
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0541

Comment:

It is not made explicit that an MBMS-BCAST device does not have to support the XBS and SPCP extensions for broadcast-only devices.

Proposed Resolution:

State explicitly that MBMS-BCAST devices doe not have to support the XBS and SPCP extensions for broadcast-only devices
	Status: OPEN
We expect to bring a clear resolution from Ericsson.


	MA027
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

The terms “operator” and “operators” are used many times in this section without clearly defining the intended type(s) – i.e., broadcast service operators, BDS operators, or possibly a combination of both types.  The term seems to denote BDS operators, and assuming this is the case, it should be made clear in the text. 

Proposed resolution:

Prefix all instances of the term “operator” (or “operators”) by “BDS”.
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution:
Agreed to use term, Broadcast Service Provider.

	MA028
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4
	Source: Vodafone, Ericsson

From: BCAST-535

Comment:

BCAST over MBMS might not work without adding clarifications on FEC Raptor support (FEC Raptor is mandatory for MBMS File Delivery and Stream Delivery)
Proposed resolution:

Clarification required
	Status: OPEN
It needs a solution.
Refer to the BCMCS adaptation/DVB-H adaptation spec and expect to bring CRs.
(FYI. FEC Raptor is mandatory in MBMS.)

	MA029
	2006.03.29
	N
	Section 5.4.1
	Source: Alcatel and Motorola

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0271

Comment:

FDT instance schema is missing in MBMS adaptation specification

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-271.
	Status : Tentatively closed.
OMa-BCAST-2006-0271 was temporally agreed at BCAST conference call on March 29th 


	MA030
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

The reference to the Distribution TS should use the agreed formal acronym.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “[TS Distribution]” by “[BCAST10-Distribution]”.
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was as proposed.

	MA031
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.3, 5.4.4, B.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

The reference [26.346] should use the more formal acronym as currently used elsewhere in the specs.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “[26.346]” by “[3GPP TS 26.346]”.
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was as proposed.

	MA032
	2006.05.24
	
	5.4.5
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0541

Comment:

Section 5.4.5 is at the wrong place and should be moved under 5.3

Proposed Resolution:

Move 5.4.5 to become .5.3.1 (subsections correspondingly)
	Status: Tentatively closed.
Resolution was as proposed.



	MA033
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

In the 2nd sentence of this section, the distinction between “MBMS only terminals” and “BCAST terminals” is not clear.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 2nd sentence in Sec. 5.4.5 as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“This solution allows MBMS-only terminals to share the same protected media stream as BCAST terminals
.  The term “BCAST terminals” refers to those terminals which support the BCAST Enabler, independent of the underlying BDS technology.  The use of SRTP is mandatory with respect to 3GPP MBMS [TS 3GPP 33.246].”
	Status: OPEN
It’s to add more explanation.

[New proposal from Qualcomm]

QC updated the added sentences like “The term “BCAST terminals” refers to those terminals which support the BCAST Enabler, independent of the underlying BDS technology.  In the context of this section, the BCAST Enabler is compatible with MBMS with regards to protected streaming delivery.”
And proposes that the term “BCAST terminal” should be added the list of definitions part, Sec.3.2.

Co-check with MA038 & MA066.

This comment is related to the on-going issue about defining the adaptation spec’s scope. It’ll be reflected by the resolution of MA002, 009, 010 and 012.


	MA034
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Nathan Tenny, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

Editorial fixes to the footnote

Proposed resolution:

Replace text of footnote 1 with the following:

“It is noted that the MBMS terminals and BCAST terminals are likely to be receiving the media stream over different bearers, in which case there would be no bandwidth efficiency savings.  However, there are still potentially valid use cases, e.g., an operator chooses to broadcast protected media over MBMS or another bearer, dependent on location, to dual-mode terminals.”


	Status: OPEN
Editor’s works. 

	MA035
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

Introducing the term “MSK identifier” and associated description seems gratuitous.  What is the purpose, since as described in this section it appears that identification of the relevant parameters MSK ID and MTK ID does not require knowing the MSK identifier.

Proposed resolution:

Remove the description of “MSK identifier” unless its inclusion is critical (and if so, that should be explained).
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
[New proposal from Qualcomm]

Replace the original text of “MSK identifier” (in the Sec.5.4.5) by “Every MSK is uniquely identifiable by its Key Domain ID and MSK ID”.
As proposed new resolution by Qualcomm.


	MA036
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

The description of the 1st sentence of the 1st sub-bullet item under the bullet “MSK ID” is unclear and should be restated.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the sentence as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“If the UE receives a MSK with the same key domain ID and the same key group part, but different key number part, then the actual existing MSK SHALL be discarded and replaced by the new MSK.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.

	MA037
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

It is indicated that the BSD/A operator is the (broadcast) service provider.  However, this is not required, as the broadcast service provider, BSM operator, and BSD/A provider may each belong to a separate business entity, depending on the business model.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the following sentences in Sec. 5.4.5 as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

 “Considering several operators sharing the same SRTP protected stream distributed by a single BSDA service provider (BSD/A), the MKI value MUST be shared.”

“The service BSDA provider (BSD/A), in charge of broadcasting the encrypted media stream, SHALL generate TEK key material and identifier.”

“With the above solution, different use cases are possible, depending on the number of BSDA service providers (BSD/A) and on the key management systems implemented by the Operators.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution with below additional two comments.

As the result of discussion in Osaka meeting, the term “operator” has to be changed into the “broadcast service provider”.  This decision also will be reflected to this comment and over all spec. => Editor’s works.
And delete blanket part: (BSD/A)
Similar comments with MA044, 048, 055.



	MA038
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Section heading is rather convoluted / complex. Propose to simplify.

Proposed Resolution:

5.4.5
SRTP encryption: Sharing between BCAST and 3GPP-MBMS compatible terminals SRTP protected media streams

	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
[still open]

QC withdrew a part of new proposal about changing the title, so Orange’s proposal was accepted. But, the other part of new proposal is still open about changing the 1st  para.

This comment is related with MA002, 009, 010, 012 and 033.  
[ New proposal from Qualcomm]
Qualcomm thinks the current Sec. 5.4.5 section title is okay as is.  However, for improved clarity, Qualcomm would propose to change the 1st para. under 5.4.5 as follows:

“This section describes how a number of broadcast service providers can share the same SRTP protected stream(s) among BCAST terminals while maintaining compatibility with the 3GPP MBMS specifications.  This solution also allows MBMS-only terminals to share the same protected media stream as with BCAST terminals.  The use of SRTP is mandatory with respect to 3GPP MBMS [TS 3GPP TS 33.246].”


	MA039
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

SRTP is only mandatory when re-using the MBMS functionality or wishing to share access with MBMS terminals.

Proposed Resolution:

This subsection describes how a number of Operators can share the same SRTP protected stream(s) while maintaining compatibility with the 3GPP MBMS specifications. This solution allows MBMS only terminals to share the same protected media stream as BCAST terminals
. The use of SRTP is mandatory with respect to 3GPP MBMS [TS 3GPP 33.246]. This does not exclude the use of IPSec or ISMACryp with BCAST terminals, but this means the protected streams can not be shared with MBMS terminals.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Open.

We’ll handle again after discussing of adaptation spec scope.

Expect to the related CR.


	MA040
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

MKI identifier is discussed as are MSK ID and MTK ID. Their lengths should be stated explicitly.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Need the resolution.
Expected a CR from Orange.

	MA041
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

It is not clear what identifier is used for the programme / service and whether this has to be the same as that used for an MBMS service. What is the impact in terms of the BCAST ESG? Are there extra constraints on the identifier? This should be stated explicitly.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Need the resolution.
Open.

	MA042
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Phrase "3GPP MBMS variant of the Smartcard Profile" is used. Proposal to replace all to Smartcard Profile using MBMS key management or Smartcard Profile using (U)SIM. 

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.

	MA043
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.4.5
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-535

Comment:
Section 5.4.5 belongs logically under section 5.3

Proposed resolution:
Move section 5.4.5
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
It’s same comments with MA032.
The resolution of MA032 is

“Tentatively closed.

Resolution was as proposed.”
Proposed Resolution:

Move 5.4.5 to become .5.3.1 (subsections correspondingly)


	MA044
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

Similar comment to previous on mapping between service provider and BSDA operator.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 2nd paragraph under Sec. 5.4.5.1 as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“Figure 1 illustrates how a single broadcast content distributed by the BSD/A Service Provider (BSD/A) is shared between Operators A, B and C, all of whom implement the Smartcard Profile.”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.
As the proposed resolution with additional changes.(refer to the MA037).
Similar comments with MA037,048, 055, 



	MA045
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Section heading is too long, propose to simplify

Proposed Resolution:

5.4.5.1 A single SRTP protected media stream shared by three operators using the MBMS variant of the Smartcard Profile using MBMS key management
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.

	MA046
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Text refers to Figure 14 whereas figure is Figure 1.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Editor’s works.


	MA047
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Figure caption is complex, propose to simplify

Proposed Resolution:

Sharing a single SRTP protected media stream between three operators implementing using the 3GPP MBMS variant of the Smartcard Profile for 3GPP MBMS key management
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.


	MA048
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

Similar comment to previous on mapping between service provider and BSDA operator.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 1st, 2nd, 5th and next to last paragraphs under Sec. 5.4.5.2 as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

1st para:

“The second use case illustrates how two SRTP protected media streams, provided by different service BSD/A providers (BSD/A1 and BSD/A2) (BSD/A), can be shared between three Operators implementing the MBMS variant of the Smartcard Profile. Figure 2 outlines this use case.”

2nd para:

“Figure 2 illustrates how two SRTP protected streams provided by BSDA service provider 1 (BSD/A1) and BSDA service provider 2 (BSD/A2) can be shared between three operators: A and B for content broadcast by service BSD/A provider 1 and A,B and C for content broadcast by service BSD/A provider 2. Operators A, B and C all implement the MBMS variant of the Smartcard profile for key management.”

5th para:

“The service BSD/A providers (BSDA/1 and BSD/A2) (BSD/A) can then broadcast the content encrypted with the corresponding MTK: MTK1 for protected stream 1 and MTK2 for stream 2. Upon reception the terminal retrieves the MTK based on the MKI, generated from MSK ID and MTK ID: “

next to last para:

“The service BSD/A provider (BSD/A) can then broadcast the content encrypted with a given (common) traffic key. “
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.

As the proposed resolution with additional changes. (refer to the MA037).


Similar comments with 037,044, 055.


	MA049
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Section heading is too long, propose to simplify

Proposed Resolution:

5.4.5.2 Two SRTP protected media streams, provided by two different service providers (BSD/A) and shared by three operators using the MBMS variant of the Smartcard Profile using MBMS key management
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.


	MA050
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Figure caption is complex, propose to simplify

Proposed Resolution:

Sharing two SRTP protected media streams between three operators implementing using the MBMS variant of the Smartcard Profile for using MBMS key management
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.

	MA051
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Section heading is too long, propose to simplify

Proposed Resolution:

5.4.5.3 A single SRTP protected stream shared by operators using DRM profile, MBMS and sSmartcard profiles using MBMS and BCMCS key management and BCMCS smartcard profile
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.

	MA052
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.4.5.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Typo, implments instead of implements

Proposed Resolution:

For key management Operators A implements the DRM Profile, Operator B implements MBMS variant of the Smartcard Profile and C implements the BCMCS variant of the Smartcard profile.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Editor’s works.

	MA053
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Section should be removed completely as this belong to main ServContProt specification (BCAST generic solution without MBMS key management limitations)

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
See MA054.

	MA054
	2006.05.04
	N
	5.4.6
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0388

Comment:

The section 5.4.6 was misarranged in [BCAST10-MBMS-Adaptation] and also this section was presented at the right place in section 11.3.2 of [BCAST10-ServContProt].

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is to delete all of contents in section 5.4.6 and replace as “Specification related to this section is described in [BCAST10-ServContProt] section 11.3.2.”

	Status : OPEN
Same comment with MA053.

Editor’s works.

	MA055
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.6
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

Similar comment to Sec. 5.4.5 on mapping between service provider and BSDA operator.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 1st and 3rd paragraphs under Fig. 4 as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“Figure 4 illustrates how a single broadcast content distributed by the Service BSD/A Provider (BSD/A) is shared between three operators A, B and C. Operators A, B and C implement either the DRM profile or the Smartcard profile.”

“The service BSD/A provider can then broadcast the content encrypted with this common TEK and an agreed encryption algorithm, e.g. SRTP or IPsec. Upon reception the terminal retrieves the TEK based on the BCAST key identifier:”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As the proposed resolution with additional changes. (refer to the MA037).

Similar comments with 037,044, 048.


	MA056
	2006.05.23
	N
	6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Empty sections!

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Same with MA057.

AI#64, still open. (Ericsson, Samsung)

	MA057
	2006.05.24
	
	6
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0541

Comment:

Section is empty

Proposed Resolution:

Fill this section (CR expected)
	Status: OPEN
See MA056.
CR expected

	MA058
	2006.05.08
	N
	7.1
	Source: Nathan Tenny, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:
“Cell_Group_ID” entry in the table is misaligned in the same way as the definition in section 3.2 (q.v.).
Proposed resolution:

Replace descriptive text in the table with the text from section 3.2; replace “Data Type” entry with “See [3GPP TS 25.331] section 10.2.16h”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution, but we decided not to indicate the specific section number, so the ‘Data Type” will be like “see [3GPP TS 25.331]

	MA059
	2006.05.23
	Y
	7.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

NO = Mandatory for network to use should say Optional for network to used

Proposed Resolution:

NO = Mandatory Optional for network to use;
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Editor’s works.

	MA060
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

NM / NO both mean network mandatory to support though it doesn't say so. This should be added.

Proposed Resolution:

NM = Mandatory for network to use and support; NO = Mandatory Optional for network to use and mandatory to support;
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
It’s related with SG236 and it’s still on-going issue.
Still open.

	MA061
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0388

Comment:

SCR table was not distinguished by functional entities.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-0389
	Status : OPEN
See CR#389. Noted.
Still open before finishing discussion of comments related to the SCR tables. After reflecting all resolution of these comments, CR#389 will be updated.

	MA062
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix B C-004, S-003
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Should MBMS-USD for Session Description not be M?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
Proposed resolution is

MBMS-USD will be ‘Mandatory’ both server and terminal side.
Reflect this resolution to the CR#389 revision.

	MA063
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix B C-008
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

C-008 GBA based profile should refer to Smartcard Profile using (U)SIM. Reference needs to be corrected

Proposed Resolution:

Change:

GBA based Smartcard profiles using (U)SIM for service protection
Change:

Sections 5.1.1.3.1 and 5.1.2.2.2 6 in [BCAST10-ServContProt] ServContProt TS
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Editor’s works. It’ll be followed of similar comment’s decision.

	MA064
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix B C-009
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment: OMA DRM 2.0 is DRM Profile. Reference to TS ServContProt should be added.

Proposed Resolution:

Change:

OMA DRM Profile 2.0 for service protection
Change:

Section 5 in [BCAST10-ServContProt]
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.

	MA065
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix B C-010
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Not needed as this is part of DRM Profile in C-009

Proposed Resolution:

Remove C-010
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As proposed resolution.


	MA066
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix B S-010
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Should be Mandatory otherwise can not share SRTP streams with MBMS terminals!

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Tentatively CLOSED.
Proposed resolution is to be ‘Mandatory’ both server and terminal.

Reflect this resolution to the CR#389 revision.


	MA067
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix B S-011
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

This section will be removed as it belong to main ServContProt specification. However, pure BCAST behaviour should also be possible for BCAST only terminals on an MBMS network. Hence this behaviour should be present de facto.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED.
As removing S-011 and others will be discussed at the on-going discussion.

	MA068
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix B S-012, S-013
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0524
Comment:

Why are these Optional and not Mandatory?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
Still open.

After having discussion about NO/TM issues (SG236).

	MA069
	2006.05.08
	N
	??
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0364

Comment:

There should be a section added to this spec on registration procedures relating to content protection (in association with the “protection-after-reception” semantics in the STKM).  The [3GPP TS 33.246] covers registration for MBMS, but only pertaining to service protection.

Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: OPEN
Still open.

After having discussion about adaptation spec scope.




List of CRs applying to the comments:

	CR
	Addresses comments
	Status of CR

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0271
	MA-029
	Tentatively agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0389
	MA-061
	Noted.

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0390R01
	MA-006
	Tentatively agreed.

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0341R01
	MA-022
	Tentatively agreed
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