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1 Reason for Contribution

This Input Contribution is for the internal collection of comments and resolutions related to[BCAST10-Distribution] for BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review. The content of this IC will be reflected in the formal BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review Report later. 

2 Summary of Contribution

Collection of comments and resolutions related to [BCAST10-Distribution] for BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review.
So far, the comments and the proposed resolutions from OMA-BCAST-2006-0269, 356, 363, 370, 380, 404, and 456.have been added to the Table.

In R1, two comments from Nokia are added the categories of 3 comments ( from Sprint Nextel ) are changed
In R2, 
8 new comments Orange are added ( OMA-BCAST-20060518), 
10 comments from Motorola are added ( OMA-BCAST-2006-0554) 
1 review comment from Ericsson is added ( OMA-BCAST-2006-0560) 

2 review comments from Samsung are added ( OMA-BCAST-20060547)

and one table for Contribution tracking is added at the end of document.

In R3,  5 new comments from Vodafone are added ( OMA-BCAST-2006-0536).
            5 new comments from Alcatel and Motorola are added. ( OMA-BCAST-2006-0572)
            3 new comments from Siemens are added ( OMA-BCAST-2006-0576)
3 Detailed Proposal

Review Comments

< OMA-TS-BCAST-Distribution-V1_0_0-20060419-D >
Note: OMA-TS-BCAST_Distribution-V1_0-20060419-D  (official consistency review version) should be identical to OMA-TS-BCAST-Distribution-V1_0_0-20060313-D  (version used for unofficial BCAST internal review)
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	DI001
	2006.03.29
	N
	x.y
	Source: <Alcatel and Motorola>

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0269>

<Describe issue>
Comment : FDT Instance schema is missing in TS-Distribution

Proposed resolution : 

OMA-BCAST-2006-0269 contains FDT instance schema
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>
OMA-BCAST-2006-0269 was temporally  agreed at BCAST CC on March 29th 

	DI002
	2006.04.19
	N
	
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0356
Comment:
Note on page 10 “DVB is also specifying the content delivery and service guide delivery that includes ALC”. This note is not relevant anymore as ALC is not used in DVB at all neither for file nor for service guide delivery.

Proposed resolution:
Remove the note


	Status: OPEN
The proposed resolution was tentatively agreed at BCAST CC on 3 May 2006

	DI003
	2006.04.19
	N
	5.3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0356
Comment:
In section 5.3.2, page 15, “Then the FD: 1. Responds with a reception report response message either containing the requested data, or alternatively describing an error case.”

We do not specify a reception report response message but rather an HTTP response message which does not contain any data but rather a status code.

Proposed resolution:
Replace the sentence as follows: “Then the FD: 1. Responds with an HTTP response message either describing the success of the reporting operation or alternatively describing an error case.”

	Status: OPEN
The proposed resolution was tentatively agreed at BCAST CC on 3 May 2006

	DI004
	2006.04.19
	N
	5.3.2.6
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0356
Comment:
Section 5.3.2.6, Page 17, “An HTTP session shall be used to confirm the successful delivery of a single file”. 

As can be seen from the schema for reception report request message, several files can be reported in a single reception report.

Proposed resolution:
Remove this sentence from the specification.

The sentence “Multipart MIME (multipart/mixed) may be used to aggregate several small XML files of reception reports to a larger object.” Should also be removed.

	Status: OPEN
The proposed resolution was tentatively agreed at BCAST CC on 3 May 2006

	DI005
	2006.05.08
	Y
	General
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
Capitalization of normative moods SHALL and MAY is inconsistent through document

Proposed resolution:

Editor to review all instances of shall and may for proper capitalization 
	Status: OPEN

	DI006
	2006.05.08
	Y
	General
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
FD-C behavior is frequently specified using descriptive language (is, will) rather than prescriptive language (SHALL, MAY, SHOULD) 

Proposed resolution:

Editor to review all instances of FD-C behavior for proper use of prescriptive vs descriptive language
	Status: OPEN

	DI007
	2006.05.08
	Y
	General
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment: 

“FD” and “FD-C” is frequently combined with the preceding or following word and sometimes with both 
Proposed resolution:

Editor to review all instances of “FD” and “FD-C” and to insert a space before or after as required.
	Status: OPEN

	DI008
	2006.05.08
	N
	2.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The normative references section is missing an entry on 3GPP2 BCMCS.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following entry and description:

[3GPP2 X.S0022-A]: 3GPP2 X.P0022-A, “Broadcast and Multicast Service in cdma2000 Wireless IP Network, Release A”.

	Status: OPEN

	DI009
	2006.05.08
	N
	3.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The following abbreviations are missing in this section: ALC, BDS, CC, CCI, ESI, EXT_CENC, EXT_FDT, EXT_FTI, FA, FEC, FEC-OTI, FLUTE, FTP, HDR_LEN, HTTP, IP, LCT, RAck, RFC, RTCP, RTP, RTSP, SA, SBN, SGDD, SGDU, STaR, TCP, TOI, TSI, URI, URL, XML,

Proposed resolution:

Add the following abbreviations:

ALC: Asynchronous Layered Coding

BDS: Broadcast Distribution System

CC: Content Creation

ESI: Encoding Symbol ID

EXT_CENC: FDT Instance Content Encoding Header

EXT_FDT: FDT Instance Header

EXT_FTI: FEC Object Transmission Information extension
FA: File Application Function

FEC: Forward Error Correction

FEC-OTI: FEC-Object Transmission Information

FLUTE: File Delivery over Unidirectional Transport

FTP: File Transfer Protocol

HDR_LEN: (LCT) header length

HTTP: HyperText Transfer Protocol

IP: Internet Protocol

LCT: Layered Coding Transport

Rack: Reception Acknowledgment

RFC: Request For Comment

RTCP: Real Time Control Protocol

RTP: Real-time Transport Protocol

RTSP: Real Time Streaming Protocol

SA: Stream Application Function

SBN: Source Block Number

SGDD: Service Guide Delivery Descriptor

SGDU: Service Guide Delivery Unit

STaR: Statistical Reception for successful reception

TCP: Transmission Control Protocol

TOI: Transmission Object Identifier

TSI: Transport Session Identifier

URI: Uniform Resource Identifier

URL: Uniform Resource Locator

XML: Extensible Markup Language
	Status: OPEN

	DI010
	2006.05.08
	N
	4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
There are a number of mis-spelled words and other punctuation mistakes in Sec. 4.  In addition, the description of broadcast distribution system agnosticity is not quite correct, since a number of BDS technologies are not supported in BCAST 1.0.

Proposed resolution:
The proposed changes are shown below by strikethrough and inserted underlined text:

“This specification defines the Stream and File Distribution function for OMa OMA Mobile Broadcast Services. Stream distributionis distribution provides functionality that enablers the delivery of real-time A/V streams from system to terminals. File distribution is has similar functionality to stream distribution with the difference that instead od of real-time media streams, discrete media objects and files are to be delivered within the session. In the context of Mobile Broadcast Service, the assumption is that a single stream or file delivery session distributes the content to multiple recipients simultaneously. The use of interactive channel to realuze realize the associated procedures for stream and file distribution is specified in this document.

This specification is agnostic to any underlying IP-based Broadcast Broadcat Distribution System- it only assumes the capability of delivering IP streams from service to terminal(s). That way this specification provides It specifies common wat ways to achieving achieve the delivery of files and distribution of streams over various different systems. and therefore consequently enalbers Therefore, it provides a greater level of interoperability.”


	Status: OPEN

	DI011
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
There are a number of mis-spelled words and other punctuation mistakes in Sec. 5.1.  In addition, reference to FD-4 should be deleted, since this interface does not exist in the BCAST AD.  Also, as defined in the BCAST AD, the network and terminal functions for file distribution are named File Delivery Component and File Delivery Client, respectively.

Proposed resolution:
The proposed changes are shown below by strikethrough and inserted underlined text:

“The specification for OMa OMA BCAST File Distribution function consists of specification for five four interfaces, FD-1, FD-2, FD-4, FD-5 and FD-6. The interfaces FD-5 and FD-6 are terminal-network interfaces and the functional entities across these interfaces are the File Distribution Delivery Client Function_(FD-C) on the Terminal side and File Distribution Delivery Component Function ((FD) on the Network Side. These interfaces are specified in sections 5.2 and 5.3. The interfaces FD-1, and FD-2 and FD-4 are back-end interfaces within the system(s) serviig serving the OMA Mobile Broadcast Services, and the functional entities across these interfaces are the Fule File Distribution Component_(FD) and the File Application_(FA), both on the Network side. These back-end interfaces are specified in section 5.4..

	Status: OPEN 

	DI012
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
FD-5 and FD-6 are specified in section 5.2 and 5.3, however these sections do not make that linkage.  By comparison, FD-1 and FD-2 are explicitly called out in section 5.4.

Proposed resolution:
Add introductory sections in 5.2 and 5.3 tying these sections to interfaces FD-5 and FD-6
	Status: OPEN

	DI013
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The term “no-code FEC code” should be replaced by a more technically-correct term.

Proposed resolution:
Replace “no-code FEC code” by "Compact No-Code FEC scheme" [RFC 3695] (FEC Encoding ID 0, also known as "Null-FEC").
	Status: OPEN 

	DI014
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.2.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The description of the 3rd paragraph is not clear.  For example, as written it can be interpreted to state that file descriptions can be associated with different TOI values.

Proposed resolution:
Replace the 3rd para with the text below:

“When a particular file (URI) associated with multiple TOI values is present in more than one file description, the end of its distribution SHALL be defined by the expiration time of that file description with the highest version number.”
	Status: OPEN

	DI015
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.2.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The description of the 4th paragraph is not clear.  

Proposed resolution:
Replace the 4th para with the text below:

“When a particular file (URI) associated with a single TOI value is present in more than one file description, the end of its distribution SHALL be defined by the expiration time of the last file description to expire.”
	Status: OPEN

	DI016
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
It should not be mandatory for the FD-C to support Associated Delivery Procedures, since in 3GPP2 BCMCS, these are not specified.

Proposed resolution:
Replace the word “SHALL” by “MAY” in the last two sentences of this section, i.e.,

“FD-C SHALL MAY support the download file repair procedure as defined in section 5.3.2

FD-C SHALL MAY support the download reception reporting procedure as defined in section 5.3.3”
	Status: OPEN

	DI017
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
In conjunction with the previous comment/proposed resolutions, the editor’s note should be removed since the mandatory/optional implementation of associated file delivery procedures by the terminal/network is specified by the last two sentences of this section.
	Status: OPEN

	DI018
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The grammar of the 1st sentence is incorrect.

Proposed resolution:
Replace the words “determined file” by “determine a file”
	Status: OPEN

	DI019
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The description of the SDP “t=” field regarding end time in the first two sentences should be improved.

Proposed resolution:
The proposed changes are shown below by strikethrough and inserted underlined text:

 “Delivery sessions (download and streaming) are considered complete when the "time tostop time" value of the session description (from "t=" in SDP) is reached. Where the end time is unbounded (time to <stop time> = 0) then this parameter is not used for identifying completed sessions.”
	Status: OPEN

	DI020
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The 1st sentence of the 2nd paragraph is grammatically incorrect.

Proposed resolution:
The proposed changes are shown below by strikethrough and inserted underlined text:

 “Each BCAST download delivery or streaming delivery sessions session may be associated with zero or one associated delivery procedure descriptionsdescription.”
	Status: OPEN

	DI021
	2006.05.08
	
	5.3.2.6
	Make 
	

	DI022
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.3.2.6
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
Specification of attributes appearing only in StaR/StaR-all states that all attributes are optional, but the first bullet states that the receptionStatus attribute is mandatory (“shall be used”) in StaR-all reports

Proposed resolution:

Replace “all optional” by “all optional unless otherwise stated”
	Status: OPEN

	DI023
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.3.2.6
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
Fourth bullet (serviceId attribute) is ungrammatical
Proposed resolution:

Delete first “is”
	Status: OPEN

	DI024
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
This section seems redundant since it essentially repeats the description of Sec. 5.2.4. 

Proposed resolution:
Replace the description in Sec. 5.3.3.2 by a simple pointer to Sec. 5.2.4.  However, there are some small differences re. normative text between these two which should be resolved.
	Status: OPEN



	DI025
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
Unresolved TBD in second paragraph.  It seems to refer to Sec. 5.3.3.4.2.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “TBD” by “5.3.3.4.2”.
	Status: OPEN

	DI026
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3.3.7
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
Unresolved TBD in fourth bullet.

Proposed resolution:

Replace TBD by 5.3.3.8 (or other section as appropriate).
	Status: OPEN

	DI027
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.3.3.8
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
Last paragraph (specifying a server error code to be returned) does not belong in a section about non-responding servers.

Proposed resolution:

Move to appropriate section or delete.
	Status: OPEN

	DI028
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The sentence should be improved re. grammar and clarity.

Proposed resolution:
The proposed changes are shown below by strikethrough and inserted underlined text:
Interface FD-1 is to provide provides the attributes of files in addition as well as the files themselves for BCAST file distribution services.
	Status: OPEN

	DI029
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The first sentence is missing the word “by” before “interface”.  The 2nd sentence should replace “the” by “this”

Proposed resolution:
Add “by” before “interface” to 1st sentence.  Replace “the” by “this” in 2nd sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	DI030
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.1.1.1, 5.4.2.1.1, 5.4.3.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The interface abbreviations FD-1U, FD-2U and FD-B1U are not defined.

Proposed resolution:
Remove the letter “U” for these interface names, in accordance to their names in the AD.
	Status: OPEN

	DI031
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The proposed changes are shown below by strikethrough and inserted underlined text:

Proposed resolution:
Corrections to the sentence are shown by strikethrough and additional text marked in RED:

Interface FD-2 is to provide provides the attributes of files in addition as well as the files themselves for BCAST file distribution services.
	Status: OPEN

	DI032
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.2.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The first sentence is missing the word “by” before “interface”.  The 2nd sentence should replace “the” by “this”

Proposed resolution:
Add “by” before “interface” to 1st sentence.  Replace “the” by “this” in 2nd sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	DI033
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The sentence should be improved re. grammar and understandability.

Proposed resolution:
The proposed changes are shown below by strikethrough and inserted underlined text:

Interface FD-B1 is to provide provides the attributes of files in addition as well as the files themselves for BCAST file distribution services.
	Status: OPEN

	DI034
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.3.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The protocol interface shown for FD-B1 represents only one of multiple possible configurations.  OMA-BCAST-2006-0350R01 proposes the full set of configurable protocol options for FD-B1, for the case the underlying BDS is BCMCS.  Therefore the protocol interface as shown for FD-B1 should be aligned with the BDS adaptation specs.

Proposed resolution:
Either remove Sec. 5.4.3.1.1, or only include common text/diagram for all BDSs in this section, while specifying multiple subsections for each underlying BDS technology.  For the latter approach, the possible FD-B1 configurations for BCMCS are shown in OMA-BCAST-2006-0350R01.
	Status: OPEN

Note: It is proposed that only diagrams/text which are common across underlying BDSs be contained in this section.  Specific configurations applicable to each BDS should be specified in each BDS adaptation spec.

	DI035
	2006.05.08
	N
	6.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
More text should be included in this section, for consistency with the introduction section on file distribution.

Proposed resolution:
Add the following text:

“The specification for OMA BCAST Stream Distribution function consists of specification for four interfaces: SD-1, SD-2, SD-5 and SD-6. The interfaces SD-5 and SD-6 are terminal-network interfaces and the functional entities across these interfaces are the Stream Delivery Client Function (SDC) on the Terminal side and Stream Delivery Function (SD) on the Network Side. These interfaces are specified in Sections 6.2 and 6.6. The interfaces SD-1 and SD-2 are back-end interfaces within the system(s) serving the OMA Mobile Broadcast Services and the functional entities across these interfaces are the Stream Distribution Function (SD) and the Stream Application Function (SA), both on the Network side. These back-end interfaces are specified in Sections 6.5.”
	Status: OPEN

	DI036
	2006.05.08
	N
	6.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The editor’s note on RFC for RTCP should be removed: there isn’t one – it’s part of RTP/RFC3550.

Proposed resolution:
Remove the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN

	DI037
	2006.05.08
	N
	6.5.1.1.1, 6.5.1.1.2, 6.5.2.1.1, 6.5.2.1.2, 6.5.3.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0363

Comment:
The interface abbreviations SD-1U, SD-2U and SD-B1U are not defined.

Proposed resolution:
Remove the letter “U” for these interface names, in accordance to their names in the AD.
	Status: OPEN

	DI038
	2006.04.21
	N
	5.2.5.1
	Source: Alcatel
Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0370
Comment:
Clarify whether SCT and ERT (and the associated T and R flags) are wanted to be used in the LCT headers of ALC packets. 

Proposed resolution:
If Answer is NO : then always set T and R to zero, this makes BCAST compatible with MBMS, with RFC LCT, and with Revised LCT also.

If Answer is YES : liaise with IETF to highlight the backward-compatibility problem. Possible resolutions in Revised LCT could then be :

. increase LCT version number

. or keep LCT version number to 1, and for version=1 only, specify that the Reserved bits are to be interpreted as defined in RFC 3451 (i.e. to be mapped to “experimental” T and R flags)

. or at least explicitly state that “if Reserved bits are not set to zero, then the ALC packet must be discarded”
	Status: OPEN

	DI039
	2006.04.21
	N
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel
Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0370
Comment:
Referenced version of 3GPP TS 26.346 (v6.1.0) is not up-to-date. Updating it to latest one v6.4.0 is more than editorial since v6.4.0 forbids the inclusion of SCT/ERT in ALC packets.

Proposed resolution:
Either freeze referenced version to 6.1.0, or update it to latest one, but then update section 5.2.5.1 accordingly as described in previous comment. 
	Status: OPEN

	DI040
	27-April 2006
	Y
	All
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Verify consistent use of FONTS and SIZES
	Status: OPEN

	DI041
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
There are many refrences to “messages”, “elements”, and “procedures”.  References to these should be included to make finding the details easier.
	Status: OPEN

	DI042
	27-April 2006
	Y
	1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change:

“[BCAST10-Architecture]”

To:

[BCAST AD]

Rationale:

Simpler to read/write and makes for a shorter reference
	Status: OPEN

	DI043
	27-April 2006
	Y
	2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the big Yellow Note, it is no longer needed.
	Status: OPEN

	DI044
	27-April 2006
	Y
	2.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Add:

[BCAST SG] - <input Service Guide information>

[TS 26.234] - <add 3GPP TS26.234 reference information>

[C.S0046] - <add 3GPP2 C.S0046.0 reference information>

[RFC2616] - <add RFC information>

[RFC3986] - <add RFC information>

[RFC2326] - <add RFC information>
	Status: OPEN

	DI045
	27-April 2006
	Y
	2.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change:

[BCAST10-Architecture]

To:

[BCAST AD]

Rationale:

Lines up with Sprint comment for Section 1
	Status: OPEN

	DI046
	27-April 2006
	Y
	2.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Move [BCAST AD] to section 2.1

Rationale:

Section 6 has references to the interfaces defined in the AD which I believe are normative.

If this comment is agreed section 2.2 can be deleted since there are no other informative references
	Status: OPEN

	DI047
	27-April 2006
	N
	3.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete this section since there are no definitions defined
	Status: OPEN

	DI048
	27-April 2006
	N
	3.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Add the following Abbreviations, in alphabetical order, there are used throughout the document:

A/V – Audio/Visual

ALC – Asynchronous Layered Coding

LCT – Layered Coding Transport

FEC – Forward Error Correction

FDT – File Delivery Table

TOI – Transport Object Identifier

URI - Uniform Resource Identifier
XML – Extensible Markup Language

SBN – Source Block Number

ESI – Encoding Symbol Identifier

ABNF – Augmented Backus-Naur Form
SDP – Session Description Protocol
CC – Content Creation

FA – File Application Component

RTP – Real Time Protocol

RTCP – Real Time Control Protocol

BSDA – BCAST Service Distribution and Adaptation

BDS – Broadcast Distribution System

BDS-SD – BDS Service Distribution
RO – Rights Object

SGDU – Service Guide Delivery Unit

SGDD – Service Guide Delivery Descriptor
	Status: OPEN

	DI049
	27-April 2006
	Y
	4
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
1st Paragraph:

This specification defines the Stream and File Distribution function for OMAa Mobile Broadcast Services. Stream distributionis functionality that enablers the delivery of real-time A/V streams from system to terminals. File distribution is similar functionality to stream distribution with the difference that instead od of real-time media streams discrete media objects and files are to be delivered within the session. In the context of Mobile Broadcast Service, the assumption is that a single stream or file delivery session distributes the content to multiple recipients simultaneously. The use of interactive channel to realize realuze the associated procedures for stream and file distribution is specified in this document.
	Status: OPEN

	DI050
	27-April 2006
	Y
	4
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
2nd Paragraph

This specification is agnostic to any underlying Broadcast Distribution System,- it only assumes the capability of delivering IP streams from service to terminal(s). That way this specification provides a common method wat to achieving the delivery of files and distribution of streams over various different systems and therefore consequently enablers enalbers a greater level of interoperability.
	Status: OPEN

	DI051
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
The specification for OMAa BCAST File Distribution function consists of specification for five interfaces, FD-1, FD-2, FD-4, FD-5 and FD-6. The interfaces FD-5 and FD-6 are terminal-network interfaces and the functional entities across these interfaces are the File Distribution Client (FD-C) on the Terminal side and File Distribution Component ((FD) on the Network Side. These interfaces are specified in sections 5.2 and 5.3. The interfaces FD-1, FD-2 and FD-4 are back-end interfaces within the system(s) serving serviig the OMA Mobile Broadcast Services and the functional entities across these interfaces are the Fule Distribution Component (FD) and the File Application (FA), both on the Network side. These back-end interfaces are specified in section 5.4.

	Status: OPEN

	DI052
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change the “Note regarding the service guide reference to:

[BCAST SG] (reference added in an earlier Sprint Comment.
	Status: OPEN

	DI053
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.2 
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Add a space between FD and SHALL on bottom line for last paragraph
	Status: OPEN

	DI054
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the note at the bottom of the section
	Status: OPEN

	DI055
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.2.5.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
There is a reference to the FTD-instance that needs updating, I am not what it should be.
	Status: OPEN

	DI056
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.2.5.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the editors notes throughout this section (4 actual notes)
	Status: OPEN

	DI057
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the note at the start of the section
	Status: OPEN

	DI058
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.3.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
2nd Paragraph

There is a reference to “initial defaults” – Does this need to be defined in section 3.1?  Not sure what this means.
	Status: OPEN

	DI059
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Numbered items for FD-C need FONTS corrected
	Status: OPEN

	DI060
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
First sentence needs rewording, I am not even sure what it is suppose to say
	Status: OPEN

	DI061
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the 2nd period “(”  and the “)” at the end of the 1st paragraph
	Status: OPEN

	DI062
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
2nd Paragraph”

Add “with” between “associated” and “zero” on the first line
	Status: OPEN

	DI063
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Item “a.”

Change FC-C to FD-C
	Status: OPEN

	DI064
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.3 
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change FONT on items a. – d to Times Roman
	Status: OPEN

	DI065
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.4
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
5th Paragraph

Change “bottleneck” to “congestion”
	Status: OPEN

	DI067
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.6
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change (RFC2616) to [RFC2616] in 1st and 3rd paragraphs

Replace parentheses to brackets
	Status: OPEN

	DI068
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.7
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Insert [ and ] around RFC2616
	Status: OPEN

	DI069
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.3.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete “Editorial Note” but leave the rest of the note and remove the highlights.  This can stand as the introduction to this section.
	Status: OPEN

	DI070
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
At the end of the editorial note Change:

“… FLUTE FDT table.  This is TBD.”

To:

“…FLUTE FDT table is TBD.”
	Status: OPEN

	DI071
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Number items are incorrect FONT

Change to Times Roman
	Status: OPEN

	DI072
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
1st paragraph

Change “shall” to “SHALL” since this is a mandatory requirement
	Status: OPEN

	DI073
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the Note.  If this is an issue it should be addressed in the SG if not already done.
	Status: OPEN

	DI074
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.4.3
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL”
	Status: OPEN

	DI075
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.4.4
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL” in two places
	Status: OPEN

	DI076
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.5.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL” in two places
	Status: OPEN

	DI077
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.5.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the 2nd period (.) at the end of the first sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	DI078
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.5.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Add “The” at the beginning of the 2nd sentence
	Status: OPEN

	DI079
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.5.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change:

TheFD-C randomly selects one of the service URIs from the list, with uniform distribution.

To:

The FD-C SHALL randomly select one of the service URIs from the list, with uniform distribution.
	Status: OPEN

	DI080
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL”
	Status: OPEN

	DI081
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Replace the parentheses with brackets “[]” on the reference to RFC2616
	Status: OPEN

	DI082
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Next to last paragraph there is a “…section TBD”, need to insert the correct section number and not leave it as TBD.  I am not sure which section this is.
	Status: OPEN

	DI083
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.6.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
2nd Paragraph, 2nd sentence:

Remove double periods (.)
	Status: OPEN

	DI084
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.6.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Replace parentheses on references with brackets
	Status: OPEN

	DI085
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.6.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Last line before the “GET” example there is a space between the “t” and “h” of 
then.  Remove the space
	Status: OPEN

	DI086
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.6.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
1st sentence of the 2nd paragraph below the “GET” example there needs to be a space between “FD-C” and “might”
	Status: OPEN

	DI087
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
1st sentence of the 1st paragraph there needs to be a space between “FD-C” and “might”
	Status: OPEN

	DI088
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
4th Bullet there is a TBD for a section  number.  Need to insert the correct reference.
	Status: OPEN

	DI089
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
5th bullet there needs to be a space inserted between “FD” and “prefers”
	Status: OPEN

	DI090
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL” in three places in this section
	Status: OPEN

	DI091
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Replace the parentheses with brackets on the RFC2616 reference
	Status: OPEN

	DI092
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL” in two places in this section
	Status: OPEN

	DI093
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Replace the parentheses with brackets on the RFC2616 reference
	Status: OPEN

	DI094
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure AAA” to “Figure 1”
	Status: OPEN

	DI095
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.7.3 
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL” in 3 places
	Status: OPEN

	DI096
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.8
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
1st sentence

Delete the “in” between “the” and “selected”
	Status: OPEN

	DI097
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.3.3.8
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to “SHALL” in 1st paragraph
	Status: OPEN

	DI098
	27-April 2006
	N
	5.3.3.8
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Question/Comment only

Last sentence of 2nd paragraph

“… this case is unspecified”

Should we leave a possible error condition unspecified?  I would like to see this behavior defined, but I am not sure what it should be.
	Status: OPEN

	DI099
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.4
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Add a sentence before 5.4.1

“All interfaces in this section are defined in the OMA BCAST Architecture document [BCAST AD].”
	Status: OPEN

	DI100
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure X” to “Figure 2”
	Status: OPEN

	DI101
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.4.2.1.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure Y” to “Figure 3”
	Status: OPEN

	DI102
	27-April 2006
	Y
	5.4.3.1.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure x” to “Figure 4”
	Status: OPEN

	DI103
	27-April 2006
	N
	6.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete “<text>”
	Status: OPEN

	DI104
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete “(Real Time Protocol)” this is defined in the Abbreviations section
	Status: OPEN

	DI105
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete “ The Real-time Transport Protocol…” from the beginning of the 1st sentence
	Status: OPEN

	DI106
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Delete the Note
	Status: OPEN

	DI107
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “shall” to SHALL” on the last sentence of the 1st paragraph
	Status: OPEN

	DI108
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.5
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change FONT to Times Roman
	Status: OPEN

	DI109
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.5.1.1.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure x” to “Figure 5”
	Status: OPEN

	DI110
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.5.1.1.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure x” to “Figure 6”
	Status: OPEN

	DI111
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.5.2.1.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure x” to “Figure 7”
	Status: OPEN

	DI112
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.5.2.1.2
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure x” to “Figure 8”
	Status: OPEN

	DI113
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.5.3.1.1
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change “Figure x” to “Figure 9”
	Status: OPEN

	DI114
	27-April 2006
	Y
	6.6
	Source: Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel

Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
Change:

Terminals that support stream distribution over interactive channel SHALL implement the streaming service as defined either in 3GPP Packet-switched Streaming Service (PSS) [3GPP 26.234] or in 3GPP2 3G Multimedia Streaming Services (MSS) [3GPP2 C.S0046.0].


	Status: OPEN

	DI115
	2006.05.05
	N
	5.2.4

5.3.3.2
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola
Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0404
Comment:
Sections 5.2.4  “Signalling End of File and End of Session” and 5.3.3.2 “Identification of End of Transmission for BCAST Download Delivery” are redundant, they both provide similar normative text.

Section 5.2.4 is more in line with CBMS text.

Section 5.3.3.2 is more in line with MBMS text.

Proposed resolution:
Either delete one of the two sections, or merge the two. 

The resulting section should be in line with both MBMS and CBMS.
A CR is needed for this. 
	Status: OPEN

	DI116
	2006.05.05
	N
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola
Form : OMA-BCAST-2006-0404
Comment:
This section describes how the end of file delivery and end of delivery session are signaled to the terminal.

The text is fairly close to 3GPP TS 26.346 v6.1.0 text, however latest 3GPP TS version is now v6.4.0, an some changes have been made since.

Especially, amongst all the FDT Instances describing a given Content-Location file, the rule for selecting the FDT-Instance determining (from “Expires” attribute) the file’s expiry time has changed :

.
in MBMS v6.1.0 (and in BCAST section 5.3.3.2), the applicable FDT-Instance is the one associating the highest TOI value to this Content-Location

.
since MBMS v6.2.0 (and in CBMS also), the applicable FDT-Instance is the one with the highest EXT_FDT’s FDT-Instance-ID.

The “highest TOI value” mechanism was obsoleted in both CBMS and MBMS because there is no incremental generation constraint in FLUTE or ALC applying to TOI (whereas there is one in FLUTE applying to FDT-Instance-ID). 

Proposed resolution:
A CR is needed to align this section with 3GPP TS 26.346 v6.4.0, correcting in particular FDT-Instance selection criterion from “highest TOI value” to “highest FDT-Instance-ID”. 
	Status: OPEN

	DI117
	
	N
	
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0456
Comment:
In section 5.3.4 MBMS namespace is used for defining XML schemas for associated delivery procedures. Since DVB is using slightly different schemas and 3GPP is updating its XML schemas independently of OMA, which does not own the MBMS namespace, it is recommended to use OMA namespaces for the schema definition in OMA TS Distribution.

Similar comment applies to section 5.3.4.2 with respect to Reception Report Request schema.

Proposed resolution:
Replace the namespace “urn:3gpp:metadata:2005:MBMS:associatedProcedure” with an OMA namespace such as “urn:oma:bcast:fd:associatedProcedure:1.0”.
Similarly, replace “urn:3gpp:metadata:2005:MBMS:receptionReport” with “urn:oma:bcast:fd:receptionReport:1.0”
	Status: OPEN

	DI118
	
	N
	
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0456
Comment:
Section 5.5.1 defines the usage of FLUTE for file distribution over the interactive channel. As the IP address of the mobile is not know to server, some other means to control the FLUTE session are needed. 
Proposed resolution:
We propose 2 options to address this problem:

· Specify that the terminal needs to create a TCP session to the server destination address, which is delivered as part of the SDP file (in a source filter with only 1 single source address). FLUTE is then used over TCP.

· Remove FLUTE as a mechanism for file distribution over the interactive channel

	Status: OPEN

	D119
	
	N
	5.4.1.1.1
5.4.2.1.1
5.4.3.1.1

	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0515

Comment:
BCAST has agreed to use HTTPS for secure transactions over backend interfaces. However, HTTPS is missing from the relevant specification text.

Proposed resolution:

In the end of the first paragraph of 5.4.1.1.1, 5.4.2.1.1 and 5.4.3.1.1, add the following sentence:

“

For secure operation over this backend interface the entities implementing this interface SHALL support HTTPS.

“


	Status: OPEN

	D120
	
	N
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0515

Comment:
The definition of backend interfaces for file delivery are a bit incomplete, because only low level protocols are defined without methods needed. In minimum what is needed are methods for creating sessions and attaching files to them.
	Status: OPEN

	D121
	
	N
	5.4.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Comment:

We don't see how the files attributes are transmitted 

Proposed Resolution:

If in the scope of this interface, specify how the files attributes are transmitted
	Status: OPEN 

	D122
	
	N
	5.4.2 and 5.4.3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Same comment and proposed Resolution as 5.4.1
	Status: OPEN 

	D123
	
	N
	5.5
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Comment:

Why not allowing the possible use of FTP?

Proposed Resolution:

Include the use of FTP in the list of possible protocols


	Status: OPEN

	D124
	
	N
	5.5 and 5.5.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Comment:
What is the reference of FLUTE specification in a unicast mode? In our comprehension Flute inherits from ALC and ALC has been designer for multicast

Proposed Resolution:

Precise the reference of the documents that specify the use of FLUTE in unicast mode, otherwise remove the texts that relate to the use of FLUTE over interactive channel

	Status: OPEN

	D125
	
	N
	5.5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Comment:
While reading this section, we could have the impression that it only addresses the case of file repair (moreover there can be multiple file servers..) We can imagine that a given terminal has been advertised of the delivery of a give file and can't access it towards the broadcast bearer, so it accesses it towards the interactive channel

Proposed Resolution:

Specify two cases: 

· the terminal has acquired the access fragment (and the Alternative AccessURL)

· The terminal has acquired the associated procedure description file. Subcase1: it has received a part of the file, Subcase2: no Alternative AccessURL is provided into the Access fragment


	Status: OPEN

	D126
	
	N
	6.5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Comment: 
What are these attributes? Do they apply also for live streams? How are they delivered in case of live streams?

Proposed Resolution:

If in the scope of this interface, specify how the files attributes are transmitted
	Status: OPEN

	D127
	
	N
	5.4.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Comment:

We don't see how the files attributes are transmitted 

Proposed Resolution:

If in the scope of this interface, specify how the files attributes are transmitted
	Status: OPEN 

	D128
	
	N
	5.4.2 and 5.4.3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
Same comment and proposed Resolution as 5.4.1
	Status: OPEN 

	D129
	2006.05.24
	Y
	1.
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

Scope section requires some typographic corrections (spaces).


	Status : OPEN


	D130
	2006.05.24
	Y
	2.1
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

Typo in the definition of RFC 3695 (missing space) needs correction.

Proposed resolution:
Replace 

"Compact Forward Error Correction(FEC) Schemes"
by

"Compact Forward Error Correction (FEC) Schemes"

	Status : OPEN


	D131
	2006.05.24
	Y
	4.
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

Section 4 requires some typographic corrections.


	Status : OPEN


	D132
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

Section 5.1 requires some typographic corrections.


	Status : OPEN


	D133
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

Typo (missing spaces) requires correction.

Proposed resolution:
Replace

“TheFDSHALL support either one or both of the above-mentioned methods for signalling the file parameters.”
by 

“The FD SHALL support either one or both of the above-mentioned methods for signalling the file parameters.”

	Status : OPEN


	D134
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

The note for that section seems not to be relevant anymore given the two mandatory statements in the end of the section. 

Proposed resolution:
Delete the note and update SCR table accordingly.


	Status : OPEN


	D135
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.3.3
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

Additional description is needed to address the editor note in section 5.3


	Status : OPEN


	D136
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.3.3.6.1
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

Currently, the file repair mechanism does not allow requesting a specific version of a file for repair. Similarly, the repair data response does not provide the version of the file it is for. 

This could cause problems if the terminal and the network are not synchronized, or if there are multiple version of a same file distributed. 


	Status : OPEN


	D137
	2006.05.24
	Y
	6.2
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

According to a note in this section, a reference to the RTCP RFC needs to be added. This is however useless as RTCP is defined in the RTP RFC (RFC 3550).

Proposed resolution:
Delete the note.
	Status : OPEN


	D138
	2006.05.24
	Y
	Appendix C.
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-BACST-2006-0554

Comment:

This appendix holds no information.

Proposed resolution:
Delete this section.


	Status : OPEN


	D139
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0560
Comment:

Port negotiation or signalling for unicast / interactive service distribution is missing in the specs. A solution for that problem is needed.
Proposed Resolution:

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN


	D140
	
	N
	5.3
	Source: Samsung Electronics
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0547
Comment:
Reception reporting needs to support SD
Proposed Solution:

Reorganize Reception Reporting section of TS-Distribution to support SD
	Status : OPEN


	D141
	
	N
	B.3
	Source: Samsung Electronics
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0547
Comment:
GZip support is mandatory for clients and should be applied to SCR tables

Proposed Solution:

Add GZip support as mandatory feature in SCR table for FD-C.
	Status: OPEN


	D142
	
	N
	2.1
	Source: Vodafone

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0536

Comment:

Version number not required for TS 26.346 reference

Proposed resolution:

Delete version number
	Status: OPEN

	D143
	
	N
	2.1
	Source: Vodafone

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0536

Comment:
Reference to 3GPP 26.234 and 3GPP2 C.S0046.0 (used in 6.6) missing

Proposed resolution:
Add references
	Status: OPEN

	D144
	
	N
	5.2.2
	Source: Vodafone, Ericsson
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0536

Comment:

BCAST over DVB-H and MBMS might not work without adding clarifications on FEC Raptor support (in IPDC Ph1 FEC Raptor is optional for File Delivery, in 3GPP MBMS Rel-6, FEC Raptor is mandatory for File Delivery and Stream Delivery)
Proposed resolution:

Clarification required
	Status: OPEN

	D145
	
	N
	5.3.3.4
	Source: Vodafone

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0536

Comment:
Section header “Back-Off Timing the Procedure Initiation Messaging for Scalability”  could need some better wording
Proposed resolution:

Improve header

	Status: OPEN

	D146
	
	N
	6.3
	Source: Vodafone

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0536

Comment:

“…RTP payload formats SHALL not be defined in BCAST-TS-Distribution. The BCAST Adaptation specifications MAY contain specification text on the use of codec’s, and associated RTP payload”

These are not requirements for the system but for the spec which is not appropriate in a final spec.

Proposed resolution:

Change wording: “RTP payload formats are not defined in BCAST-TS-Distribution. The BCAST Adapt. Spec. contains specification text …”
	Status: OPEN

	D147
	2006.05.24
	n/a
	5.3.4.1
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola
Comment:
In the ADPD schema, BCAST uses <serviceURI> element name, which complies with MBMS schema, but not with CBMS one (which uses <serverURI> element name instead). 

Proposed resolution:
Modify BCAST schema so a BCAST instance would contain either a list of <serverURI> or a list of <serviceURI>. See option (1.b) in OMA-BCAST-2006-04xx-Review-Comments-TS-Distribution-ADP-Schemas for more details on this resolution.

A CR is needed to detail the associated changes.
	OPEN

	D148
	2006.05.24
	N
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola
Comment:
In the ADPD schema, the optional attribute “offsetTime" has no defined default value. This was lately corrected in DVB CBMS schema (default=”0”.) 

Proposed resolution:
Add default=”0” at the end of “offsetTime” attribute definition. See OMA-BCAST-2006-04xx-Review-Comments-TS-Distribution-ADP-Schemas for more details.
	OPEN

	D149
	2006.05.24
	N
	
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola
Comment:
In the ADPD and RRR schemas, wildcards <any> and <anyAttribute> are being used for extensibility, whereas they are not declared in DVB CBMS schemas. BCAST instances could therefore contain extension elements or attributes not accepted by a strict DVB IPDC parser.

Proposed resolution:
Do nothing. According to ‘OMA-BCAST-2006-0358’, a DVB IPDC XML parser safely skips unrecognized elements or attributes, even if wildcards are not defined in the schema’s content model.


	OPEN

	D150
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.3.4.2
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola
Comment:
In the RRR schema, the attribute “namespace” for element <anyAttribute> is not specified, and therefore defaults to “##any”. As a result, a typo in a well-defined attribute of reportType cannot be detected by XML validation by the sender, and the receiver will miss the information contained in the misspelled attribute.

Proposed resolution:
In “starType” complex type, specify the namespace ##other for the <anyAttribute> wildcard :

<xs:anyAttribute namespace="##other" processContents="skip"/>

	OPEN

	D151
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.3.4
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola
Comment:
In the ADPR and RRR schemas, the namespaces are still MBMS ones, and should be changed to BCAST ones, according to the decisions taken in Seoul following BCAST-2006-228R01 presentation.

Proposed resolution:
Change the value of the two <schema> attributes “xlmns” and “namespace”:

.
in 5.3.4.1, from “urn:3gpp:metadata:2005:MBMS:associatedProcedure” to “urn:oma:bcast:fd:associatedprocedure:1.0”

.
in 5.3.4.2, from “urn:3gpp:metadata:2005:MBMS:receptionreport” to “urn:oma:bcast:fd:receptionreport:1.0”


	OPEN

	ID152
	
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0576

Comment:
The section contains a note “[Note: reference to relevant section in BCAST TS Service Guide to be added.]”

Proposed resolution:

Add reference to Service Guide TS, 5.1.2.3. Note that there is another review comment to move FileDescription to Access – in this case the reference would be to section 5.1.2.4


	OPEN

	ID153
	
	Y
	5.3.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0576

Comment:
According to OMNA rules, the XML schemas are not kept in the specification but are created as separate permanent documents. These documents are referenced from the spec the same way other OMA documents are referenced. 

Proposed resolution:

Extract the schemas in this section and create separate permanent documents. 

Use the agreed XML namespaces, i.e. urn:oma:xml:bcast:fd:associatedprocedure:1.0  and urn:oma:xml:bcast:fd:receptionreport:1.0

Replace references to 5.3.4.x by normative references to these documents.

See doc #564 for a description of naming conventions.


	OPEN

	ID154
	
	Y
	5.3.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0576

Comment:
There are two MIME types mentioned which are not registered with IANA. Furthermore, the MIME types should follow the BCAST naming conventions for MIME types.

application/simpleSymbolContainer

application/BCAST-associated-procedure-parameter

Proposed resolution:

Change to

application/vnd.oma.bcast.simple-symbol-container

application/ vnd.oma.bcast.associated-procedure-parameter
Add two registration templates fort hese MIME types as annexes (examples can be found in TS SG Appendix H)

	OPEN


CRs tracking

	CR ID
	Addresses Comments
	Status of CR

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0269
	
	Tentatively Agreed (at CC on March 29 )

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Documents containing comments.
	Document ID
	Source
	Comment

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0269
	Alcatel & Motorola
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0356
	Nokia
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0363
	Qialcomm
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0370
	Alcatel
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0380
	Sprint_Nextel
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0404
	Alcatel, Motorola
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0456
	Nokia
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0515
	Nokia
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0518
	Orange
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0554
	Motorola
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0560
	Ericsson
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0547
	Samsung
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0534
	Vodafone
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0572
	Alcatel , Motorola
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0576
	Siemens
	

	
	
	


4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

This is BCAST internal working document to collect and resolve Consistency Review comments that apply to BCAST Distribution Technical Specification. Recommend including above comments and relevant resolutions to be agreed in BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review Report at the end of Consistency Review.
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