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1 Reason for Contribution

This input contribution provides comments to the 3 adaptation documents in BCAST R&A.
· OMA-BCAST-2006-0691R02-CR_Adaptation_IPDC_over_DVB-H
· OMA-BCAST-2006-0779-CR_Adaptation_MBMS

· OMA-BCAST-2006-0752R01-CR_Revised_BCAST_Adaptation_to_BCMCS
These comments are classified as objections in the R&A process.

Note that these comments are in addition to comments made during consistency review and are more specifically related to the reorganisation the document to clarify the two adaptation types, namely generic adaptation and BDS specific adaptation.

2 Summary of Contribution

Comments on the 3 adaptation documents.
3 Detailed Proposal

Comments to the 3 adaptation documents follow below.
OMA-BCAST-2006-0691R02-CR_Adaptation_IPDC_over_DVB-H
Chapter 4: Paragraph after bullets 1 & 2 states " This allows BCAST terminal to work automatically in both situations, as signalling is provided to indicate to the terminal the type of adaptation provided."

Orange believes signalling is not needed as it is implicit, eg terminal knows whether session is ALC or FLUTE, interprets optional SDP parameters or not, recognises SRTP MKI length etc, i.e. no additional external signalling is needed. This should be corrected across all adaptation documents.

Chapters 6&7 Check that the sentence "As defined by BCAST Enabler specifications" is correct.

Chapter 6: perhaps it would be easier to leave sections where everything is provided by BCAST without being BDS specific, so that only BDS specific parts are highlighted?

Section 6.4 SPCP and XBS section – as everything is from BCAST, subsections can be removed for clarity.

Chapter 7: as many sections are actually the same as for generic adaptation, perhaps only sections where the BDS specific adaptation is different to the generic adaptation should be present and hence highlighted? i.e. remove any section that points back to generic adaptation chapter 6.

Chapter 7: sentence "Furthermore, underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below." can perhaps be improved to say "compatibility", you could argue we are not re-using BDS specific functionality.
Section 7.4 Sentence should be added saying that "BCAST specifications apply with the constraints on encryption protocols indicated below."

Section 7.4.2.1 DRM Profile: Normative text says the DRM Profile becomes 18Crypt. As nobody can provide a list of differences this normative text should be discussed by BCAST and considered seriously. The impact on BCAST implementations is not clear. How does this differ from the generic adaptation i.e. DRM Profile? A list of deltas would be useful if that is what we adopt.

Update SCR tables. Perhaps add informative table highlighting differences between generic and BDS specific adaptation.

OMA-BCAST-2006-0779-CR_Adaptation_MBMS
Chapter 4: Paragraph after bullets 1 & 2 states " This allows BCAST terminal to work automatically in both situations, as signalling is provided to indicate to the terminal the type of adaptation provided."

Orange believes signalling is not needed as it is implicit, eg terminal knows whether session is ALC or FLUTE, interprets optional SDP parameters or not, recognises SRTP MKI length etc, i.e. no additional external signalling is needed. This should be corrected across all adaptation documents.

Chapters 6 & 7 Check that the sentence "As defined by BCAST Enabler specifications" is correct.

Chapter 6: perhaps it would be easier to leave sections where everything is provided by BCAST without being BDS specific, so that only BDS specific parts are highlighted?

Section 6.4 SPCP and XBS section – as everything is from BCAST, subsections can be removed for clarity.

Chapter 7: as many sections are actually the same as for generic adaptation, perhaps only sections where the BDS specific adaptation is different to the generic adaptation should be present and hence highlighted? i.e. remove any section that points back to generic adaptation chapter 6.

Chapter 7: sentence "Furthermore, underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below." can perhaps be improved to say "compatibility", you could argue we are not re-using BDS specific functionality.
Section 7.4 SPCP and XBS First two sentences should be removed as BCAST specifications apply.

Section 7.4 Sentence should be added saying that "BCAST specifications apply with the constraints on encryption protocols indicated below."

Section 7.4.1 Sentence should be added saying that if IPsec or ISMACryp are used, BCAST specifications apply i.e. without constraints.

Section 7.4.1.1 Cut and paste error from IPDC: Remove Note that as DVB-IPDC provides…..

Table X should be corrected for Smartcard Profile (common) as per IPDC over DVB-H table.

Sections 7.4.2, 7.4.3 – as these are same as BCAST perhaps these should be removed. This adds no further information.

Section 7.4.3 actually, DCF format used by Smartcard Profile with TEKs is slightly different from MBMS in the location where key_id is. BCAST has RI URI too. How can we handle both types? Only one? Guess BCAST should understand MBMS format too.

Update SCR tables. Perhaps add informative table highlighting differences between generic and BDS specific adaptation.

OMA-BCAST-2006-0752R01-CR_Revised_BCAST_Adaptation_to_BCMCS
Chapter 5 Call section Overview to be consistent with other docs. Add (Informative)

Chapters 6&7 Check that the sentence "As defined by BCAST Enabler specifications" is correct.

Chapter 6 & 7 section structure is slightly different from other documents. Perhaps this could be harmonised?

Chapter 6: perhaps it would be easier to leave sections where everything is provided by BCAST without being BDS specific, so that only BDS specific parts are highlighted?

Section 6.1 "The appropriate type of adaptation for BCAST Terminal operation is either pre-configured in, or signalled to, the terminal. " This needs to discussed in BCAST. It is not clear that this is needed. If it has to be signalled, how is it done?
Section 6.2.2.1 Statement that all 4 types of interaction SHALL be supported. Is this not the case for BCAST? If so, no added value in stating this, if not, this is not generic adaptation?

Section 6.2.4.2.1 to 6.2..4.3.2.2 inclusive (all sections and subsections) no value in having all sections and subsections saying as per BCAST specifications. Suggest remove all those sections / section headings. Have high level statement below 6.2.4.
Section 6.2.5.1 this seems different from BCAST. Is it? Is this generic adaptation? 

Section 6.2.5.2 Is this generic adaptation or BDS specific adaptation? Talks about integrated service guide, this suggests BDS specific adaptation. If this is the case, this should be in chapter 7;

Section 6.2.5.3.2 statement says "for adaptation to BCMCS". Is this generic adaptation or BDS specific? Should this not be in chapter 7 on BDS specific adaptation?

All figures with a terminal: show a BCMCS terminal. We are talking about a BCAST terminal. Please clarify. What adaptation type? 

Section 6.2.5.4.1 sentence again suggests this is BDS specific adaptation. Clarify.

Section 6.3 Is this BDS specific adaptation? Should be called that. To be coherent with other adaptation documents should be in chapter 7!
Section 6.3.1 As this is BDS specific, normative statement should be here. Section 6.2.1 should point to 6.3.1 (actually section in chapter 6 should point to section in chapter 7).

Section 6.3.4.1 table would be useful to highlight parameters. 

Chapter 7 this is not in other adaptation documents, is this informative? Are there any normative statements? Does it relate to generic adaptation and / or BDS specific adaptation? It looks very much like being BCMCS specific and not BCAST. How is it related to BCAST?

Update SCR tables. Perhaps add informative table highlighting differences between generic and BDS specific adaptation.

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

Take these comments into account.
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