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1 Reason for Contribution

This Input Contribution raises additional follow-up comments for specifications that belong to BCAST 1.0 ERP and are currently under consistency review process.
2 Summary of Contribution

Please see the comments in section 3 below.
3 Detailed Proposal

Comments to TS Service Guide

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG-x1
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.1.1.

5.1.2.4

5.1.2.9


	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment :

PreviewData fragment contains AccessIDRef. This reference is not present in the Figure of section 5.1.1, which is therefore inconsistent with the Service Guide tables.
Proposed Resolution : 

Add link from PreviewData fragment to Access fragment in the Service Guide data model figure in section 5.1.1.
This is straightforward editorial operation and can be accomplished by the Editor of TS Service Guide. No separate CR is needed – above proposed resolution is unambiguous.

	Status: OPEN

	SG-x2
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment:

Access fragment contains element AccessType which has element .UnicastServiceDelivery. Currently it lacks a capability to describe unicast service delivery using SDP (common case).
Proposed Resolution:

Introduce new element “SessionDescriptionReference“ under Access/AccessType/UnicastServiceDelivery. This is exactly same as “SessionDescriptionReference” under  Access/AccessType/BroadcastServiceDelivery.
This is straightforward copy&paste operation that the Editor of TS Service Guide can do so no separate CR is needed – above proposed resolution is unambiguous. 
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x3
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment:

There are several service delivery methods declared in Access/ AccessType/ UnicastServiceDelivery/ AccessServerURL/ transmissionSchemeType that are not specified in BCAST TS "File and Stream Distribution for Mobile Broadcast Services". 
These are associated with AccessType/ UnicastServiceDelivery/ AccessServerURL
TS Distribution specifies the ways to deliver content over broadcast as well as over interaction. In this context, declaring such methods in SG is ambiguous as the TS Services does not specify how to access those. Thus, there are several ways to implement these methods and as such they do not fall into scope of OMA enabler.
Proposed Resolution:

Delete the unspecified methods from in Access/ AccessType/ UnicastServiceDelivery/ AccessServerURL/ transmissionSchemeType
This can be done very easily. The new proposed text for “Description” column of Access/ AccessType/ UnicastServiceDelivery/ AccessServerURL/ transmissionSchemeType is the following:

“
Specifies transport mechanism that is used for this access.

0 - HTTP

1 - WAP 1.0

2- WAP 2.x

3 - RTSP

4 - 3GPP-PSS (3GPP packet-switched streaming service)

5 - 3GPP2-MSS (3GPP2 multimedia streaming services)
6 – FLUTE (Note that FLUTE for Unicast delivery is not specified in current version of BCAST)

71-127 Reserved for future use

128-255 Reserved for proprietary use
(Note: Other protocol or communication system May be added based on OMA Service interaction function.)
“

Note: this resolution assumes already tentatively agreed CR 
OMA-BCAST-2006-0445R03-CR_Cleanup_of_Access_Fragment


	Status: OPEN

	SG-x4
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment:

SGSDelivery/ SGData mentions that "empty" elements are not relevant. This is not good spec text.

Proposed Resolution:
Replace (four occurrences):

“If BCAST Service Guide fragments are used, network-mandatory elements or attributes which are not relevant SHALL be delivered as empty field, network-optional elements or attributes which are not relevant SHALL NOT be instantiated.”

With

“If BCAST Service Guide fragments are used, network-mandatory elements or attributes which are not used SHALL be delivered as field without value, network-optional elements or attributes which are not relevant SHALL NOT be instantiated.”

	Status: OPEN

	SG-x5
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.5
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816
Comment:
Why do we want to use HTTP OK and introduce the error in the payload. Why don't we reuse HTTP 4xx series of error messages. This would not only be efficient reuse of facilities of HTTP but also cleaner design.
Proposed Resolution:
For group discussion if we should use HTTP 4xx series of error messages instead of HTTP OK with error message in payload. If group agrees this is good way forward, Nokia will produce a CR for this.

	Status: OPEN

	SG-x6
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.5
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment:
Request messages contain some addresses (e.g. BSMAddress, BSDAAddress). 
What do these mean and how these are used?

Proposed Resolution:
Remove the BSMAddress and BSDAAddress elements from section 5.5

This is straightforward editorial operation (delete) that the Editor of TS Service Guide can do so no separate CR is needed – above proposed resolution is unambiguous.

	Status: OPEN

	SG-x7
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.5
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment:

SG-G may push all fragment types to SG-SS but on the other hand SG-SS is only allowed to request Service, Content and Schedule. 
This is not symmetric. Why is there such a distinction?

Proposed Resolution:

Remove the restriction. CR needed. If group agrees that this need to be solved. Nokia will produce the required CR.

	Status: OPEN

	SG-x8
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment:

Section 5.4.1.2 enables fetch of Service Guide fragments so that terminal either specifies the related SGDD ID(s) or Fragment ID(s). The methods of requesting fragments that are associated with specific service / content type / genre, or, all fragments between specific <start time> and <end time> are missing. 

Proposed Resolution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0809 resolves this comment.


	Status: OPEN

	SG-x9
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	All subsections of 5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment:

PreviewDataIDRef has attribute "usage".  It has a list of possible values but none of those semantically means that the preview data is used as main data (not just background). Since this is a major use case in real deployments, such usage needs to be added. 
Proposed Resolution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0810 proposes adding a new value "foreground" to “usage”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x10
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.1.2.8
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816
Comment:

It should be possible to associate an operator logo, operator animation or similar to the PurchaseChannel to allow operators even better to customize and differentiate the offerings. This can be done cleanly by using the current SG data model with a minor addition which this CR proposes: adding PreviewDataIdRef to PurchaseChannel.

Proposed Resolution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0811 resolves this one.

In addition, the SG data model figure in 5.1.1 needs to be updated adding a directional arrow from PurchaseChannel to PreviewData. This latter one is editorial task and can be accomplished by the Editor of TS Service Guide.


	Status: OPEN

	SG-x11
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	All subsections of 5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816
Comment:
Inconsistent way of implementing fragment id references in fragments. For example, Schedule fragment has ServiceIDRef which contains the id as value of the element while ContentIDRef does the same through attribute of element. 
For example:

<ServiceIDRef>1018</ServiceIDRef>

<ContentIDRef idRef="2925"></ContentIDRef>

Proposed Resolution:

Implement the fragment references consistenty for all fragments using attribute. 

This is straightforward editorial operation (delete) that the Editor of TS Service Guide can do so no separate CR is needed – above proposed resolution is unambiguous.
	Status: OPEN


Comments to TS Distribution

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	DI-x1
	6 Oct 2006
	N
	5.1.1.

5.1.2.4

5.1.2.9


	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0816

Comment :

Consider the case where a “Content Protected” file is delivered over FLUTE / ALC. How is the encryption signaled in the FDT / Service Guide?
Proposed Resolution : 

Since the Content-Type is the type of the content irrespective of content-protection mechanism, the right way to do this is to use Content-Encoding. Thus, the content protection mechanism should be signaled as the Content-Encoding.

OMA-BCAST-2006-0815 resolves this comment.


	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	


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

The comments contained in this Input Contribution are submitted as comments to BCAST 1.0 under OMA Consistency Review process.
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