Doc# OMA-BCAST-2006-0908-INP_BCMCS_Adap_R&A_Comments.doc[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Input Contribution

Doc# OMA-BCAST-2006-0908-INP_BCMCS_Adap_R&A_Comments.doc
Input Contribution



Input Contribution

	Title:
	Comments resulting from BCMCS adaptation spec R&A
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	BAC BCAST, BAC DLDRM

	Submission Date:
	28 Oct 2006

	Source:
	Charles Lo, QUALCOMM Incorporated, clo@qualcomm.com
Mark Lipford, Sprint Nextel, Mark.A.Lipford @sprint.com

	Attachments:
	n/a
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Contribution

This document captures the R&A comments on the restructured BCMCS Adaptation specification, Doc-752R01. 

2 Summary of Contribution

List of all comments submitted, with potential resolutions.
3 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.

4 Recommendation

Discuss and resolve.
5 Detailed Proposal

Notes to the reader
GREEN indicates the editor has proposed a resolution and believes it is non-controversial. Delegates should check.

YELLOW indicates that a discussion is needed.
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	Moto01
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	General
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
General to the document: in many places the document mentions “BCMCS terminals”. This is only appropriate when mentioning BCAST services being shared between BCAST-enabled terminals and native BCMCS terminals. In all other cases, “BCAST-enabled terminal” nor simply the “Terminal” is the correct naming. The document should be corrected accordingly.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Agree - suggest to change as proposed


	Moto02
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

the sentence “The purpose of the BCMCS Adaptation Specification is to reduce the number of options and parallel functions fulfilling the same requirements in the case BCAST services are distributed over 3GPP2 BCMCS as the underlying BDS.” was seen as misleading during the San Diego meeting and should be removed.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status:
Editor: This text actually doesn’t exist in Sec. 1 – but in Sec. 4; suggest to change as proposed


	Moto03
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

first paragraph is misleading as it fails to mention that BCAST is reusing underlying BDS functionalities 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor:  1st para does mention about utilizing existing 3GPP2 BCMCS location, flow provisioning, security, etc.

Also, reusing underlying BCMCS functionality is indicated in the second numbered bullet point.


	Moto04
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

the second paragraph should mention the “Generic adaptation” allows sharing BCAST servicers across multiple BDS technologies, and the “BDS-specific adaptation” allows sharing BCAST services with both BCAST and native BDS terminals.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: These points are shown in Section 4.
Question: is there a need to mandate identical style/layout of the BDS adaptation documents, or is complying with a common framework adequate?


	Moto05
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	4
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

introduction has subtle differences with introductions from IPDC over DVB-H and MBMS adaptation documents. The three sections should be harmonized.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Same question as for previous comment


	Moto06
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	4
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

first bullet, second paragraph, the sentence “In practice, the only overlap exists in the service protection of streams, in which case the SRTP mechanisms as defined by the BCAST Enabler shall be employed” is actually false by omission. For example another overlap is for file delivery as a BCAST server instantiated according to the BCAST generic adaptation can deliver files over FLUTE. In general we recommend that section 4 in this document follows the outline of other equivalent sections in the IPDC over DVB-H and MBMS adaptation documents.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: BCMCS also specifies optional use of FLUTE for file delivery (ALC is mandatory).
Should a) the overlap in file delivery protocol be indicated, b) the examples on functional overlap be deleted, or c) the outline of the equivalent sections of the MBMS and DVB-H adaptation specs be used in place of existing text?

	Moto07
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	5
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

change “Review of 3GPP2 BCMCS” to  “Overview of 3GPP2 BCMCS (Informative)

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Agree - suggest to change as proposed


	Moto08
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	5
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

content, this section should stick to factual information and avoid acting as a marketing brochure, e.g. the sentence “Contents suitable for BCMCS include news, stock quotes, video clips, movies, and sporting events.  The BCMCS system design aims to satisfy the market demand for broadcast and multicast content while minimizing resource usage in the radio access network (RAN).” is inappropriate.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status:
Editor:  Suggest to remove the cited text as proposed.


	Moto09
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

should be in line with similar sections in other adaptation documents. Proposal is to review

Proposed Resolution:
	Status:  OPEN
Editor:  Should we allow for stylistic differences between the BCMCS and the other two BDS adaptation specs?



	Moto10
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

general, this section holds both adaptation types. It would be clearer to have the generic adaptation type in section 6 and the specific one in section 7 like in the other documents 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor:  Same question as above


	Moto11
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	6.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

signaling of the adaptation type to the terminal is currently not specified. The signaling functionality itself remains to be discussed within BCAST so as to determine whether such functionality is needed.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN


	Moto12
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.1.1, 6.1.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

beside the fact that those sections should be introductions to two different level one sections, their content should be in line with their counterparts in the two other adaptation documents.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Again this is issue of stylistic differences between BDS adaptation specs

	Moto13
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
general, so as to help the implementer understand what the generic adaptation is made of with BCMCS, we recommend to use the same scheme as in the IPDC over DVB-H adaptation document, which is either to point the relevant sub-section in the BDS-specific adaptation section, or to mention “As defined by BCAST Enabler specifications”, maybe with specific notes in both cases, if needed. For example, section 6.2.1 should reference 6.3.1, not the contrary.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: There have also been suggestions from companies that the pointer to “BCAST Enabler specifications” is too coarse to understand exactly which document and/or specific sections are being referenced.
Regarding Sec. 6.2.1 referring to Sec. 6.3.1, as opposed to vice versa, it seems either is fine. 

	Moto14
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.3.3
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

the sentence “The terminal SHALL support GZIP.” is irrelevant as this is already an mandatory statement in the SG TS.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Agree - suggest to remove the sentence referring to GZIP as proposed.


	Moto15
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	6.2.3.4.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

restrictions should be moved the BDS specific adaptation part 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Since the qualifications shown are independent of adaptation mode, it seems fine to leave in this section as is.

	Moto16
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.3.4.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

restrictions should be moved the BDS specific adaptation part 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Since the qualifications shown are independent of adaptation mode, it seems fine to leave in this section as is.


	Moto17
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.4.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

“X.Y.Z” to be updated 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor will update this section number upon finalized Smartcard Profile section numbering in SPCP TS.


	Moto18
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.5.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
should be in the BDS specific adaptation section 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Since the functionality shown is independent of adaptation mode, it seems fine to leave in this section as is.

	Moto19
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.5.3
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

shouldn’t this belong to the BDS-specific adaptation section?  Additionally the fact that BCMCS uses internally HTTP, FTP or IP in IP tunneling is not inherently part of the generic BCAST adaptation. Section 6.2.5.3 should point to the main BCAST specification and to its equivalent section in the BDS-specific adaptation section.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor:  This section on file distribution adaptation is independent of adaptation mode.  The FD-B1 interface is not defined in 3GPP2 BCMCS specifications, but specifically being defined by BCAST since we decided to define the BDS adaptation specs.



	Moto20
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.5.4
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

shouldn’t this belong to the BDS-specific adaptation section? Additionally the fact that BCMCS uses internally IP in IP tunneling is not inherently part of the generic BCAST adaptation. Section 6.2.5.4 should point to the main BCAST specification and to its equivalent section in the BDS-specific adaptation section.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor:  This section on file distribution adaptation is independent of adaptation mode.  The FD-B1 interface is not defined in 3GPP2 BCMCS specifications, but specifically being defined by BCAST since we decided to define the BDS adaptation specs.


	Moto21
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.3
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

should be section 7, and should be the repository of all BCMCS-specifics.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN


	Moto22
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	7
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

is it normative or informative 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status:
Editor: This section is normative


	Moto23
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	8
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:

shouldn’t this section be translated into the adaptation type sections?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: This section is taken from [OMA-TS-BCAST_BCMCS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060321-D]

	Nok
01
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Very good text, this should be used in DVB-H / MBMS Adaptations, too.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN


	Nok

02
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

"BCMCS-specific adaptation", in other adaptation docs the name is "BDS specific adaptation"

Proposed Resolution:
	Status:
Editor: Since this document is BCMCS-specific, suggest to leave text as is.


	Nok

03
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	?
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

The introduction - and especially how the adaptation modes are introduced - in this BCMCS adaptation differs from the introduction of DVB-H and MBMS adaptation. We agreed to have consistent way which this TS is not following.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is this comment referring to Section 1 or 4 (or both)?  Do we require identical style or common framework?


	Nok

04
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	2.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

are all listed document normatively referred within the BCMCS Adaptation doc?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: This comment, while valid, should be addressed to [OMA-TS-BCAST_BCMCS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060321-D].  Suggest no change is needed for the current document under R&A.

	Nok

05
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	3.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Add definitions of used terms 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: This comment, while valid, should be addressed to [OMA-TS-BCAST_BCMCS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060321-D].  Suggest no change is needed for the current document under R&A.

	Nok

06
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	3.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Add used abbreviations.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: This comment, while valid, should be addressed to [OMA-TS-BCAST_BCMCS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060321-D].  Suggest no change is needed for the current document under R&A.

	Nok

07
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

"BCMCS-specific adaptation", in other adaptation docs the name is "BDS specific adaptation"

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Since this document is BCMCS-specific, suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

08
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

sentence "...is to reduce the number of options and parallel functions fulfilling the same requirements...",  gives the impression that the main specs are somehow loosely coupled/defined.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: This text was copied from [OMA-TS-BCAST_BCMCS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060321-D].  

	Nok

09
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

title misses "(Informative)".

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Agree - suggest to change as proposed.

	Nok

10
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

2nd adaptation mode, second paragraph, why "across heterogeneous BDS technologies" is in different mode than in other adaptation docs?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The text as shown here seems more accurate than in the other adaptation specs – in BDS-specific adaptation, the inability to share content lies across BDS technologies, not necessarily across multiple BDSs, which may employ the same technology.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

11
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Section 4 mentions that BCAST Enabler is adapting to BCMCS application layer functionality. Other adaptation specs go as far as transport layer. BCMCS should be on the same level as others and all three adaptations must be consistent with this respect.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The BDS-specific adaptation is to application layer functionality natively defined by that BDS, so the title is technically correct.  The reference to “transport” is actually referring to something else – operation of BCAST enablers over the “IP transmission network” of that BDS.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

12
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

section should be informative.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Agree - suggest to change as proposed.

	Nok

13
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

4th paragraph, remove word "multicast", as BCAST may also deliver non-multicast IP Flows.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Not sure why BCAST is brought up, since this section is overview on BCMCS.  Also, the context of the cited wording is specifically about availability and usage of multicast IP flow in BCMCS.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

14
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

4th paragraph, "the BCMCS_FLOW_IDs". What is _the_ BCMCS_FLOW_IDs?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: This section is intended to be brief overview on BCMCS, without going into details.  Flow_ID in BCMCS is a shorthand for the Multicast IP address and Port number pair, for more efficient transmission over the airlink.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

15
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

discusses only about IP multicast, but BCAST is not limited to multicasted IP only.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: This section is overview on BCMCS – it is independent of BCAST.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

16
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

overall, BCMCS is “advertised” much stronger than DVB-H and MBMS in their respective adaptations. BCMCS should be on the same level as others and all three adaptations must be consistent with this respect.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: This is related to comment Moto8.  Suggest to remove “marketing” related text per Moto8, but the remaining description on BCMCS seems valid and appropriate.  Suggest no other change is needed.

	Nok

17
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

(incl. sub-sections) does not have equivalent in DVB/MBMS Adaptation docs. 

· either remove 6.1 and move 6.1.1 into the introduction of 6.2 and 6.1.2 into the introduction of 6.3
or

· introduce similar introduction of adaptation and its modes into DVB-H/MBMS adaptation specs also.

Note: that as they are, the introductions of 6.2 and 6.3 are just disclaimers not actually introducing anything.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Similar to comments Moto9 and Moto10.  Do we require identical style, or just common description framework?

	Nok

18
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing, perhaps just move the content of 6.1 here (and remove 6.1), 

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Similar to Nok17 and editor’s comments

	Nok

19
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

"This section" should refer to section 6.2

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Similar to Nok17 and Nok18 and editor’s comments

	Nok

20
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

"This section" should refer to section 6.3

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Similar to Nok17-Nok19 and editor’s comments

	Nok

21
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

first sentence, "This" refers to the section title.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Agree, suggest replacing “This functionality” by “IP transport of BCAST”

	Nok

22
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Nok

23
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.2.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

What are the four cases discussed in this section?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is such description necessary?  It seems that enough info and pointer is provided as is.

	Nok

24
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The text as shown is meant to provide a shorthand description as opposed to representing a complete sentence.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

25
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The text as shown is meant to provide a shorthand description as opposed to representing a complete sentence.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

26
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Nok

27
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.3.1 to 6.2.3.4.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb. Same comment applies on most of other sub-sections, throughout the doc.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The text as shown is meant to provide a shorthand description as opposed to representing a complete sentence.  Suggest no change is needed.

	Nok

28
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Nok

29
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.3.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

first sentence, is this specification text?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Would it be better to shorten by “see Section 6.3.3.6”?

	Nok

30
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.3.4.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

"in in Section", remove one "in"

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Change as proposed.

	Nok

31
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	6.2.4.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Specific constraint on key registration concerns the Smartcard Profile only.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Comment is on 6.2.4.2?  If so, agree, and propose to change 2nd sentence of first paragraph to:
“Specifically, for the Smartcard Profile, key registration procedures SHALL comply with “Registration using (R-)UIM” procedures defined in [BCAST10-ServContProt], Section X.Y.Z.” 

	Nok

32
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.4.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Nok

33
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.4.3.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Nok

34
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.5.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

the list after text "the SG indicates the following services are available for subscription:" is not comprehensive. Same COMMENT On the figure 1 and the bulleting 9 below the figure 1.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The description has been qualified as purely an example, and is not intended to provide  comprehensive listing of services (for subscription).  Suggest no change is needed.


	Nok

35
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.2.5.1 and 6.2.5.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Two sections (including the figures) could be used in DVB/MBMS adaptation docs, too.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Assume these comments are addressed towards the other BDS adaptation specs?  If so, no changes are needed.


	Nok

36
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	6.2.5.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

The problem is in diagrams and on terminal side. Namely, BCAST main specs mandate FLUTE for terminals while the diagrams in BCMCS miss the point.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The protocol models as shown is actually correct.  FLUTE is an application of ALC, and hence the ALC layer must be shown.  FLUTE is shown inside dotted box and marked optional to use, because the main spec allows either FLUTE, or pure ALC for use in file delivery.  Suggest no change is needed.


	Nok

37
	10 Oct 2006
	N
	6.2.5.3.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

(File Distribution Network Interface between BCAST and BCMCS (FD-B1)), Should these be in DVB/MBMS adaptation docs, too, or to be removed from here?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: These should belong in the BCMCS and MBMS adaptation specs, since BDS-1 is open interface.


	Nok

38
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

(all sub-sections), refers to sub-sections of 6.2. Do not use cross-referencing, but provide the text in both places.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Generally, the preference expressed by others is to simplify the document by providing shorthand references as opposed to complete text.


	Nok

39
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.3.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Nok

40
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.3.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Nok

41
	10 Oct 2006
	Y
	6.3.3.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

intro missing 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Is intro needed?  If so, could Nokia provide a proposal via CR?

	Oran
01
	
	Y
	5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

Call section Overview to be consistent with other docs. Add (Informative)
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Same as comment Moto7; agree to change as proposed


	Oran02
	
	N
	6 and 7
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

Check that the sentence "As defined by BCAST Enabler specifications" is correct.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Need more clarification on what needs to be verified.  Also, there is no such sentence in Section 7 (does Orange mean Sections 6.2 and 6.3?).


	Oran03
	
	Y
	6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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?
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: It has been decided for DVB-H adaptation spec that for generic adaptation, references to specific main spec and section should be provided.


	Oran04
	
	N
	6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

"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?
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: This needs to be discussed – whether the adaptation type needs to be signaled at all, and if so, how.

	Oran05
	
	N
	6.2.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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?
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Should the cited text be removed?  The reason it was included was to emphasize they are all applicable since interaction channel is used in BCMCS.


	Oran06
	
	Y
	6.2.4.2.1 to 6.2.4.3.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

(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.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor has similar comment to that provided on Oran03 - has it been decided (for DVB-H adaptation spec) whether references to specific main spec and section should be provided for the generic adaptation section?  Perhaps merely providing a pointer to the SPCP TS as high level statement in 6.2.4 would be adequate.


	Oran07
	
	N
	6.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

this seems different from BCAST. Is it? Is this generic adaptation?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: This section may actually be more relevant to the Services TS than the Distribution TS.  It assumes that terminal subscription is performed with the BCMCS Service Profile Manager as opposed to the BSM. Consequently, BCAST Services must be mapped to a BCMCS Programs for delivery the terminal.
A possible resolution is to move this section to the BCMCS-specific adaptation section under 6.3.2 (adaptation related to Services TS).

	Oran08
	
	N
	6.2.5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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;
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor has same comment as for Oran07 – this section may better belong under Section 6.3.2.

	Oran09
	
	N
	6.2.5.3.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The file distribution adaptation to BCMCS as shown in this section is applicable to both generic and BCMCS-specific adaptation, as it pertains to the protocol configuration for the FD-B1 interface  Suggest that no changes are necessary.

	Oran10
	
	N
	6.2.5.3.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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

Proposed Resolution:
	Status:
Editor: Agree with comment – propose to rename “BCMCS Terminal” to “BCAST Terminal”.

	Oran11
	
	N
	6.2.5.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

sentence again suggests this is BDS specific adaptation. Clarify.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: The stream distribution adaptation to BCMCS as shown in this section is applicable to both generic and BCMCS-specific adaptation, as it pertains to the protocol configuration for the SD-B1 interface  Suggest that no changes are necessary.


	Oran12
	
	Y
	6.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

Is this BDS specific adaptation? Should be called that. To be coherent with other adaptation documents should be in chapter 7!

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: yes, although this is in the BDS-specific adaptation category, it seems fine to call out BCMCS specifically in this document (which is only about BCAST adaptation to BCMCS).  Suggest no change is necessary.


	Oran13
	
	Y
	6.3.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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).
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Agree with comment.  Suggest to have normative statement in Sec. 6.2.1 moved here, with Sec. 6.2.1 point to this section.  Also, for consistency, suggest to change title of Sec. 6.2.1 to: “Access to the IP Layer”


	Oran14
	
	Y
	6.3.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

table would be useful to highlight parameters. 

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: It seems clear enough the specific SRTP configuration as defined here.  Suggest no change is needed.


	Oran15
	
	Y
	7
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: This section already exists in [OMA-TS-BCAST_BCMCS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060321-D].  Is there any reason for not including it in the final BCMCS adaptation spec?  Suggest no change is necessary for this R&A document.


	Oran16
	
	Y
	
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

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

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
Editor: Does this comment refer to the R&A document, the final BCMCS adaptation spec, or all BDS adaptation specs?  It seems out of scope for the R&A document, so I suggest no change is necessary.


	Qual
01
	
	N
	6.2.5.5
	Source: Qualcomm

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:

We propose to remove this section – since this section corresponds to generic adaptation, there is no justification for BCMCS native codecs to be mandated here.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: per Athens agreement, it was deemed okay to refer to BDS-native codecs, with the caveat that in generic adaptation, to accommodate content sharing across multi-BDS technologies, only those native codecs which are common across the BDS technologies can be used.  Qualcomm has action to bring in CR on such explanatory note.
Also, although not raised in Qual01, it would be better to move this normative text to 6.3.5.5 (on media codecs/formats for BCMCS-specific adaptation), and simply provide pointer to that section in 6.2.5.5 (along with editor’s note as above).

	Sam01
	
	N
	
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:

Samsung found that there is inconsistency between BCMCS adaptation specification and other two adaptation specification, especially, some text in BCMCS adaptation indicates the interoperation between BCAST network entity and 3GPP2 network entities. This is not true. So, in general, Samsung think that BCMS adaptation specification is to be written considering other adaptation specification.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: OPEN
Editor: Unless clarified, it seems in general these points have already been addressed by other companies’ comments.
The point that some description regarding interoperation between BCAST network entity and 3GPP2 network entities being untrue needs to be explained further by Samsung and discussed.
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