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Editorial Comments

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	CSP_Transport
	8.1.1
	EDITORIAL: fix dangling reference 
	

	CSP_Transport
	8.1.4
	EDITORIAL: fix dangling reference
	

	RD
	5.16.6
	SECURITY: there is a potential security threat associated with direct IMPS-based communications between 3APP. The recommendation contained in 5.16.6 is not translated into requirement. 

The TS (CSP) provides an implementation of this feature. 
	

	ERELD
	5.
	EDITORIAL: fix the filenames of the last four references (first column) by deleting “-WV”
	

	ERELD
	6.2
	EDITORIAL/TYPO: in the third sentence (“It is possible to take the functions from the IMPS system and combined them with the functions…”) replace “combined” with “combine”. 
	

	ERELD
	6.4.2
	EDITORIAL/TYPO: replace “MPS” with “IMPS”. 
	

	ERELD
	6.4.3
	EDITORIAL: in last sentence (“The SSP is also used when connecting an IMPS server to Proprietary IMPS service via a Proprietary Gateway”) replace “IMPS” with “IM&P” which is generic and defined in section 3.3 Abbreviations. 
	

	ERELD
	6.4.4
	EDITORIAL/TYPO: both in Title and in first sentence (“The Server Mobile Core Network Protocol…”) replace with “Server to Mobile ….”, which is defined in section 3.3 Abbreviations.
	

	ERELD
	9.
	EDITORIAL: the first two rows in the table indicate that CSP and SSP support are both Optional (O) for Server. What is the purpose of a Server without CSP? And without SSP? Shouldn’t they be both Mandatory (M)?
	

	ETR
	2.2
	EDITORIAL: delete [MMSCONF] from Informative References, because it is never referenced in the document.
	

	ETR
	3.2
	EDITORIAL: the definition of Friendly Name is copy & pasted from Private Group Conversation. Replace with the right definition.   
	

	ETR
	3.3
	EDITORIAL: delete MMS and WV from 3.3 Abbreviations, because they are never referenced in the document.
	

	ETR
	4.
	EDITORIAL: in sentence “Generally, the testing activity should aim at validating the normal working behavior of the client/server interactions, …” it should be also added that server/server interactions is in scope of testing.
	

	ETR
	5.1
	EDITORIAL: within the fourth paragraph, in the sentence “(i.e. client/server interactions one with another)” it should be added also “server/server interactions”.
	

	ETR
	5.1.1.1
	CLARIFICATION: in first Test Requirement, 

1) “The receiving end MUST re-assemble…” what is the receiving end? Only a client or also a Server? 

2) If receiving end can also be a server, then the sentence “and show the complete list to the end-user” is not applicable.
	

	ETR
	5.1.1.1
	Why Reactive Authorization simulated via Proactive Authorization is not included in Client test requirements?
	

	ETR
	5.1.1.2
	CLARIFICATION: the second Test Requirement should be clarified. In the current formulation it is very generic.
	

	ETR
	5.1.1.2
	Fourth Test Requirement: what is the ‘receiving end’? Only Client or also Server? Please clarify. 
	

	ETR
	5.2
	EDITORIAL: delete the first paragraph, which comes from the template.
	

	ETR
	5.3
	EDITORIAL: 

1) delete the first paragraph, which comes from the template.

2) Replace the whole second paragraph (which is wrong) with “IMPS is dependent on Device Management, whereas the dependence on the Charging enabler is left unspecified”.
	

	CSP
	3.2
	CLARIFICATION: in the 3.2 Definitions section, the definitions of Private Profile and Contact Details are very similar. Are they synonyms? If Yes, define once and reference each other, otherwise clarify better the difference between the twos. 
	?

	CSP
	5.1
	TYPO: second paragraph, “the client MUST log into a SAP using a one of the available…” – delete “a”.
	

	CSP
	5.3.1
	CLARIFICATION: 3rd paragraph, “In this specification version, the client identification is defined but its exact semantics and use cases are left for next IMPS specification release” – 

1) is this a new requirement not included in the RD? 

2) if Yes, what is the reason why it has been introduced?
	

	CSP
	5.3.8
	SECURITY – The direct app-to-app feature is in general an approved requirement (ref. RD, UC 5.13 Multiple Sessions/Applications). However, no security has been defined here and as such this feature opens the way for security threats that can potentially compromise user data, user experience and network peformance. Security must be defined for this feature. 
	


NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2005 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 3)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20050101-I]

© 2005 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 3 (of 3)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20050101-I]

