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1 Reason for Contribution

 This contribution contains the comments on the: OMA-AD-PoC-V2_0-20061221-D.
2 Summary of Contribution

Contains a list of all errors found during the consistency review of the AD document. 

3 Detailed Proposal

1. OMA-AD-PoC-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.18
	T
	0
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Do we at all need Talk Burst Control in the AD? A reference to PoC 1.0 AD could be enough, e.g. in the Scope.

Proposed Change: Remove Talk Burst Control etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B002
	2007.01.18
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The reference [OMA XDM V2.0 AD] e.g. used in the subclause 6.2.2.1 is missing.
Proposed Change: Add reference.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B003
	2007.01.18
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Whys is the revision indicated in [OMA PoC V2.0 SD]. It gives an impression that a version 1.0 SD exists and that is not true.
Proposed Change: [OMA PoC V2.0 SD] ( [OMA PoC SD]
and

update the reference to [OMA PoC V2.0 SD] in all relevant places in this document.

(several occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B004
	2007.01.18
	E
	3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: There are missing definitions. They are all defined in other document and also used in the AD. 

Proposed Change: Define:

Advanced Revocation Alert

Alert Margin
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B005
	2007.01.18
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B006
	2007.01.18
	E
	3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Define "Contact List" since it is mentioned in 6.1.2. Use definition in the ERELD.
Proposed Change: Define Contact List or modify subclause 6.1.2
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B007
	2007.01.18
	E
	3.2,
“PoC Service Setting”
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment: Use of wording “convey with” in this context confuses reader. What does it mean here?

Note. There is also a ConR comment for SD on this.

Proposed Change: Rephrase text and align with corresponding term in SD.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B008
	2007.01.18
	E
	3.2,
“Pre-arranged PoC Group Session”
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment: spelling error
Proposed Change: Replace “an” by “a”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B009
	2007.01.18
	E
	3.2,
“Simultaneous PoC Session”
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment: spelling error (double full stop)

Proposed Change: Remove a “.” from “..”
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	B010
	2007.01.18
	E
	3.3,
PoC
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  The abbreviation “PoC” is interpreted differently in different PoC specs. Some with lower case “t”, some with uppercase “T”, some using hyphen, some not. In analogy with “Point-to-point” , defined in [OMA Dictoinary], hyphen should be used, and lower case “t”.

Proposed Change: Change to “Push-to-talk over Cellular” where needed.

Note. This change is valid for all PoC enabler documentation and XDM enabler.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	B011
	2007.01.18
	E
	4.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Terminology problem

Proposed Change: Requests with Media Content ( Request with Media Content
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B012
	2007.01.18
	T
	4.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The remaining transmit time notification for advanced revocation alert can not be found in the rest of the AD.
Proposed Change: Either 1) add something in the rest of the AD (in PoC Client, PoC Server, etc) or 2) remove from list in 4.1. 2) is recommended, see other comment.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B013
	2007.01.18
	T
	4.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The "interoperability" bullet does not reflect what the functionality is about. 

Proposed Change: Modify bullet as follow:

· interoperability, i.e. backward compatibility with PoC V1.0 specifications.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B014
	2007.01.18
	E
	4.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Terminology problem.

Proposed Change: Advanced Revocation Alert

(2 occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B015
	2007.01.18
	T
	4.2.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B016
	2007.01.18
	T
	5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  In the 4:th paragraph below figure 2 the sentence "Discovery/Registry functionality is described in [OMA PoC V2.0 SD] “Registration”." is not completely true.

Discovery is not described but registry is.

Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:

Registry functionality is described in [OMA PoC V2.0 SD] “Registration”.
Add as a note below the paragraph.

NOTE: Discover is SIP/IP Core specific and out of scope of this specification.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B017
	2007.01.18
	T
	5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B018
	2007.01.18
	T
	5 Figure 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The intention with the NOTE could be clearer. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase the NOTE as follows:

NOTE: 
There are other interfaces described in clause 7 "Description of the reference points" in addition to those shown in the figure.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B019
	2007.01.18
	T
	5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version.

(several occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B020
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Under the " The PoC Client MAY:" the PoC Sessions with Multiple Groups (listed in 4.1) is missing.

Proposed Change: Add PoC Sessions with Multiple Groups to this subclause as follows:

· Support Ad-hoc PoC Groups Sessions with Multiple Groups

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B021
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The "Support invited parties’ identity information functionality" is spelled different compared to how it is spelled in 4.1 which makes it hard to find.

Proposed Change: invited parties’ identity information ( invited parties identity information
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B022
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Performance enhancement objectives is missing in the subclause 

Proposed Change: Add a bullet under " The PoC Client MAY:"

· Support performance enhancements such as: Media buffering capability negotiation, Limited Segment Media Buffer preload capability, Media Time Compression of buffered Media and Local Granted Mode.

Further, make necessary updates to the 3.2 "Definitions" subclause.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B023
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The "operator specified warning message" listed in subclause 4.1 is missing.

Proposed Change: Add a bullet under " The PoC Client MAY:"

· Support operator specific warning message
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B024
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Terminology problem.

Proposed Change: Advanced Revocation Alert

(2 occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B025
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The remaining transmit time notification (listed in 4.1) is missing. If needed, the remaining transmit time notification could be added in a similar way as done in the PoC Server:

Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:

· Support the advanced revocation alert including remaining transmit time notification


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B026
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson
Form: INP
Comment: Media Burst Control Schemes is missing in the PoC Client 
Proposed Change: Include Media Burst Control Schemes in PoC Client 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B027
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Second bullet list is not constructed in the correct way.

Proposed Change: 1:st bullet shall end with "; and," instead of "."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B028
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3,
8th para-graph
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment: spelling error 

Proposed Change: Replace “Functioning” by “Function”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B029
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.3,
Figure 7
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment: What is meant by “N” and “M” in the figure? Give an explanation.

Proposed Change: Add an explanation that “N” indicates the number of participants in network A, and “M” indicates the number of participants in network B
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B030
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3,
Last para-graph
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment: spelling error 

Proposed Change: Replace “acts” by “act”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B031
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The "Support invited parties’ identity information functionality" is spelled different compared to how it is spelled in 4.1 which makes it hard to find.

Proposed Change: invited parties’ identity information ( invited parties identity information
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B032
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Participants' information in 10:th bullet is not spelled as in all other places in AD, CP etc  

Proposed Change: Participants’ information ( Participant information
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B033
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

· Comment:  The bullet: Collects and provides centralized Media quality information

does not use the same name as in e.g. the SD

Proposed Change: Modify as follows:

· Collects and provides centralized Media quality feedback information


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B034
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

· Comment: The bullet Supports PoC Session initiation with multiple Pre-arranged PoC Group Identities

uses a name of this function that does not correspond with the RD, SD etc. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:

· Support PoC Groups Sessions with Multiple Groups

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B035
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The bullet:

· Provides information for advanced revocation alert  (maximum transit time, alert margins).
is very unclear. What is "maximum transit time"? 

The advanced Revocation Alert and alert margin is defined in other document so a correction of the terminology is also needed.

Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:

· Provides information for Advanced Revocation Alert (remaining transmit time notification and Alert Margin).

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B036
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The "Support invited parties’ identity information functionality" is spelled different compared to how it is spelled in 4.1 which makes it hard to find.

Proposed Change: invited parties’ identity information ( invited parties identity information
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B037
	2007.01.18
	E/T
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem. 

Proposed Change: Inviting PoC User ( inviting PoC User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B038
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  The construction of the 2 last bullet lists before the figure is not correct. 

Proposed Change: Update as follows:

All bullets except the 2:nd last and the last shall end with a ";"

The second last should end with "; and,

The last should end with "."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B039
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.3.2 Figure
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the figure the "Participating Function Composer" is written in such a way that it looks like it is defined in 3.2. However, it is not. 

Proposed Change: 1) Define in 3.2 or 2) user lower case. 2) is recommended.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B040
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Terminology problem in 1:st bullet.

Proposed Change: user ( PoC User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B041
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3.4,
1st bullit
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment: Wrong server type. In PoC V2.0 these documents are fetched from Shared Policy XDMS (provided the pending decision about Shared XDMSs goes in that direction).

Proposed Change: Replace “PoC XDMS” by “Shared Policy XDMS”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B042
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.3.4,
4th bullit
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment: No documents are stored in PoC XDMS in PoC V2.0, as there is no such server version in the architecture (provided the pending decision about Shared XDMSs goes in that direction)
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B043
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment: The subclause contains several references to the server type PoC XDMS which is not part of PoC V2.0 (provided the pending decision about Shared XDMSs goes in that direction).
Proposed Change: Replace “PoC XDMS” with the proper type of Shared XDMS  
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B044
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.2.10
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear "it" and a "may" in informative text. (1:st paragraph)

Proposed Change: 

for example, it may be realized
(
for example, the PoC Interworking Function can be realized
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B045
	2007.01.18
	E
	6.2.2.3,
NOTE
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment: missing text 
Proposed Change: Replace “compatible or later” by “compatible with PoC 2.0 or later” 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B046
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B047
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.10
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The " progress status report" is a term that we don't use in SD, CP, UP etc.

· Discrete Media Burst delivery and progress status report procedures
Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:
· Discrete Media Burst delivery including Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report and final report procedures.

Add also in 3.2 the definition of Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report (see e.g. CP for a definition)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B048
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.12
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The " progress status report" is a term that we don't use in SD, CP, UP etc.

· Discrete Media Burst delivery and progress status report procedures
Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:
· Discrete Media Burst delivery including Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report and final report procedures.

Add also in 3.2 the definition of Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report (see e.g. CP for a definition)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B049
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.13
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B050
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.14
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B051
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.15
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B052
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.16
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the V1.0 AD of XDM referenced. 

Proposed Change: Update to reference the correct version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B053
	2007.01.18
	E
	7.22
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Style problem

Proposed Change: sub-clauses ( subclause
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B054
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The " progress status report" is a term that we don't use in SD, CP, UP etc.

· Discrete Media Burst delivery and progress status report procedures
Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:
· Discrete Media Burst delivery including Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report and final report procedures.

Add also in 3.2 the definition of Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report (see e.g. CP for a definition)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

	B055
	2007.01.22
	E
	2.1 and 2.2 ([OMA Dictionary] and [OMA-DICT])
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Wrong version of dictionary reference.

Also, the reference to OMA dictionary is stated twice.

Proposed Change: Update the reference to 2.4. Remove one of the references
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B056
	2007.01.22
	E
	2.2 ([OMA IM AD])
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  No IM version is specified

Proposed Change: Add version 1.0 of the enabler
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B057
	2007.01.18
	E
	5,
2nd paragrapg
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: What is a “PoC System”? Not defined in PoC enabler. A System would be a compound of system component, but in figure 2 it is not indicated if  the highlighted functional entities constitute the components in question or not. 

Proposed Change: Clarify text/figure, and replace use of the term “PoC System” if possible
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B058
	2007.01.18
	T
	5,
3rd para-graph
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: missing text

Proposed Change: replace
“and 6.2.2.3 “Shared Policy XML Document Management Server (XDMS)””

by
“and Shared policy XDMS (as specified in subclause 6.2.2.3 “Shared Policy XML Document Management Server (XDMS)”)”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B059
	2007.01.18
	T
	5,
Figure 3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: Is “PoC architecture”, as indicated in the figure text, a merge of PoC V1.0 and PoC V2.0 architecture? Nothing is stated indicating that PoC XDMS and the ref points POC-6, POC-7 and POC-8 are part of the POC V1.0 architecture and nothing is indicated that there is another Shared XDMSs for XDM 1.0 which does not look the same as in the figure. This confuses the reader (at least the one who knows what was included in the PoC V1.0 and XDM V1.0 architecture).

Proposed Change:  clarify/text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B060
	2007.01.18
	T
	5.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: PoC XDMS is an entity of  PoC V1.0 Enabler and will not have to support older version of  PoC or XDM Enabler releases (provided pending decision in OMA about Shared XDMSs goes in that direction)

Proposed Change:  Remove the text 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B061
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.6, 
7.7 and 
7.8
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: These reference points “belongs” to a PoC V1.0 architecture. They are included for the reason of backward compatibility? 

Proposed Change:  clarify/text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


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 are discussed and when accepted, appropriate action to incorporate them into the AD is taken.  
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