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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-RD-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.3.1 
	Source: NOKIA
Form: 

Comment: Shared Policy document is missing from a list in DOC-SHD-002
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A002
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.3.1.5
	Source: NOKIA
Form: 

Comment: Is there a need for a table for Shared Policy Document.
Proposed Change: Add new chapter if needed
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A003
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.2, XDM AD 1.0 reference
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: reference is not used / referenced document name incorrect

Proposed Change:  remove reference / change OMA-GM-AD-V1_0 to OMA-XDM-AD-V1_0
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A004
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.3.1, DOC-SHD-002
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Shared Policy can be added here

Proposed Change:  Add “Policy” after “Group”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A005
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.3.1.5
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Requirements for Shared Policy document are missing
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.2 OMA-AD-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Backward compatibility of XDM 2.0 with XDM 1.0 is required, but there is no such statement in the AD.

Proposed Change: Consider adding statements/requirements about backward compatibility, which can be linked to the corresponding requirements in the ETR.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B002
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove IETF-Drafts header if there isn’t any reference to IETF-drafts. 

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B003
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: If none IETF reference (RFC), the row can be deleted? Also text IETF-Drafts can be removed as there is a note saying same thing.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B004
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Extended group advertisement document is missing from the list of different documents in Shared XDMSs.

Proposed Change: Consider adding extended group advertisement document in the list under Shared Group XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B005
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDM 2.0 don’t include Access Control function.

Proposed Change: Remove 4th bullet
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B006
	2007.01.24
	T
	4.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDM 2.0 don’t include Access Control function.

Proposed Change: Move Document Access Control bullet to future release and combine it together with 2nd bullet “extended document access control” or remove Document Access Control bullet from a list.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B007
	2007.01.24
	T
	4.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XCAP NNI in XDM 2.0 supports all kind of operations. It’s not a NNI that restricts, but it’s a missing Access Rules that prevents users to use other user’s document from other network.

Proposed Change: Rephrase sentence or remove. IN XDM 2.0 User can only read/search public profiles and public chat groups of other users. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B008
	2007.01.24
	T
	4.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Can User fetch document of open (public) chat groups from other network?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B009
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove unnecessary line changes from the end of chapters 5.2.1.7, 5.3.1.8, 5.3.1.9 and 5.3.2.7.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B010
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2.3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Shared Policy XDMS is missing from the third bullet item.

Proposed Change: Consider adding Shared Policy XDMS in the bullet.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B011
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.3.3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Shared Policy XDMS is missing from text and picture.  Also letter “s” is missing from Shared XDMS (should be XDMSs).

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.3 OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: IETF-draft urpalainen-sip-xcap-diff-event-00 should be used instead of draft-ietf-sip-xcap-config-00 and draft-ietf-sipping-config-framework-09
Proposed Change: Use draft-urpalainen-sip-xcap-diff-event-00
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C002
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: [XSD_SEARCH] and [XSD_XDM2_Media_Ext] are not yet Candidates.

Proposed Change: Replace Candidate with Draft. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C003
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Should version number of new XDM 2.0 SUP files be also 2.0 instead of 1.0? 

Proposed Change: Document version should be same as release version. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C004
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: PoC, Presence and RLS XDM Spec refer to 1.0 version.

Proposed Change: Reference to both versions or remove version number.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C005
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Shared XDM should be in XDM 2.0 Shared List XDM

Proposed Change: Add references to all Shared XDM Specs.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C006
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Should reference be Shared Group XDM Spec instead of PoC XDM?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C007
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDM Client, XDM Server, Aggregation Proxy and Search Proxy are missing from definitions 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C008
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove abbreviations in brackets from definitions i.e. (AUID) and (XUI) as they are included to abbreviations

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C009
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: White space missing from XCAPApplication Usage.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C010
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: W3?XQUERY reference is missing although it is used in chapter 6.7.3.5
Proposed Change: Add reference
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C011
	2007.01.24
	E/T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: correct this: “XDM Client subscribes to changes of all documents that it owns”

Proposed Change: remove “all” as XDMC can subscribe only to one document.
	Status: OPEN 

	C012
	2007.01.24
	
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: texts about search and aggregation function missing

Proposed Change: add a couple of sentences
	Status: OPEN

	C013
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Shared Group, Shared List, Shared Policy and Shared Profile XDM are missing 

Proposed Change: Replace [Shared_XDM] with them and add them also to informative references.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C014
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.3, 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Extra white space in last sentence before “as define in…[]” text.

Proposed Change: Remove unnecessary white space
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C015
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.5
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: “of” missing from 2. “…doing authentication the XDMC”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C016
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Dot missing from the 7th chapter between XUI and Here.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C017
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.1.1, 3rd paragraph
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: server has a host address 

Proposed Change: Replace “The XCAP Root URI SHALL be the URI of the Aggregation Proxy” with “The XCAP Root URI SHALL be the host address of the Aggregation Proxy”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C018
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.1.1, 4th paragraph
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: editorial change 

Proposed Change: Replace 

“In the case an XDMC is to use an XCAP URI that has been learned outside (e.g., links), the XDMC SHALL validate whether the XCAP Root URI of the learned is the XCAP Root URI of the Aggregation Proxy in its home domain.”  

with

“In the case an XDMC is to use an XCAP URI that has been learned otherwise (e.g. via links), the XDMC SHALL compare whether the learned XCAP Root URI is the XCAP Root URI of the Aggregation Proxy in its home domain.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C019
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.1.1, 7th paragraph
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: editorial change 

Proposed Change: Add “.” After first sentence
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C020
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.1.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change “The client” to “XDMC” in 2nd sentence.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C021
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.2.1, 3rd paragraph from the bottom
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: why is this paragraph repeated here? The previous section describes XDMC in UE behavior

Proposed Change: delete paragraph
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C022
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.2.1, item 1
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: TEL URI allowed?

Proposed Change: Add also TEL URI
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C023
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Delegation is not supported in XDM 2.0

Proposed Change: Remove chapter 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C024
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.10.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: why 405?

Proposed Change: replace with more appropriate error response
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C025
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.11.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: why 405?

Proposed Change: replace with more appropriate error response
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C026
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.2.2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: In 3.b write TSs as Technical Specifications.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C027
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.2.2.1 / step 3
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: a and b bullets should be combined

Proposed Change: Just remove bullet b) but leave text as it is in end of a)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C028
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.2.2.1, item 1
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: could be also 405 Method Not Allowed

Proposed Change: change to: “return appropriate error response”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C029
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.2.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Decapitalize Appropriate XDMS

Proposed Change:b
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C030
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.2.4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Delegation is not supported in XDM 2.0

Proposed Change: Remove chapter 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C031
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.3.3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: editorial

Proposed Change: change “don’t equals with” to “does not  match the”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C032
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.4
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: How long should Search Proxy wait for results from XDMSs and from other networks.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C033
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.4.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Does word “contain” in “username” parameter means same as equals. If so then clarify.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C034
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.4.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Extra white space in last sentence before “in 3GPP/3GPP2” text.

Proposed Change: Remove unnecessary white space
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C035
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.5
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Wrong font used in last sentence

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C036
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Name of chapter is too generic as there are two different lists in Shared List XDMS and name is Shared List in XDM2.

Proposed Change: Change name of chapter to “URI Lists defined in Shared List XDMS”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C037
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.6.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: some references used for describing sub-elements of <media> element are informative 

Proposed Change: move references from informative list to normative list in chapter 2.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C038
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.6.2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Reference in <group-advertisement> should be against Shared Group XDM spec.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C039
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.6.2.1 / anonymous request
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: unclear if both rules match (<anonymous-request> and <identity>) in case of authenticated anonymous request. 

Proposed Change: Add some for authenticated anonymous case
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C040
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.2.1, 10th paragraph
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: editorial

Proposed Change: remove “ character
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C041
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.2.1, 8th paragraph
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: editorial

Proposed Change: remove “ character
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C042
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.6.2.1, 9th paragraph
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: where is “anc” attribute defined?

Proposed Change: Change reference to 6.6.2.2 as [XSD_COMMONPOL]
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C043
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.6.2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: Chapter 6.6.2.1 is not well structured.

Proposed Change: Restructure chapter
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C044
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Wrong font used

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C045
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Wrong font used

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C046
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.7.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: error: “xcaps-caps”

Proposed Change: change: “xcap-caps”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C047
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.7.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: content type for responses in the end of page 28 unclear 

Proposed Change: add reference to 6.7.2.2 if that is the content type used by aggregation proxy and when “a list of all XML documents” are returned
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C048
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.7.3.5
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Add bullets to list in last paragraph.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C049
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.7.3.5 / phrase attribute
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: unclear what is the difference between “does not allow a search according to included XQuery expression” and “does not allow search result of the type requested in the XQuery expression”

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C050
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.7.3.6, last sentence
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: remove bullet

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C051
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.7.3.7 / last sentence
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: to which part of the text this sentence “Any other…” refers to. Sound more like validation constraints. Only the first sentence is about naming conventions. The rest should be moved to appropriate chapter.

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C052
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.7.3.8
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: hanging paragraph

Proposed Change: add N/A
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C053
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.7.3.9
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: hanging paragraph

Proposed Change: add N/A
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C054
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.9, 6.10 and 6.11
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: Move chapters after 6.3 Procedures at the Aggregation Proxy.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C055
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.9
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: How long should Search Proxy wait for results from XDMSs and from other networks.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C056
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.9
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: Are there any other limitations (e.g. 1 search per hour, max 100 results, etc) in addition to max query parameter
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C057
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: All the identifications of the SCR items start with “Core_XDM”, while it is recommended to start with enabler name.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the start of all the SCR identifications to “XDM_Core”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C058
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The function for the SCR item Core_XDM-SRC-C-001-O is wrong.  It is about search, not about delegation.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the function to something like “Searching for XML documents”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C059
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The id and reference section for the SCR item Core_XDM-DEL-C-001-O are wrong.

Proposed Change: Consider changing these to “Core_XDM-SEC-C-004-O” and “6.4.1 and 6.4.3”, respectively.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C060
	2007.01.24
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: SRC-C-002-O is missing.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C061
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The id of the last 3 SCR items are wrong.

Proposed Change: Consider changing those to “Core_XDM-CAPS-C-001-O”, “Core_XDM-DIR-C-001-O” and “Core_XDM-SRC-C-002-O”, respectively.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C062
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove empty line

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C063
	2007.01.24
	T
	B.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The id of the 2nd and 3rd SCR item should indicate that these are mandatory.

Proposed Change: Consider making the SCR items mandatory. The same changes are required in the requirement column, as well.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C064
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The last SCR item is not valid any more.

Proposed Change: Consider removing the last SCR item.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C065
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The last SCR item is not valid any more.

Proposed Change: Consider removing the last SCR item.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C066
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The section header is wrong

Proposed Change: Consider changing the section header to “Search Proxy”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C067
	2007.01.24
	T
	B.5 & B.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: SCR items for Remote proxies are missing.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C068
	2007.01.24
	T
	C
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change Shared to Shared List and generalize PoC-groups to Shared Groups

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C069
	2007.01.24
	T
	C.1 / step 4
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: to verify that x-3gpp-intented-identity should not be change to x-3gpp-asserted-identity? In corresponding 3GPP SIP-header this is always changed after authentication. 

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C070
	2007.01.24
	E
	C.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change XCAP(HTTP) PUT/GET to HTTP PUT/GET as other examples use without XCAP

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C071
	2007.01.24
	T
	C.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form:
Comment: is this example IMS specific?

Proposed Change: remove 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C072
	2007.01.24
	T
	C.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Should relative URI be used instead of absolute URI with HTTP POST when Host part is included?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C073
	2007.01.24
	T
	C.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: max-results parameter is used in examples of XDM Core but it is not included in schema. 

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C074
	2007.01.24
	T
	D
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Inconsistency in value of APPID. APPID = “XDMS” in D.2, APPID= xx. In AC file and “XDM” in example. Which one is correct? Note that this comment applies also for XDM 1.0!!!

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C075
	2007.01.24
	T
	D.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Should AC-file be moved to SUP-file? 

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C076
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C077
	2007.01.24
	T
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Generalize PoC Group(s) and related texts to Shared Groups/Groups as group are not anymore stored in PoC XDMS.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C078
	2007.01.24
	T
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Replace Shared XDM with Shared List XDM in whole document.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C079
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write Event header in a same way during whole doc.

Proposed Change: Use “Event header”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C080
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write SIP/IP Core in a same way during whole doc.

Proposed Change: Use “SIP/IP Core”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.4 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_List-V2_0-20061218-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2007.01.24
	T
	1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Shared List includes also Group Usage List 

Proposed Change: Add Group Usage List
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D002
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XCAP reference is wrong 

Proposed Change: Use latest version
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D003
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Should reference be Shared Group XDM Spec instead of PoC XDM?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D004
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Is RLS XDM V2 correct? Version 1.0 of spec is OK as well as there hasn’t been change in this functionality

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D005
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XCAP Client, XDM Client, XDM Server, URI List and Group Usage List are missing from definitions 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D006
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDMC and XDMS are missing are missing from abbreviations 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D007
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: In V2.0 Shared List is referred from Shared Group XDMS, not from PoC XDMS 

Proposed Change: Change reference to Shared Group and replace PoC group member with Shared group member
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D008
	2007.01.24
	E
	4.
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the first paragraph, only “URI List” is introduced, while “Group USAGE List “ is just mentioned in the second paragraph without proper introduction.

Proposed Change: Consider mentioning few words about the “Group Usage List” as introduction just like “URI List”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D009
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Short explanation of URI list missing.

Proposed Change: Follow same way that has been used with Group Usage list in 5.2
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D010
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: re-write section as follows 

Proposed Change: This section specifies an optional Application Usage called Group Usage List, a list of group names or service URIs that are known by the XCAP Client.


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D011
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The use and working principles of the Group Usage List is not obvious from the description. As for example, does an XDMC creates and maintains the list, or the XDMS creates it by default for all the users? Does it involve all the groups created by the user, or it involves all the groups where the user is a member? 

Proposed Change: Consider clarifying these issues. One alternative would be to clarify in the Introduction section, based on the comment D003 above.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D012
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: The URL list document

Proposed Change: The Group Usage List document
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D013
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2.11
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Replace XCAP Client with XDMC. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D014
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: In XDM 2.0 groups are in Shared Group XDMS not in PoC XDMS. 

Proposed Change: Change storage address from PoC / IM groups to  Shared groups
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D015
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Add uriusage definition for SIMPLE IM 1.0.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D016
	2007.01.24
	T
	A.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Definition of optionally item Group Usage List is not align with other XDM Specs 

Proposed Change: Create high level optional element and change SCR elements that has dependency to it mandatory if feature is supported
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D017
	2007.01.24
	T
	A.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Definition of optionally item Group Usage List is not align with other XDM Specs 

Proposed Change: Create high level optional element and change SCR elements that has dependency to it mandatory if feature is supported
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D018
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix A
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: All the identifications of the SCR items start with “List_XDM”, while it is recommended to start with enabler name.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the start of all the SCR identifications to “XDM_List”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D019
	2007.01.24
	
	B.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: In XDM 2.0 groups are stored in Shared Group XDMS not in PoC XDMS. 

Proposed Change: Change storage address from PoC groups to Shared groups
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D020
	2007.01.24
	T
	B.1.2

3) 
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Add IM uriusage to example. 

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D021
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D022
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: A lot of unnecessary white spaces and line changes (especially in chapter 5.). 

Proposed Change: Clean up document
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D023
	2007.01.24
	T
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: All errors found from XDM 2.0 Shared List spec are also in XDM 1.0 version. Consider to fix these as well. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.5 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Group-V2_0-20061218-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How open vs. restricted chat group is defined? Definition of Prearranged group is quite straightforward. This is needed for search of open chat groups in IM 1.0. Align definition with PoC WG.
Proposed Change: Add terms to 3.2 definitions and also flow chart to clarify issue to appendix.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E002
	2007.01.24
	E
	1.
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It only says about Group document, but nothing about Group Advertisement. 

Proposed Change: Consider mentioning about the Group Advertisement, which is within the scope of this spec.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E003
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Update XCAP reference to latest version 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E004
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove “Candidate” from [XDM_GROUPAD] 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E005
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: missing terms: “User Address” or “User Identity”; and “Authenticated Originator’s User Identity”

Proposed Change: Add them, and use either User Address or User Identity in the texts.
	Status: OPEN

	E006
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove abbreviations in brackets from definitions i.e. (AUID), (QoE) and (XUI) as they are included to abbreviations

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E007
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Order definitions to alphabetical order

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E008
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Check spelling of Joinm-in Group
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E009
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: To avoid confusion change reference to PoC XDM v1.0 from [POC_XDM] to [POC_XDM_V1].

Proposed Change: Also to chapter 2.1. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E010
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How backward compatibility will be ensured with PoC 1.0 groups?

Proposed Change: Add text to describe backward compatibility. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E011
	2007.01.24
	E
	4.
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It only introduces the Group document, but does not introduce Group Advertisement document. 

Proposed Change: Consider adding few words about the Group Advertisement document to introduce it.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E012
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet k) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <automatic-group-advertisement> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E013
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet j) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <session-active-policy> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E014
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet l) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <supported-service> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E015
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet m) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <media> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E016
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Decapitalize ICSI and IARI

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E017
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: It is said that the condition elements that are not supported by this TS can be ignored by AS.

Proposed Change: Add to 5.1.6 Validation checking that the group document does not contain such conditions. It could also be left to AS internal policy to decide how to handle those elements (anyway, it could be said in the text that they might be ignored.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E018
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Add references to elements

Proposed Change: for example: “the <is-list-member> element as defined in section x.y.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E019
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: check grammar: is -> are

Proposed Change: The <supported-services> element  SHALL be used to indicate which services are….
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E020
	2007.01.24
	
	5.1.6 
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: What should server do when it receives rule what includes conditional elements that it don’t support?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E021
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6 / last chapter
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: consider adding <anonymous-request> to the list as it included in a similar list of XDM Core 6.6.2.1

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E022
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: it’d be easier for the reader if elements would be grouped by adding sub-headings or something.

Proposed Change:  e.g. add sub-headings for group level elements, conditional elements and action elements
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E023
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <session-active-policy> description missing; is should also be clarified if elements inside the <s-a-p> are ORed or ANDed.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E024
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <supported-services> semantics are missing.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E025
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: clarify in the <add-media-handling> that this action allows and affects changing of media concerning all the participants of that session (and not only the user’s own media session)

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E026
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: clarify what does it mean if there are no elements listed inside the <add-media-handling>; e.g. if it means that any media allowed to be added; 

Clarify what does it mean if the <add-media-handling> element is missing. What is the default value then.

Proposed Change:  Add none as default. If add-media-handling element is missing then default is none. If element is empty then user can add anything that is supported by group properties.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E027
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: clarify that the action <remove-media-handling> affects all the participants and not only the user doing that action; 

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E028
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change definition of <add-media-handling> element according to definition in XDM Core and in bullet m) <media> of <list-service> element.

Proposed Change: Change also Schema
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E029
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: None value is missing from <remove-media-handling> element

Proposed Change: Add new value “none” with numeric value “0”, which SHALL be default value in case of absence of element.  That’s why it should have the lowest assigned value.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E030
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Unnecessary line change between <schedule> and >automatic-group-advertisement> element descriptions

Proposed Change: Remove it.


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E031
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: “performing the Group Session Controlling Function” missing for the description of <allow-invite-users-dynamically>
Proposed Change: add “performing the Group Session Controlling Function” for <allow-invite-users-dynamically>

	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E032
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How authorization policy for open chat room is defined. It should be searchable, but not all information can be revealed to the requestor.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E033
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: step 5: term “Group User” could be changed to Group owner/ group creator 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E034
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: step 6: why only PoC supported?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E035
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Unnecessary line changes between chapters 7.1.1 --> 7.1.6

Proposed Change: Remove unnecessary line changes.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E036
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: add extension points to <group-advertisement> and <group> elements.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E037
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: .Group type attribute should not to be mandatory; there may be group of “mixed” type. This was valid in PoC 1, but may not be same in IM 1.0 and PoC 2.0. And how this type is decided?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E038
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Why <allow-media> is SHALL?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E039
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: rephrase: “The <allow-media> element contains which media types is allowed to use and/or must support in the group communication.” 

Proposed Change:  with: “The <allow-media> element contains media types which are allowed to be used and/or must be supported in the group communication.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E040
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Values of <allowed-media> is not aligned with values of <media> element in group definition.

Proposed Change: Change name to <media> and definition align with definition of <media> element under <list-service> element (bullet m) in 5.1.1.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E041
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change example according to latest XML Schema definition.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E042
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Move example to appendix.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E043
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: All the identifications of the SCR items start with “Group_XDM”, while it is recommended to start with enabler name.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the start of all the SCR identifications to “XDM_Group”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E044
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: For the SCR item Group_XDM-GA-S-003-O, “validation constraints” is wrongly mentioned under Function..

Proposed Change: Consider removing “validation constraints” from the Function description.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E045
	2007.01.24
	T
	New Chapter
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Is own chapter for Shared Group Search (Open Chat Group) needed in a same way as it has been defined in Shared Profile XDM Spec. Also example of search would be useful.

Proposed Change: Add new chapter and example.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E046
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.6 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Policy-V2_0-20061213-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F002
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Update XCAP and Common-policy references.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F003
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove TS from end of OMA references  

Proposed Change: Update also in actual text where referring to these documents.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F004
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: PoC XDM reference is pointing to Rel 1.0 version of spec. Make this clear by adding V1 to reference abbreviation  

Proposed Change: Change reference to [POC_XDM_V1]
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F005
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove abbreviations in brackets from definitions i.e. (AUID), (QoE) and (XUI) as they are included to abbreviations

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F006
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDM Client, XDM Server and User Access Policy (or just Policy) are missing from definitions 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F007
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDMC and XDMS are missing are missing from abbreviations 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F008
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: To avoid confusion change reference to PoC XDM v1.0 from [POC_XDM] to [POC_XDM_V1].

Proposed Change: Also to chapter 2.1. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F009
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Hoe backward compatibility will be ensured?

Proposed Change: Add text to describe backward compatibility. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F010
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Latest version of PoC XDM Spec defines new fields for PoC usage in appendix H like (auto-answer and poc-box). 

Proposed Change: Move text from PoC XDM Spec to Shared Policy Spec and make it generic so that also other enablers can reuse same definition. Remember also to move related SUP-files.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F011
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: error in referring to “subscription of changes in the XML documents”

Proposed Change: refer to “Common Extensions”. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F012
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6 
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: What should server do when it receives rule what includes conditional elements that it don’t support?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F013
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: it is stated that the same <one> and <external-list> element can occur only once, but what if there are other conditional elements? E.g. cannot there be the same user identity with different <media> definition? In the future there could be also other conditional elements combined with <one> or <external-list>.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F014
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Only PoC has manual answer mode (IM don’t have). 

Proposed Change: Generalize semantics of <allow-invite> element.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F015
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Data semantics of <media> element is missing. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F016
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: with <allow-invite> it’s said that “The value is of an enumerated integer type”, but the values are not provided.

Proposed Change: provide values or delete sentence.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F017
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Examples are missing.

Proposed Change: Copy examples from POC XDM Spec and generalize them.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F018
	2007.01.24
	T
	SCR
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: SCR items are missing from the spec. 

Proposed Change: Consider adding the appropriate SCR items.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.7 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Profile-V2_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2007.01.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G002
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: User Profile, XCAP Client, XDM Client, XDM Server, Search Proxy and XCAP User Identity are missing from definitions

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G003
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDMC, XDMS and XUI are missing from abbreviations.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G004
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: IM Server could be changed to be “IM client” in “i.e. IM Server can use this for searching chat partner”.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G005
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Why <allow-publication> is needed? As whole User Profile is always public and if more sophisticated method to define access rules are needed they should be made by using authorization rules (e.g. delegation)
Proposed Change: Consider to remove these elements. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>



	G006
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Why <allow-anonymity> is needed? When profile is set to be public, it should be also for anonymous requestors. There isn’t use case for <allow-anonymity> -> it could be removed. It’s better to have (more complex) authorization rules in the future via delegation, and leave the anonymity issue there.

Proposed Change: Consider to remove these elements. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G007
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Move schema to SUP-file and add reference to it.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G008
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1 and 5.1.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Element names are not consistent between texts and XML Schema.

Proposed Change: Use consistent names
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G009
	2007.01.24
	E
	 5.1.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Several errors in XML Schema definition.

Proposed Change: Correct.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G010
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How operator verified age field is handled? By own AUID and new document?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G011
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Profile document should be public for all users to access and only owner can modify it.
Proposed Change: Clarify how profile can be read and search by other users.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G012
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: consider the search feature as SHOULD

Proposed Change: if search is not supported, what’s the purpose of user profile?
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G013
	2007.01.24
	T
	C.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Examples of retrieval of user profile and search of user profiles would be useful.

Proposed Change: Create examples.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G014
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: All the identifications of the SCR items start with “Profile_XDM”, while it is recommended to start with enabler name.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the start of all the SCR identifications to “XDM_Profile”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G015
	2007.01.24
	T
	B.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: According to section 6, the SCR item Profile_XDM-PSU-S-009-O is mandatory.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the SCR item to mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G016
	2007.01.24
	T
	B.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Search in Shared Profile XDMS is defined in section 7 of the spec. However, there is no SCR item for the feature.

Proposed Change: Consider adding SCR items for the requirement about search in the Shared Profile XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.8 OMA-TS-XDM_MO-V2_0-20061024-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	H001
	
	
	
	
	

	H002
	
	
	
	
	


1.9 OMA-ETR-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	I001
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: PoC XDM reference is pointing to Rel 1.0 version of spec. Make this clear by adding V1 to reference abbreviation  

Proposed Change: Change reference to [POC_XDM_V1]
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	I002
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove abbreviations in brackets from definitions i.e. (AUID as they are included to abbreviations

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	I003
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Some definitions refer [XCAP], giving the impression that these are copied from [XCAP]. If that is the case, why copying the definition? Such copying is risky, as any change in the referred document would cause divergence. It requires continuous surveillance of the referred documents, to protect such divergence.

Proposed Change: Consider removing the definitions copied from [XCAP], rather keeping only the references.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.10 OMA-ERELD-XDM-V2_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	J001
	2007.01.24
	T
	6
	Source: NOKIA
Form: 

Comment: Also XDM 1.0 level SUP-files are needed to have XDM 2.0 functionality.

Proposed Change: Add XDM 1 SUP-files under separate header.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	J002
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.2
	Source: NOKIA
Form: 

Comment: References to all 4 Shared XDM Specs are missing. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	J003
	2007.01.24
	T
	10
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: References to all 4 Shared XDM Specs are missing. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.11 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_group_advertisement-V1_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	K001
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA
Form: 

Comment: Use same naming style with all XDM related SUP-files  

Proposed Change: Rename file as xdm_groupAdvertisement
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	K002
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA
Form: 

Comment: Definition of<allow-media> element is not aligned with XDM Core media and group level media definition. Should we refer directly to the xdm_mediaExtension SUP-file?
Proposed Change: Change definition according to XDM Core media definition.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	K003
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Attribute extension point should use “##any” instead of “##other”. 

Proposed Change: Change to “##any”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	K004
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Is mandatory vs. supported (=optional) needed for <media> element? Same issue with <media> element in a group definition. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	K005
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Optional <document-uri> element is missing from schema. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	K006
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Use always “…” in schemas 

Proposed Change: Check that correct mark is used
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	K007
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Version number in the name of XDM2 SUP-file should follow enabler release number and not the version of the actual SUP-file. 

Proposed Change: Change version to V2.0 according to enabler release number.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.12 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_groupExtensions-V1_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	L001
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Use same naming style with all XDM related SUP-files  

Proposed Change: No change. Keep current name
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L002
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <automatic-group-advertisement> element is missing

Proposed Change: Add element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L003
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <session-active-policy> element is missing

Proposed Change: Add element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L004
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <supported-service> element  and its sub elements are missing

Proposed Change: Add element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L005
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <media> element and its sub elements are missing

Proposed Change: Add element to the SUP-file (or refer to the xdm_mediaExtensions SUP-file)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L006
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change definition of <add-media-handling> element according to definition in XDM Core 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L007
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: None value is missing from <remove-media-handling> element

Proposed Change: Add new enumeration value “none” 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L008
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Attribute extension point should use “##any” instead of “##other”. 

Proposed Change: Change to “##any”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L009
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Use always “…” in schemas 

Proposed Change: Check that correct mark is used
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L010
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Optional is default for attributes, it doesn’t need to be included to schema 

Proposed Change: Remove use=”optional”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	L011
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Version number in the name of XDM2 SUP-file should follow enabler release number and not the version of the actual SUP-file. 

Proposed Change: Change version to V2.0 according to enabler release number.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.13 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_MediaExtensions-V1_0-20061016-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	M001
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Use same naming style with all XDM related SUP-files  

Proposed Change: Rename file as xdm_mediaExtensions
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	M002
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Attribute extension point should use “##any” instead of “##other”. 

Proposed Change: Change to “##any”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	M003
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Is there need for mandatory / supported definition per mediaType? See xdm_group_advertisement SUP-file.  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	M004
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Information of this file can be found from XDM Core V2, not from IM XDM Spec.  

Proposed Change: Replace IM XDM with XDM Core V2 in normative information section. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	M005
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Use always “…” in schemas 

Proposed Change: Check that correct mark is used
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	M006
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Version number in the name of XDM2 SUP-file should follow enabler release number and not the version of the actual SUP-file. 

Proposed Change: Change version to V2.0 according to enabler release number.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


1.14 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_search-V1_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	N001
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Attribute extension point should use “##any” instead of “##other”. 

Proposed Change: Change to “##any”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	N002
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Element extension point should use “##other” instead of “##any”. 

Proposed Change: Change to “##other.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	N003
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Use always “…” in schemas 

Proposed Change: Check that correct mark is used
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	N004
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Version number in the name of XDM2 SUP-file should follow enabler release number and not the version of the actual SUP-file. 

Proposed Change: Change version to V2.0 according to enabler release number.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	N005
	2007.01.24
	T
	
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: max-results parameter is used in examples of XDM Core but it is not included in schema. 

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>
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