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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2012.04.11
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: We have a requirement EVVM-VMH-006 mandating the EVVM Enabler to support voice to text conversion while forwarding a voicemail via SMS, MMS or email. Shouldn’t we have also a separate requirement for voice to text conversion of received voicemails? 
Proposed Change: Add a requirement to section 6.1.4. Will be addressed in upcoming CR.
	Status: OPEN 


	A002
	2012.04.11
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In RD we use “Text to Voice” expression, but it’s more common to use “Text to Speech”
Proposed Change: Replace “Text to Voice” with “Text to Speech”. Will be addressed in upcoming CR.
	Status: OPEN


	A003
	2012.04.11
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Requirements EVVM-PRO-001 to EVVM-PRO-003 are not relevant for this section
Proposed Change: move the requirements to section 6.1 as HLF requirements. Will be addressed in upcoming CR.
	Status: OPEN
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2012.04.11
	T
	6.4.3
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: This section lists only ECIES as encryption mechanism supported for securing of the notification content. As proposed in OMA-COM-EVVM-2012-0020R01-INP_Notifications_round_2, AES and RSA should be also supported. 
In addition it was proposed to mandate the support of at least one of above mechanism.
Proposed Change: We propose to add AES and RSA to the list and mandate the support of either AES, RSA or ECIES. Separate CR will be created to propose respective updates.
	Status: OPEN


	B002
	2012.04.11
	T
	6.4.3
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In this section it says that the notification encryption is applied according to the EVVM user preferences and the service provider’s policy. However the intention (as agreed by OMA-COM-EVVM-2011-0331R02-CR_notification_encryption_ER_update) was that the user preferences can be overruled by service provider policy, if needed. In addition the notification encryption preference is not on the user level, but on client level.
Proposed Change: update the statement to as following “The notification content SHALL be encrypted by the EVVM Server or stay in clear text according to the EVVM Client preferences, if allowed by the service provider’s policy”. This update will be included in CR addressing the previous DTAG comment.
	Status: OPEN


	B003
	2012.04.11
	T
	7.3.2.3.13
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In this section regarding V2T it says: “The Language of the speech to text conversion (e.g. EN//GER/CHIN) SHALL be extracted by the LANGUAGE parameter which is available from the general settings of EVVM Client.” However since the language of the deposited voice message is not known, it has to be either automatically detected by the EVVM Server or Transcoder, or considered as default one. Therefore the language of transcription should have no dependency on general settings of the EVVM Client.
Proposed Change: We propose to remove the statement. This change will be addressed in separate CR.

	Status: OPEN


	B004
	2012.04.11
	T
	6.3.1.9.4
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment:  The additional info (none, on demand, automatic) regarding the content adaptations and V2T needs to be discussed and updated accordingly.
Proposed Change: Since the functionality relevant to on demand/automatic V2T transcriptions is explained in section 7.5.6.2 the additional info in brackets may be deleted.
	Status: OPEN


	B005
	2012.04.11
	T
	7.3.2.1.1.1.10
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment:  The content adaptation section of server capabilities is empty
Proposed Change: Add the Voice2Text and Text2Speech flags to content adaptation server capabilities.
	Status: OPEN


	B006
	2012.04.11
	E
	7.5.6.2, 7.6.7.2
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In the text there are mentioned commands XTRANSCRIBE_UID and XTRANSCRIPTION_SERVICE_ STATE. According to OMTP 1.3 the commands are “XTRANSCRIBE_” and ” XTRANSCRIPTION_SERVICE_”. UID and STATE are parameters. 
Proposed Change: Update the text according to OMTP 1.3 definitions. Will be addressed in CR.
	Status: OPEN


	B007
	2012.04.11
	E
	All document
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: There are following terms used within the document: “Speech to Text” (STT), “Text to Speech” (TTS) and “Text to Voice”. 
The recommended terminology to use is following: “Voice to Text” (V2T) and “Text to Speech” (TTS). 
Proposed Change: Update the document using “Voice to Text” (V2T) and “Text to Speech” (TTS) expressions.
	Status: OPEN


	B008
	2012.04.11
	E
	6.2, D.1.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: STI enabler is missing in figure 3 and 13
Proposed Change: Add STI in the figures. (Will be addressed in CR)
	Status: OPEN


	B009
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.3.1.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Why is the MSISDN missing in the list of supported user identifiers?
Proposed Change: Add MSISDN in the list if needed.
	Status: OPEN


	B010
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.3.2
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Do we need to define the hierarchy of preferences, i.e. if service preferences can override user preferences (e.g. notification security settings) or how the discrepancy in settings is resolved?
Proposed Change: Define the hierarchy (overruling) of preferences if needed and beneficial.
	Status: OPEN


	B011
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.3.2.3.3
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Shouldn’t we mention here that the IMAP Commands defined by OMTP 1.3 XCHANGE_TUI_PWD, XCHANGE_VM_LANG, XCLOSE_NUT shall be supported by EVVM?
Proposed Change: Mention the commands in the section if beneficial.
	Status: OPEN


	B012
	2012.04.11
	E
	7.3.2.2.13
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: The section name “Notification encryptions” is not aligned with the naming of section 7.3.2.1.1 in service preferences (“Supported notification encryption mechanisms”).
Proposed Change: Align naming of both sections, i.e. rename the sections to “Notification encryption algorithms”.
	Status: OPEN


	B013
	2012.04.11
	E
	7.3.2.2.11
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: There is a mistake in reference to corresponding preference: serviceprefs-global/prefs/notifications@encrypt
Proposed Change: Fix the preference to “clientprefs/prefs/notifications@encrypt”
	Status: OPEN


	B014
	2012.04.11
	T
	7.6.5.2.2
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: There is not define the EVVM Server behavior in case the client’s choice regarding the notification encryption  is in contradiction with service provider’s policy
Proposed Change: We should define following: “If the client’s choice is in contradiction with service provider’s policy then the EVVM Server MUST NOT send the notification to the corresponding EVVM Client”
	Status: OPEN


	B015
	2012.04.11
	T
	7.3.2.3.12
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: [Editor’s Note]: Where the text is coming from needs to be addressed.
Proposed Change: As specified in section 7.6.7.1 the client stores the textual greeting/VM on the server. Therefore the note can be deleted
	Status: OPEN


	B016
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.3.2.1.1.1.3
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In this section of server preferences the “Supported encryption methods” is empty. Should we add here a notification encryption algorithms or something else?
Proposed Change: Agree on the content of the section or delete the section.
	Status: OPEN


	B017
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.3.2.2.5
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In this section of client preferences the “list of supported application-level encryption methods” is empty. Should we add here a notification encryption algorithms or something else?
Proposed Change: Agree on the content of the section or delete the section.
	Status: OPEN


	B018
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.3.2.2.6
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In this section of client preferences the “list of supported transport-level encryption methods” is empty. 
Proposed Change: Agree on the content of the section or delete the section.
	Status: OPEN


	B019
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.5.2.1.2
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Is this section of client procedures regarding application-level encryption complete? For example the decrypting of notifications is not mentioned here. Should we add a separate section of notification encryption/decryption?
Proposed Change: Agree on the content of the section.
	Status: OPEN


	B020
	2012.04.11
	Q
	6.3.1.9.4
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Is the bullet in the client preferences:
· List of supported application-level encryption methods (to encrypt content).
Relevant also to notification encryption?
Proposed Change: Agree on the content of the section.
	Status: OPEN


	B021
	2012.04.11
	Q
	7.3.2.3.12
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: There is a editor’s note in the section [Editor’s Note]: Where the text is coming from needs to be addressed.
Proposed Change: The EVVM client stores the textual message or greeting on the server as stated in section 7.5.6.1. The note can be deleted.
	Status: OPEN


	B022
	2012.04.11
	Q
	6.3.2.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: There is functionality of EVVM-1 interface defined by the bullet: 
•	Requesting text to voice conversion on demand
 But we don’t specify any on demand text to speech functionality (refer to section 7.5.6.1)
Proposed Change: Delete the bullet
	Status: OPEN


	B023
	2012.04.11
	E
	7.3.2.3.12, 7.3.2.3.13
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: 
In the ABNF data format descriptions, there is used sometimes “Boolean” or “boolean” e.g. :
textual-greeting-to-speech	= boolean
textual-voicemail-to-speech= Boolean
Boolean		= “true / false”

Proposed Change: Use the “Boolean” with capital B.
	Status: OPEN
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	L001
	2012.04.11
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Test requirement VMH-021 regarding the confidentiality when using STATUS SMS message as notification content is obsolete since the relevant requirement EVVM-CON-002 of RD was deleted. 
Proposed Change: Delete the test requirement VMH-021
	Status: OPEN 


	L002
	2012.04.11
	Q
	5.1.1.5
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Should we add beside CA-004 a separate test requirement for voice to text transcription of a voicemail.
Proposed Change: Add a test requirement for Converting the voice to text.
	Status: OPEN 


	L003
	2012.04.11
	T
	5.1.2.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: Test requirement OPT-024 regarding the confidentiality when using SYNC SMS message as synchronization content is obsolete since the relevant requirement EVVM-CON-003 of RD was deleted. 
Proposed Change: Delete the test requirement OPT-024
	Status: OPEN 


	L004
	2012.04.11
	E
	5.1.2.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In OPT-017 we use “Text to Voice” expression, but it’s more common to use “Text to Speech”
Proposed Change: Replace “Text to Voice” with “Text to Speech”. 
	Status: OPEN
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	M001
	2012.04.11
	T
	4.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: In version 1.0 functionality the confidentiality of  the notification content is missing
Proposed Change: Add the confidentiality of the notification content to new features/functions!
	Status: OPEN


	M004
	2012.04.11
	E
	4.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: INP doc #0059
Comment: It is used here “Text to Voice” expression, but it’s more common to use “Text to Speech”
Proposed Change: Replace “Text to Voice” with “Text to Speech”. 
	Status: OPEN
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