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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2010-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and Q for Question for clarification
· For Editorial comments and Technical comments, the submitters are required to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible, for Question for clarifications this is not required.
· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-TS-DiagMonMO-V1_2-20120417-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2012.01.23
	E/T/Q
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A001
	2012.05.23
	E
	4
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: Brief description of Version 1.0 and Version 1.2 should be filled out 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	2012.05.23
	E
	5.1,5.2
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: Section name of 5.1 and 5.2 is confusing.

Proposed Change: 5.1 should be “DiagMon Functions”, and 5.2 should be “DiagMon MO Framework”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	2012.05.23
	T
	5.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Occurrence of the MO root node should be “ZeroOrOne” since most of Device functions MOs are One or ZeroOrOne. 

Proposed Change: Change it to “ZeroOrOne”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004
	2012.05.23
	E
	5.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: Table in description of “ServerID” node is redundant
Proposed Change: Change text in table to into normal text.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005
	2012.05.23
	T
	5.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: value ‘0’ on Report Channel is misleading. There are no actual usage of 0, but 0 is the result of available channels. 
Proposed Change: Change description to “If the value of this node was 0, that means not report from Client is required”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A006
	2012.05.23
	Q
	5.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: ReportRecipient  is single node, but ReportChannel can be specified SMS and USSD same time. Can it be prohibit to combine them same time ?
Proposed Change: Change the specification of ReportChannel to implementable way.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A007
	2012.05.23
	E
	6.2.1.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: The value of ReportChannel node is changed from text  value to int value, and it is not consistent with new format.
Proposed Change:Change text to use numeric values.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A008
	2012.05.23
	Q
	6.2.1.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is it enough to sending GA message with Source/Target URI ? That is good to provide reference to the DM Command using Correlator. 
Proposed Change:Add the specification to mandate to supply the Correlator which can be used to locate requested DM Command.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	2012.05.23
	T
	6.2.x
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment:The way to report with DiagData via SMS/USSD is not specified.
Proposed Change:Add new subsection for describing the spec for it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A010
	2012.05.23
	T
	6.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: “OperationComplete’ Alert Type is only realted to the asynchronous reporting, this section should be part of 6.2.1.1
Proposed Change:mege text into 6.2.1.1.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.2 OMA-TS-DiagMonTrapEvents-V1_2-20120427-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2012.05.23
	T
	2.1
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: Trap Event TS should be part of normative references
Proposed Change: add the reference as [TrapEvents] .
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B002
	2012.05.23
	T
	5.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: naming convention for Trap ID is not clear.
Proposed Change:  There are three possibilities as solution:

a) assign TrapID following the rule like:
urn:oma:mo:oma-diagmontrap:trapid-<mo name>:<version>” for Trap MO “urn:oma:mo:oma-diagmontrap:<mo name>:<version> 

b) reuse MOID as default and may  assign another like:
“urn:oma:mo:oma-diagmontrap:<mo name>: <version> or “urn:oma:mo:oma-diagmontrap:trapid-<trapname>:<version>
c) must use MOID as TrapID.

Note that there are no backward compatibility issue for above solutions.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B003
	2012.05.23
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment:5.3.1 Outword Notifications does not explain the case of Trap event is occurred but it is not desired to notify it immediately. That is not consistent with Device Function “Trap Event Logging Function”. 
Proposed Change: Adding the specification how to suppress immediate notification. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B004
	2012.05.23
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: In my understanding, Inward Notification will trigger performing Exec operation against specific Device URI.
Proposed Change: add or replace texts how the Device will notify the event when Inward Notification is selected.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B005
	2012.05.23
	T
	6.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: MOID for TrapMO Framework should be used only in DDF file for information. 

Proposed Change: Need to add the text like “This identifier SHALL be replaced by the identifier of one of the Trap MOs specified in [TrapEvents] and registered with OMNA (Open Mobile Naming Authority).”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B006
	2012.05.23
	T
	6.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: The Occurrence of <x> Node  is “OneOrMore” sounds meaningless. If we want to provide super class MO, that should be “One”.
Proposed Change: Occurrence should be “One”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B007
	2012.05.23
	T
	6.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: The explanation of <x>/ToRef/TargetURI/<x>/URI is not clear on requirement for the URI which to be specified.
Proposed Change: add the text like” This URI MUST be valid Device URI which allows the DM Server to perform ‘Exec’ operation.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B008
	2012.05.23
	E
	6.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: The value table of <x>/TrapID should be part of normative text.
Proposed Change: remove table and merge it as normative text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B009
	2012.05.23
	E
	7.1 and 7.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc

Comment: The paths of the node in the texts does not start with “<x>/” 
Proposed Change: The paths should be corrected with “<x>/”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.3 OMA-TS-DiagMon_Functions-V1_2-20120510-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2012.05.23
	T
	all functions
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: There are not easy way to determine the applicability of DiagMon MO framework version.
Proposed Change:
rename MOIDs with version “1.2” to indicate the MO is following 1.2 version of framework.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C002
	2012.05.23
	Q
	5.2.1.1
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: How can this function determines whether registered trap is allowed to record on Log data ? 
Proposed Change:Each Trap MO frame MUST have a node to suppress the notification (Operation/StopNotify?) 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.4 OMA-TS-DiagMonTrapEvents-V1_2-20120427-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2012.05.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment:.It is important to provide current location when the Geographic Trap is triggered. 
Proposed Change:Add the specification to send the current location for Outward Notification.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D002
	2012.05.23
	Q
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: Monitoring Geographic Trap consumes battery to locate the device. It is desired to have a option to enable automatically disable once the trap is triggered.
Proposed Change:Add AutoDisable node under the node on TrapConfig (or on Framework?)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D003
	2012.05.23
	T
	6.3
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: TrapData should be part of TrapMO Framework
Proposed Change:Add the node on Framework MO, and replace text with reference to the Framework TS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D004
	2012.05.23
	T
	7.3
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: TrapConfig/StartTime, EndTime should be part of Framework.
Proposed Change:.Move them to framework MO.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D005
	2012.05.23
	T
	8.3.1
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: The specification should be reverted with version 1.0, because functionality is replaced with Application Execution Information MO (sec. 8.3.4)
Proposed Change:.Revert version 1.0 specification.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D006
	2012.05.23
	E
	9.2
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: Section title should be named.
Proposed Change:.name as “Personal Data”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>
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