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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

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

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and ‘Q’ for Question for clarification
2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	CD
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full 
	2011.03.29
	Select: F2F / Email / ConfCall
	CD
	OMA-ERP-TAS-V1_0-20120301-D
OMA-ETR-TAS-V1_0-20120322-D

	
	
	
	
	


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-ER-TAS-V1_0-20120301-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2012.04.10
	E
	9.2.1.1/All
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: structure should be put in the section 9.7, and application structure is conflict with AppInfo structure, appList structure is conflict with AppinfoList structure.
Proposed Change: delete application structure and AppInfoList structure as contribution”CD-TAS-0056”
Change all ”appList” to “appInfoList”
	Status: CLOSED by CR 56.


	A002
	2012.04.10
	E
	All
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: the way of name an  ID should be consistence in ER doc.
Proposed Change: 
Change all “device-id” to “deviceID”
Change all “User-id” to “userID”
Change all “client-id” to “clientID”
Change all “User-passwd” to “userPasswd”
Do the similar  modification to all the parameter name.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63R01

	A003
	2012.04.10
	E
	ALL
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: the cardinality in the interface should be consistent, should change all “0…1”, “0--1”to “0..1”
Change all “0--N”, “0…N” , “0---N”to “0..n”
Proposed Change: 
Changed as contribution “CD-TAS-0057”
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A004
	2012.04.10
	E
	ALL
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: There’s no “status-Code” structure, should be “statusCode”
Proposed Change: 
Change “status-Code” to “statusCode”
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A005
	2012.04.10
	T
	All
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0056
Comment: Remove some unimportant features, or change them to optional, for example, application gift, application refund, malicious application report, user activation, application status report, user account information check, user account information update, application sorting, user deactivate, application shopping cart, application begging, IAP.

Proposed Change: remove some messages and functions, or change them to optional.
	Status: 

Closed by CR 59.
CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A006
	2012.04.11
	E
	All
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0061
Comment: the way of name of Application ID should be consistence in ER doc.
Proposed Change: 
Change all “Application-ID” to “ApplicationID”
Change all “AppID” to “ApplicationID”
Change all “App-ID” to “ApplicationID”
	Status: 
Closed by A002.

	A007
	2012.04.11
	Q
	All
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0061
Comment: what is a correct definition of AppType ?

9.7.6 AppType is defined a structure type. But, in 9.5.3.1, 9.2.11.1 , AppType is defined a enumerate type. 
Proposed Change: 
Delete it or Change it. 
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A008
	2012.04.11
	E
	All
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0061
Comment: editorial mistake
Proposed Change: 
Update table numbers and figure numbers in the caption
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A009
	2012.04.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: China Telecom
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0058
Comment: change some requirements to optional, such as application feedback, Application Category Management, Application Search, Sorting Mechanism
Proposed Change: as above
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A010
	2012.04.10
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: China Telecom
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0057
Comment: add Application Deletion, Application State transition Notification, Application Purchase to the Normal Flow as Mandatory Test Requirements
Proposed Change: as above. To verify the deletion of Applications from a Developer Support to a Storefront. To verify the notification of Application State transition from a Developer Support to a Storefront. To verify Application Purchase is supported
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 64 R01
Application Deletion is addressedn by B001.

Application Purchase is addressed by B002.

	A011
	2012.04.10
	T
	5.1.2.1
	Source: China Telecom
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0057
Comment: add IAP synchronize, App type synchronize, Malicious Application Report, Application Feedback, Application Install Status Report, Application Sorting to the Normal Flow as Optional Test Requirements
Proposed Change: as above. To verify that the TAS Developer Support  to synchonize its IAP item to the Storefront. To verify that the TAS Developer Support  to synchronize its application type to the Storefront To verify that TAS Client can send Malicious Application Report to the Storefront To verify that Application Feedback is supported To verify Application Install Status Report is supported To verify that TAS Client should perform application Sorting according to a criteria requested by TAS Client in the Storefront
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 64 R01
Malicious Application Report is addressed by B004.

Application Feedback is addressed by B005.



	A012
	2012.04.10
	E
	5.1.10
	Source: China Telecom
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0058
Comment: agree Editor’s Note of the section: blacklist for Developer should be divided into Developer Management section.
Proposed Change: blacklist for Developer should be divided into Developer Management section
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A013
	2012.04.16
	T
	5.2.5
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Operation and Functions for 5.2.5 Settlement

Proposed Change: 
Remove the  requirement or add corresponding content in TS section 
	Status: 
Closed with no change.

	A014
	2012.04.12
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation
Form: 
Comment: unnecessary  requirement  “ do some classification”” for application Favorites

Application favourites can help a user keep his favorite applications, do some classification management and so on.
The TAS Enabler MAY allow a user to manage his favorite applications.

Proposed Change: remove “ do some classification.”


	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A015
	2012.04.16
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Operation and Functions for 5.3.5 Personalized Display

Proposed Change: 
Remove the  requirement or add corresponding content in TS section 
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A016
	2012.04.16
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Operation and Functions for 5.4.1 Application Creation Guidance

Proposed Change: 
Remove the  requirement or add corresponding content in TS section 
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A017
	2012.04.16
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Operation and Functions for 5.4.2 Capability Resource Support

Proposed Change: 
Remove the  requirement or add corresponding content in TS section 
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A018
	2012.04.16
	T
	5.5
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Operation and Functions for 5.5 Capability Resources (APIs) Management
Proposed Change: 
Remove the requirement or add corresponding content in TS section.

	Status: Closed with no change.

	A019
	2012.04.12
	T
	5.6
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation
Form: 
Comment:  Unnecessary requirements ;

No corresponding description for it.

The requirement in 5.6 Charging

The TAS Enabler SHALL support the creation of Charging Events to charge developers for  capability resource purchase.

Proposed Change: 
Remove the  requirement or add its TS description.
	Status: Closed with no change.


	A020
	2012.04.12
	T
	5.6
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation
Form: 
Comment:  can’t  find any Charging Events in the TS.
No corresponding description for it.

The TAS Enabler SHALL support the creation of Charging Events to charge users for in-application purchase.

Proposed Change: 
Remove the  requirement or add its TS description.
	Status: Closed with no change.


	A021
	2012.04.12
	T
	5.6
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation
Form: 
Comment:  Unnecessary requirements ;

No corresponding description for it.

The requirement in 5.6 Charging

The TAS Enabler SHALL support the creation of Charging The TAS Enabler SHALL be able to collect application charging records.
Proposed Change: 
Remove the  requirement or add its TS description.
	Status: Closed with no change.


	A022
	2012.04.16
	T
	5.7
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Operation and Functions for 5.7 Privacy
Proposed Change: 
Remove the requirement or add corresponding content in TS section.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A023
	2012.04.16
	T
	6.3.1
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: what’s the meaning of “web poral” ? If web portal was defined one of TAS Client type, it implies that user should use to web browser to download application.  

Proposed Change: 
Delete it or clarify it.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A024
	2012.04.16
	T
	8.1.9
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Interfaces for 8.1.9 Application Sales Report

Proposed Change: 
Add corresponding interfaces or remove it 
	Status: CLOSED
By CR 0061R01



	A025
	2012.04.12
	E
	8.1.27
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation
Form: 
Comment: Add the correct message  section for application Begging in 8.1.27.

 The request from the TAS Client is defined as the ApplicationBeggingRequest message in section 9.2.X.1
The TAS Client send Application Begging Request to the Storefront, the Storefront SHALL send Application Begging Response message defined in section 9.2.x.2 to the TAS Client.
Proposed Change: The request from the TAS Client is defined as the ApplicationBeggingRequest message in section 9.2.29.1
The TAS Client send Application Begging Request to the Storefront, the Storefront SHALL send Application Begging Response message defined in section 9.2.29.2 to the TAS Client.

	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A026
	2012.04.16
	T
	8.2.2
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Interfaces for 8.2.2 Developer Registration

Proposed Change: 
Add corresponding interface or ignore this 

	Status: CLOSED
By CR 0062R01



	A027
	2012.04.16
	T
	8.2.9
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0070
Comment: Not defined corresponding Interfaces for 8.2.9 Developer State Management

Proposed Change: 
Add corresponding interfaces or remove it

	Status: 
Closed with no change.



	A028
	2012.04.12
	T
	8.2.27
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation

Form: 
Comment: No related requirement for  application Begging

Proposed Change: Add requirement in  Section 5 and in section6 Architectural Model.
	Status: 

Closed with no change.



	A029
	2012.04.10
	T
	8.4.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0056
Comment: Need to clarify that the Storefront can select applications according to the ClientID. Storefront can know the device capability information according to the ClientID, and selects applications which are suitable for the device capability. And also the Storefront can select applications according to the user preference, etc.
Proposed Change: Add some explanations.
	Status: 
Closed by CR 58.

	A030
	2012.04.12
	T
	8.6
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation

Form: 
Comment: No content for Capability Resources Provider Operations and Functions  in section 8.6
Proposed Change: Add corresponding message or ignore this ?

. 
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A031
	2012.04.10
	E/T
	9.1.1
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: the Store ID parameter should be set to the request message. It’s no meaning to put it in the response message.
Proposed Change: detailed change as contribution” CD-TAS-0055”
	Status: 

Closed by CR 55.

	A032
	2012.04.11
	E
	9.2.1.2
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0061
Comment: the way of name of ApplicationName should be consistence in ER doc.
Proposed Change: 
Change a column name “Name” to “ApplicationName” in Table5
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A033
	2012.04.10
	E
	9.2.5.1
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: editorial mistake
Proposed Change: 
Change “AppInsResultus” to “AppInsResults”
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A034
	2012.04.11
	E
	9.2.5.1
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0061
Comment: editorial mistake
Proposed Change: 
Change “UseID” to “UserID”, 

Change cardinality value “10” to “1”
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A035
	2012.04.10
	Q
	9.2.6.2
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: what’s the meaning of this note” Status of Result  Passwd Error”.
Proposed Change: 
Delete it or clarify it.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A036
	2012.04.10
	E
	9.2.6.2
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: the name of “TAS-status” parameter is confused, should be changed to “user-status”
And the parameter should keep the same format.
Proposed Change: 
Changed as contribution “CD-TAS-0057”
	Status: 

Closed by CR 57.

	A037
	2012.04.10
	T
	9.2.9
	Source: China Telecom
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0058
Comment: AppPurchaseRequest and AppPurchaseResponse are listed in the Application Update messages exchange, but there is no explanation about them in this section. They are not mandatory in this flow
Proposed Change: remove AppPurchaseRequest and AppPurchaseResponse in this section, or change them to optional. If they are changed to optional, note should be added as, “the definition of AppPurchaseRequest and AppPurchaseResponse is in Section 9.2.8”
	Status: 
Closed.
Covered by A010.

	A038
	2012.04.11
	E
	9.2.9.1
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0061
Comment: the way of name of TerminalInfo should be consistence in ER doc.
Proposed Change: 
Change all “Terminal-Inf” to “TerminalInfo”,
Remove Editor’s note in 9.2.4.1 

“[Editor’s Note]: The TerminalInfo needs to be defined more detailly.”
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01
Editor Note is covered by 58.

	A039
	2012.04.12
	T
	9.2.21.1 and 9.2.23.2
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation

Form: 
Comment: receiver User ID and GiftUser ID

Proposed Change: these 2  IE indicate the same meaning??
	Status: 

Closed with no change.
They are different.

	A040
	2012.04.12
	T
	9.2.21
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation

Form: 
Comment: what’s the meaning of the IE” GiftMessage”  inside application Begging Request 

Does it work ?

Proposed Change: Please explain it .


	Status: 

Closed with no change.

Indicates it is a gift.

	A041
	2012.04.12
	E
	9.2.29.1
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation

Form: 
Comment: what’s the meaning of the IE” BeggingMessage”  inside application Begging Request 

Does it work ?

Proposed Change: Please explain it
	Status: 

Closed with no change.

Indicates it is a begging.

	A042
	2012.04.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: Rachelle Yang, HTC Cooperation

Form: 
Comment: No content for TAS-4 in section 9.4
Proposed Change: Add corresponding message or ignore this ?

TAS -4:

This interface is exposed by the Capability Resources Management component and can be used to register capability resources and update their information.

Proposed Change: Add corresponding message or ignore this ?


	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01

	A043
	2012.04.10
	E
	9.7.2
	Source: Ann Wu

 Form: doc #0055
Comment: Editorial mistake
Proposed Change: 
Change “stausCode” to “statusCode”
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 63 R01


3.2 OMA-ETR-TAS-V1_0-20120322-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2012.04.11
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0068
Comment: some features need to be including in the test requirements, like Application Delete Interface.
Proposed Change: add related test requirement.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 64 R01

	B002
	2012.04.11
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0068
Comment: some features need to be including in the test requirements, like Application Purchase and Refund.
Proposed Change: add related test requirement.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 64 R01

	B003
	2012.04.11
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0068
Comment: some features need to be including in the test requirements, like Application Sales Information.
Proposed Change: add related test requirement.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 64 R01

	B004
	2012.04.11
	T
	5.1.2.2
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0068
Comment: some features need to be including in the test requirements, like Malicious Application Notification  and Malicious Application Report.
Proposed Change: add related test requirement
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 64 R01

	B005
	2012.04.11
	T
	5.1.2.3
	Source: ETRI
 Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0068
Comment: some features need to be including in the test requirements, like Application Feedback.
Proposed Change: add related test requirement
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 64 R01

	
	
	
	
	
	


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

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

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

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

© 2012 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 9)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20120101-I]

© 2012 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 9 (of 9)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20120101-I]

