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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 or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	Source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	The RD has been produced by REQ MobAd.

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	XXX
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

The review history table should list review meetings and not work sessions where responses developed.

<<DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Preliminary
	2008.02.25
	(pre) F2F Beijing
	REQ MobAd
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-200ymmdd-<state>

	Follow up
	
	(post) F2F Beijing, (pre) e-mail review
	REQ MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V_0_0_0-20080305-D                 

	Follow up
	
	(post) e-mail review, (pre) F2F Düsseldorf
	REQ MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V_0_0_0-20080315-D                 

	Follow up
	
	(post) F2F Dusseldorf
	REQ MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V0_0_0-20080324-D

	Follow up
	
	(post) 27th of March CC
	REQ MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V0_0_0-20080327-D

	Follow up
	
	(post) April 3, 2008 CC, (pre) OMA Paris f2f
	REQ MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V0_0_0-20080409-D

	Follow up – updated based on 0051, 0057 and group discussion on April 14 and 15.
	April 15, 2008
	(post) April 14, 2008, (pre) April 16, OMA Paris f2f
	REQ MobAd and CD MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V0_0_0-20080415-D

	Follow up – updated based on group discussion on April 16
	April 16, 2008
	(post) April 15, 2008, (pre) April 17, OMA Paris f2f
	REQ MobAd and CD MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V0_0_0-20080417-D

	Follow up – updated based on group discussion on April 17
	April 17, 2008
	(post) April 16, 2008, (pre) April 18, OMA Paris f2f
	REQ MobAd and CD MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V0_0_0-20080418-D

	Follow up – editorial updates related to document naming and portal upload dates
	April 21, 2008
	(post) OMA Paris meetings
	REQ MobAd and CD MobAd
	OMA-RDRR-MobAd_RD_RR_draft-V0_0_0-20080421-D


3. Review Comments

3.1 Comments received on OMA MobAd Requirements Document V1_0-20080210-D

	 ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A122
	2008.02.19
	T
	1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: MobAd is defined as Mobile Advertisement in the abbreviations list, but the terms Mobile Advertising and Mobile Advertisement are used fairly interchangeably in the body text.
	Status: CLOSED 

Not editorial, depending on the context

Mobile Advertising is the service, while Mobile Advertisement is the object.

Also there are other comment’s resolution that have changed these terms.

	A123
	2008.02.19
	T
	1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: General comment: Mobile Advertising service and Mobile Advertising Enabler shall be used consistently across the document.
	Status: Closed



	A164
	2008.02.22
	T
	1
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In this section, the “MobAd Advertising Service” is used for describing the scope. Actually, the RD is for MobAd Enabler.

Proposed Change: To replace “MobAd Advertising Service” with “MobAd Enabler”, and make the description consistency.
	Status: Closed 

	A165
	2008.02.22
	T
	1
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The last sentence of the last paragraph is talking about what the service should do. Can the requirements of MobAd Enabler be shared by multiple OMA WGs?

Proposed Change: Delete or describe in other way.
	Status: Closed

	A281
	2008.02.22
	E
	1
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044

Proposed Change: This Requirement Document (RD) contains use cases and defines the requirements for the Mobile Advertising (MobAd) Enabler.
	Status: Closed (see 164)

	A282
	2008.02.22
	E
	1
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044

Proposed Change: MobAd Enabler will reuse as much as possible existing technologies
	Status: Closed (see 164)

	A344
	2008.02.23
	E
	 2.2  


	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: the reference ‘BCAST10-Services’ 
Proposed Change:  change the reference to [OMA-BCAST]
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A345
	2008.02.23
	E
	 2.2  


	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The reference ‘DCD’  
Proposed Change:  change the reference to [OMA-DCD]
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.



	A002
	2008.02.15
	E
	3.2
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Ad Metrics Collector is not used anywhere.  Metrics collector is used in few places.

Proposed Change: Either change to Metrics Collector in the definition table or change Metrics Collector to Ad Metrics Collector in the RD
	Status: Closed

Use Metrics Collector across the doc., and changed the definition  

	A003
	2008.02.15
	E
	3.2
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Term ‘Impression’ is used sometimes as ‘Impression’ and sometimes as ‘Ad Impression’ in the RD. Consistency is needed

Proposed Change: Propose to change the title to: ‘Ad Impression’ and correct it across the document. 
	Status: Closed 

Accepted to change “Ad Impression” with “Impression”

	A088
	
	E/T
	3.2

Default, dynamic and static ad contents
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: It is not clear in the definition section that the 3 categories of content should be combined whereas it is clear as per the requirement.

Proposed Change: add the following sentence at the end of the 3 definitions: Default, dynamic and static Ad content should be combined to deliver a complete Ad.
	Status: CLOSED

<agreed, should-> could>

	A089
	
	E
	3.2

Interstitial ad
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There is an extra coma at the end of the definition 

Proposed Change: remove extra coma and add a dot.
	Status: CLOSED

<agree with the proposal>

	A124
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Should be MobAd Enabler defined? (explaining what are its functions, etc)
	Status: Closed

The proposal is not supported



	A125
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: For clarity, Telefonica recommends to rename the term Ad App to “Device Resident Application” and SP Application to “Network Resident Application”. The whole RD must be reviewed to align this terms if the comment is accepted.
	Status: Closed 

The Ad App definition was changed (i.e. added device resident)

No need to change the terms.



	A126
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Why the Ad Engine is defined as “a group of functionalities potentially organized in logical modules” while other functions (Ad Selector, Ad Metrics Collector, Scanning Utility) are defined as “a function of the MobAd Enabler?”. Is it with any purpose? If not, tt is recommended to align this definitions. Telefonica prefers to change the Ad Engine to say: “A device-resident function of the MobAd Enabler. It interacts with…””
	Status: Closed

No agreement to change the existing definition. 



	A127
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It may be interesting to define Ad Metadata and use it across the RD. For instance, change “The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the Device to receive rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them.” To “The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the Device to receive rules, instructions and Ad Metadata, as well as manage and execute them”. If the comment is accepted, the whole RD must the reviewed.
	Status: Closed

See 294



	A128
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: See comment on Ad App definition
	Status: Closed with no change



	A166
	2008.02.22
	T
	3.2
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The definition of “Default Ad content” says that “which are not time sensitive”. It is too strict to say that Default Ad content is not time sensitive. It may be time sensitive sometimes.
Proposed Change: change to “which may not be time sensitive”.
	Status: Closed. Group agrees to this change. Editor takes the action.

	A167
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The definition of “Interstitial Ad” is using a comma at the end. 
Proposed Change: replace comma with full stop.
	Status: Closed 

	A201
	
	E
	3.2

SP Application
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
The description for MMSC is not stated neither definition section nor abbreviations section.

Proposed Change: 
Add the meaning of MMSC to the section 3.3 Abbreviations

MMSC: Multimedia Messaging Service Center

Or change MMS abbreviation as follow

MMS(C): Multimedia Messaging Service (Center)
	Status: Closed. Option 2, i.e. MMS(C) is agreed. Editor takes the action.

	A204
	
	E/T
	3.2 

Default Ad content and

Dynamic Ad content
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 

Definition of “Default Ad Content” and “Dynamic Ad content” is not clearly explained.

Content needs to be written with a capital initial letter
Proposed Change: 
Reword the description

Default Ad Content: Ad data which are not time sensitive and relates to advertisements of an advertiser. It is a content related to a generic campaign for the brand for instance a generic advertisement for the brand stores (e.g.: Nike Stores)
Dynamic Ad Content: Ad data which are time sensitive and contain information related to advertisements of an advertiser. It could be the text and image related to a particular campaign for a new product (e.g.: the latest running shoes of Nike)
	Status: Closed

Agreed to reword as “For example, it can be a generic advertisement for the brand stores (e.g.: Nike Stores)” for Default Ad Content.

“For example, it could be an advertisement for a new product (e.g.: the latest running shoes of Nike)” for Dynamic Ad Content

	A223
	
	T
	3.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
The term “Ad Metadata” has used across the RD, however the definition was not clearly clarified

Proposed Change: 
Add Ad Metadata definition to RD

Ad Metadata: Metadata embedded in or associated with the advertisement content and specified advertisement characteristics (e.g. category, type of ads)
	Status: Closed

Ad Metadata: Metadata that specifies advertisement characteristics and usage (e.g. category, type of ads, ad expiration times, associated keywords) embedded in or associated with the advertisement. 


	A224
	
	T
	3.2

Definitions

6.1.1 MobAd-FUNC-003, 004, 005
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
The need for supporting these different type of ads be considered at AD or TS stage

Proposed Change: 
Remove all requirement from RD
	Status: Closed. No change is needed.

	A225
	
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Compare to the term “User preference“, the term “MobAd User Preference” is not clearly clarified

Proposed Change: 
Add following text at the end of the definition for the clarity

MobAd User Preference: User preferences associated to the User Profile (see “User Profile” definition in OMA-DICTIONARY) related to MobAd enabler from which the MobAd services can be personalised. MobAd Preferences are linked to dynamic information in the User Context and to Advertisements information.
	Status: Closed. No change is needed.

Interested companies may bring the clarification of the last sentence of section 4.2.

	A228
	2008.02.23
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: There is a definition for ‘Ad Metrics Collector’, but the term ‘Metrics Collector’ is actually used in the document.

Proposed Change: Change the definition for ‘Ad Metrics Collector’ to a definition of ‘Metrics Collector’.


	Status: CLOSED

<see A002>

	A229
	2008.02.23
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In the definitions of ‘Default Ad content’ and ‘Dynamic Ad content’, the word ‘content” should be capitalized. 

Proposed Change: Replace ‘content’ with ‘Content’ in these definitions.
	Status: CLOSED

See comments in A204

	A230
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: There is a definition of Scanning Utility, but this phrase always appears in lower case in the RD.

Proposed Change: Replace ‘scanning utility’ by ‘Scanning Utility’ throughout the RD.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to changes. Editor is advised to make similar editorial changes to capitalize the terminologies through the RD.

	A231
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In the definitions of MobAd User Preferences, Principal, User and User Profile, the correct reference to the OMA dictionary in section 2.2 should be used.

Proposed Change: Use ‘[OMADICT]’ in these definitions.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to changes.

	A283
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: to clarify this definition, we propose to move last sentence to beginning. 

Proposed Change: 

The Ad Engine refers to the MobAd Enabler entities on the device. It is a device-resident group of functionalities potentially organized in logical modules. It interacts with different Ad Apps and performs functions such as: obtaining appropriate ads from MobAd entities in the network, selecting ads from a local storage, providing metrics related feedback to MobAd entities in the network, filtering and matching information as well as potentially scanning content. 
	Status: Closed

We changed the definition of Ad Engine.

	A284
	2008.02.22x
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044

Proposed Change: Ad Metrics: Set of parameters and procedures that quantitatively and qualitatively measure Mobile Advertising services.
	Status: CLOSED

“measure the effectiveness of mobile advertisements”

The group has agreed to change definition to:

“Set of parameters and procedures that quantitatively and qualitatively measure the effectiveness of  mobile advertising  (e.g. impact, delivery, interactivity, etc.)”

	A285
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044

Proposed Change: Content Provider: An actor providing the content and potential associated metadata for a given application or service upon which Mobile Advertising services can be provided by the service provider.
	Status: Closed

Agreed to change to “a mobile advertising service” from “advertisement service”

	A286
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment:  Contextualisation definition has to refer to User Context definition. The type of data (“static and dynamic”) related to User Context is already described in User Context definition.

Proposed Change: Contextualisation: Tailoring and matching an advertising campaign to User Context. In practical terms, this can include statically or dynamically associating a given User context (e.g. "around Marble Arch in London, after 6pm, if using a streaming-capable Device"), to a varying degree of detail, with an advertising campaign. The above can imply using any data known and/or assumed about the User context, e.g. location, device capabilities, etc.
	Status: Closed

Agreed to proposed changes. In addition, capitalize all instances of the “User context” in the definition.

	A287
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: Personalisation definition has to refer to User Profile definition. The type of data (“static and dynamic”) related to User Profile is already described in User Profile definition.

Proposed Change: Personalisation: Tailoring and matching an advertising campaign to User Profile. In practical terms, this can include statically or dynamically allocating a User or a group of users which are to be participants in a given campaign, based on targeting criteria associated with a campaign. It can imply using any data known and/or assumed about the User, which may be distributed in e.g. user and/or subscriber profiles, preferences and similar. This process can be self-improving throughout the campaign.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted for e-mail review by TIM.

Vodafone response made on Fri 07/03/2008 10:11: Not an editorial comment.  Counterproposal made:

“Tailoring and matching an advertising campaign to a set of User(s)' characteristics, such as demographics, tastes, preferences, etc. In practical terms, this can include statically or dynamically allocating a group of users which are to be participants in a given campaign, based on targeting criteria associated with a campaign. It can imply using static and dynamic data known and/or assumed about the User, which may be distributed in e.g. User Profile, subscriber profiles, preferences and similar. This process can be self-improving throughout the campaign.”

The group accepted the above proposal and need to be implemented.



	A288
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: MobAd User Preferences: User preferences associated to the User Profile (see “User Profile” definition in OMA-DICTIONARY) related to MobAd enabler from which the Mobile Advertising services can be personalized.
	Status: Closed.

Agreed to change to “mobile advertising” from “MobAd”.

	A289
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: Service Provider: An actor offering Mobile Advertising services. The Service Provider may perform the following functions: manages the user or group of users information (profile context, location, presence, etc) provides Ads to a given user or group of users or for a given application/service, report metrics, configure the MobAd Enabler, select and manage a user or a group of users.
	Status: Closed
Agreed to change to “mobile advertising services” in both cases.



	A290
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: User: See OMA dictionary. In the MobAd Enabler context, the User consumes Mobile Advertising services along with any other services, such as MMS, IM, DCD, BCAST, Browsing etc., on his/her terminal and interact with it (e.g.: view, delete, forward, store ads).
	Status: Closed

Agreed to add “Enabler” (1st proposal).

Agreed to change to “mobile advertisements” instead of “advertisement services”

	A294
	2008.02.22
	T
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: we propose the introduction of Advertisement Metadata definition to clarify the information associated to ads

Proposed Change: Add the following definition: “Advertisement metadata: Metadata embedded in or associated with advertisement (e.g. keywords, targeting category, Type of advertisements, Context in which this ad should be delivered, Capping information, targeting audience, ad expiration times, etc.)”
	Status: Closed

See 223



	A346
	2008.02.23
	T
	3.2
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment:The definitions of “”Default Ad content”、”Dynamic Ad content” and “Static Ad content” cause confusion. 
Proposed Change:
For discussing
	Status: CLOSED

After some discussions on the definitions, the author closed the comment.

No changes are needed.

 

	A347
	2008.02.23
	T
	3.2
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment:
The defination of “SP Application” could be short as “SP App”?  Like what has been used in the RD document the definition of “Ad App”.

Proposed Change:
Use the term “ SP App”
	Status: CLOSED

All the occurrences of SP Application need to be changed to SP App.

	A199
	
	E/T
	3.2 Ad Metrics
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Ad Metrics: Set of parameters and procedures that quantitatively and qualitatively measure advertisements service
Currently, RD contains no mention of the Ad Metrics procedures. It is more like the outcome of the procedures or ways of assessment of process, not the procedures itself.

Proposed Change: 
Ad Metrics: Set of parameters or ways of quantitative and qualitative assessment of a advertising service process to be measured
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A284

	A087
	
	E
	3.2 content metadata
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There are two additional spaces in the parenthesis, before targeting and before ad provider 

Proposed Change: remove extra spaces.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed. Call for general action item of the Editor to edit the document.

	A001
	2008.02.15
	T
	3.2.
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In the Ad Metrics Collector definition the ‘or’ between Ad Apps and Ad Engine should be ‘and’. As it is now it implies that metrics can’t be collected from both of them. 

Proposed Change: ‘…Service Provider, Ad App and Ad Engine’
	Status: Closed

Agreed to change to “… Service Provider, and Ad Engine” by removing “Ad App” and change the word from “or” to “and”. Annie and Edin will propose clarification of “Ad App” definition.

	A129
	2008.02.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Is this abbreviation needed? Same comment appliest to Ad Selector
	Status: Closed

Agreed to remove both of the abbreviation “Ad App” and “Ad Selector”

	A202
	
	E
	3.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
The descriptions of Ad App and Ad Selector are written in different ways

Proposed Change: 
Delete the term “Ad Selector” from Selector abbreviation as follow:

Ad Selector: Refers to definition 

Or change Ad App abbreviation as follow:

Ad App: Refers to definition Ad App
	Status: closed

Refer to A129

	A232
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: The abbreviations Ad App and Ad Selector are no longer needed (these were abbreviations for AdApp and AdSelector, but these terms are no longer used in the RD).

Proposed Change: Delete these abbreviations.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A129

	A233
	2008.02.22
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: The abbreviation BCAST is used in the RD and should be listed here.

Proposed Change: Add an abbreviation entry for BCAST, defined as ‘The OMA Mobile Broadcast Services Enabler’.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed. Editor will add this abbreviation.

	A090
	
	E
	3.3 Ad Selector
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There is a missing space between definition and Ad Selector 

Proposed Change: add a space.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A129

	A130
	2008.02.19
	T
	4
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Which is the purpose of this paragraph?
	Status: CLOSED

Mark (Qualcomm) will take the action to clarify this paragraph. 

Agreed contribution 37R01 solves this comment.



	A131
	2008.02.19
	E
	4
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Different to what? “Different” might be deleted
	Status: Closed

Change the word to “various” instead of “different”.

	A234
	2008.02.22
	T
	4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: The second paragraph in this section is unclear.

Proposed Change: Provide an introduction that better captures the purpose of the MobAd Enabler.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A130.

	A291
	2008.02.22
	E
	4
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: While this model is still valid for Mobile Advertising, new model as CPA (Cost per Action) have continued to emerge, and interactivity is a key point to achieve this new model and others. 
	Status: Closed

Agreed to change the word to “advertising” and lower case of “mobile”. In addition, change to “new type of models such as CPA …” instead of “new model models as CPA 

	A292
	2008.02.22
	E
	4
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: Collecting data related to mobile advertisements reach and reaction to them, and correlating such data across large groups/audiences, can provide additional feedback to the Mobile Advertising value chain.
	Status: closed

Agreed to the word change to “mobile advertising” (lower case).

	A036
	2008.02.22
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: SP Application is not shown in Figure 1 “Actor diagram”
Proposed Change: Add Sp Application to the diagram.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to the changes. Nokia takes the action to update this diagram, plus relevant texts describing the SP Application. Will keep open until the CR is agreed.

Contribution 39R02 (agreed) solves these comments.

	A132
	2008.02.19
	E
	4.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be Provider. The comment applies to all occurrences of ProviderProvider.


	Status: Closed

Editor takes the action to fix all occurrence of this typo.



	A133
	2008.02.19
	T
	4.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It should be better to change this actors to “Applications”, and talk about Network/Device applications independently.
	Status: Closed

Addressed by adding SP Application in the diagram and relevant text description (Nokia’s action)

	A235
	2008.02.22
	T
	4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: SP Applications should be shown in Figure 1.

Proposed Change: Add a picture representing SP Applications to Figure 1.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A036

	A293
	22
	E
	4.1
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: The Service Provider manages the MobAd Enabler Advertisements Information that will be used for the Mobile Advertising service. 
	Status: closed

Agreed to change to “mobile advertising” (lower case).

	A295
	2008.02.22
	E
	4.1
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment:  clarify requirement to refer to Advertisement Metadata definition (see comment on 3.2 section from Telecom Italia proposing to add Advertisement Metadata definition)     
Proposed Change: The Service Provider manages the MobAd Enabler Advertisements Information Metadata that will be used for the advertisement service. 
	Status: Closed

Agreed to change to “Ad Metadata” instead of “Advertisement Information”. Additionally, change from “advertisement” to “mobile advertising”.

	A296
	2008.02.22
	E
	4.1
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: The User may have the option to opt-in and opt-out from the Mobile Advertising service. 
	Status: closed

Agreed to change to “mobile advertising” (lower case).

	A348
	2008.02.23
	T
	4.1
	 Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment: SP Application has used many times in the RD, and it’s a very Important actor.

Proposed Change: 

(1)  Add “SP Application” as an actor in Figure1;

(2) Add the description of “Add SP Application” in 4.1 like: 

SP Application interacts with the MobAd enabler for providing Ads as part of its service (e.g. requesting Ads, providing metrics).
 
	Status: CLOSED

see resolutions on A036

 

	A091
	
	E
	4.1 Service provider paragraphs
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There are two Service Provider Provder 

Proposed Change: remove on Provider in the two occurence
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A132

	A035
	2008.02.19
	E
	4.2
	 Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: SUPL is one of two primary location enablers. Mention the other one as well.
Proposed Change: Replace “SUPL” by “MLS and SUPL”.
	Status: closed

Agreed. Additional editorial action is to add the “MLS” and “SUPL” in the abbreviation table.

	A236
	2008.02.22
	E / T
	4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: Advertisements information and Service Information are shown in Figure 2 but not explained in the text in section 4.2.

Proposed Change: Add explanations of these terms in section 4.2.
	Status: CLOSED

Change “Advertisements information” to “Ad Metadata” in both text and diagram. It’s an editorial action.

“Service Information” should be lower case and further explained. TIM takes the action to explain.

Service Information has been changed to Delivery Mechanism information and also explained in agreed contribution 0045R01.

	A297
	2008.02.22
	E
	4.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: Figure 1 outlines how User Information relates with the MobAd Enabler.
	Status: Closed

Agreed to change to “mobile advertising service”.

	A298
	2008.02.22
	E
	4.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: A subset of User Profile data are the Preferences related to the services that the User is subscribed to: MobAd Preferences are the subset of Preferences related to MobAd Enabler from which the Mobile Advertising services can be personalized.
	Status: Closed

Agreed to change to “mobile advertising services” (lower case). Additionally,

1. 1st “Preference” is changed to “user preferences” (lower case).

2. add “User” between “MobAd” and “Preferences” that refers to the formal definition.

3. the 3rd “Preferences” is changed to “user preferences”, the same as #1.

	A205
	
	E/T
	4.2 Advertisement Information, Service Information
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
The description of “Advertisement Information” and “Service Information” is not explained

Proposed Change: 
Need to add description for both information or remove these diagrams from RD and add them to AD or TS. The elements of each information should be handled on AD or TS stage
	Status: Closed

Refer to A297

	A275
	2008.02.23
	T
	4.2 Information related to MobAd
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Add information about available type of customer profile data to enhance targeting with customer survey tagged data 

Proposed Change: 

Change as follows: 

User Profile (data that can be considered static). User Profile data like customer entered information name, age, life situation etc. and tagged survey adaption/value/attitude/segmentation information that enhances the subscribers profile
	Status: CLOSED

No change is needed

	A276
	2008.02.23
	T
	4.2 Information related to MobAd
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Change picture to include Customer Tagged Survey

Proposed Change: 

Change as follows: 

Change picture with the new one to include Customer Tagged Survey 


	Status: CLOSED

No change is needed.

	A209
	
	E/T
	5
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Actors are predefined and explained previous section 3.2 and 4.1

Ad Selector, Metrics Collector and Ad Engine are stated as entities at the 3.2 Definitions section

Proposed Change: 
Remove the Actors, benefits, and conditions within use-cases that may create multiple interpretation or confusion or rename it as Actors and entities
	Status: Closed

Eliminate the definitions of the actors to avoid the duplication with section 3.2 definitions.

The editor will review the existing UCs.

	A092
	
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There is twice Ad Engine at the beginning of the sentence.

Proposed Change: remove one occurrence.
	Status: CLOSED

Editor action

	A206
	
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
“Ad Engine” word duplication

Proposed Change: 
Remove duplicate words, “Ad Engine” from a sentence
	Status: Closed

See  A092

	A349
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Type error. “The Ad EngineAd Engine (pre)fetches…”
Proposed Change: 
To delete the duplicated “Ad Engine”
The Ad EngineAd Engine (pre)fetches relevant advertisements…

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A134
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: In order to avoid misalignments, this definitions should reuse the ones provided by the definitions section. If the comment is accepted, all the use case actors definitions should be reviewed to address the same comment.


	Status: Closed

See A209 resolution



	A135
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.1.5
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: What’s the point of this last step?
	Status: Closed

Agreed to delete step 8.

Step 5: add App1

Step 7 was changed

The User starts Ad App2 and steps 2-6 are repeated for Ad App2.



	A093
	
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The section is empty and should be deleted.

Proposed Change: delete the section
	Status: Closed

We follow the UC template.

	A207
	
	E
	5.1.7


	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Section 5.1 is the only section that contains <n/a> operational and Quality of Experience Requirements
Proposed Change: 
Remove section 5.1.7 to keep the consistency with the rest sections
	Status: Closed

	A246
	2008.02.22
	T
	5.11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case (e.g. actors description and the first normal flow, steps 2 and 3), the Service Provider is incorrectly described as having the role of a HW/SW entity (see OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030 for details).

Proposed Change: Rewrite the use case so that the Service Provider’s role is captured correctly.


	Status: CLOSED 

Action item: Qcom will provide a CR addressing the SP vs SP App.

The CR was withdrawn due to the agreement of the group of not touching the use cases.

	A237
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case, the term ‘Service Provider Application’ is used instead of ‘SP Application’.  Since the latter term is defined in section 3.2, it should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Replace the term ‘Service Provider Application’ by ‘SP Application’ throughout the use case.


	Status: Closed

Accepted

	A041
	2008.02.19
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: typo error, “Service Provider: The Service ProviderProvider wants”
Proposed Change: To delete the duplicated “Provider”
	Status: Closed

	A299
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: In Definitions section there is a definition for “a network application running in Service Provider environment” and it is the SP Application. 
Proposed Change: The Service Provider uses a uses a network SP application running in its environment to interact with the MobAd Enabler and to provide the service to the end user.
	Status: Closed

“an SP Application”

	A300
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: See General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044          

Proposed Change: The Service Provider uses a uses a network application running in its environment to interact with the MobAd Enabler and to provide the Mobile Advertising service to the end user.
	Status: Closed

The Service Provider uses an SP Application running in its environment to interact with the MobAd Enabler and to provide the mobile advertising service to the end user.

	A357
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Typo

“User: Clara wants to receivean advertisement…”
Proposed Change: To add a blank.

“User: Clara wants to receive an advertisement…”
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A208
	
	E
	5.2.3

5.2.4
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Different numbering schemes for assigning nominal numbers to actor section compare to the rest sections

Proposed Change: 
Change the numbering as follows:

- 5.2.3 ( 5.2.2.1

- 5.2.4 ( 5.2.2.2
	Status: Closed

Accepted

	A350
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.2.4
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Type error. 

“...and receives advertisements for products and services that interest her.”
Proposed Change: change “her” to “him/her”
“...and receives advertisements for products and services that interest him/her.”
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A136
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.2.7
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: For clarity and consistency with other use cases, it should be the Ad Selector function or the Service Provider
	Status: Closed

Accepted to use “Ad Selector”



	A137
	2008.02.19
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Adidas might be replaced with a generic description. If the comment is accepted all the occurrences of explicit brands can be replaced.
	Status: Closed

As it is 



	A301
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: The Service Provider wants to perform a campaign for its users watching a soccer match at a stadium. The SP uses its SP application to request an Ad from the MobAd Enabler, with the following targeting “parameters”:  [Rome, soccer, age20-50]. 
	Status: Closed

See 136



	A351
	2008.02.23
	T
	5.2.7  
	 Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment:

The SP Application can combine the ADs and the Goal Alert clip into one video clip and send it to the users.

Proposed Change:
(3). Once the Service Provider Application receives the advertisement and associated metadata, it combines the ADs and the Goal Alert clip into one video clip and sends the Ad video clip to the user or the aforementioned group of users using a location service, e.g. by a CPM/MMS/IM
(4).The SP Application determines that it has sent 2.000 messages and reports metrics data to the MobAd Enabler so that it is collected along with other metrics reported from other campaigns.


	Status: Closed

3) proposal is accepted 

4) accepted as:

The SP Application determines that it has sent 2.000 messages (e.g. CPM/MMS/IM) and reports metrics data to the MobAd Enabler so that it is collected along with other metrics reported from other campaigns.

Global changes are required:

· Service Provider Application to SP Application

· ADs to ads



	A238
	2008.02.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case (e.g. the normal and alternative flows), the Service Provider is incorrectly described as having the role of a HW/SW entity (see OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030 for details).

Proposed Change: Rewrite the use case so that the Service Provider’s role is captured correctly.


	Status: CLOSED 

See 246

	A302
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.3
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: Advertisement selection in a Point to Point Advertising Service
	Status: Closed

Accepted as

Advertisement selection in a Point to Point mobile advertising service

	A138
	2008.02.19
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be Service Provider
	Status: Closed

accpted 



	A352
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment: Typo
“…the SService ProviderProvider decides to send an advertisement…”
Proposed Change: To delete the duplicated word.

“…the Service Provider decides to send an advertisement…”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A303
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044  

Proposed Change: User: The one consuming the Mobile Advertising service.
	Status: Closed

Accepted as

The one consuming the mobile advertising service.

	A353
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Typo
“Advertiser: Entity willing to promote its products and services through the Service Provider mobile advertising service.”
Proposed Change: To delete the word “Service Provider”.

“Advertiser: Entity willing to promote its products and services through the mobile advertising service.”
	Status: Closed

The definition should not be duplicated. 

	A094
	
	E
	5.3.2 sub bullet Ad Selector
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc 

Comment: triple dot after etc.

Proposed Change: should be change to one dot.
	Status: Closed

accepted

	A304
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler ensures that the advertisement is presented in a format following the original design and consistent with the expectations of the advertiser and the user, in order to have the desired impact.
	Status: Closed

Not accepted

	A305
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: Service provider: Offers a targeted and adopted Mobile Advertising service to its clients; obtaining a high level of trust and interest and could attract new clients.
	Status: Closed

Accepted as

adopted mobile advertising service to its clients; obtaining a high level of trust and 

	A354
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.3.5
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Typo
“The Service ProviderProvider decides to send and advertisement to the user (based on an external trigger)”
Proposed Change: To delete the word “Provider” and chage “and” to “an”.

“The Service Provider decides to send an advertisement to the user (based on an external trigger)”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A168
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: First Step: “…to send and advertisement to…”. The “and” shall be “an”.

Proposed Change: Replace “and” with “an”.
	Status: Closed

Accepted 

	A355
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Type error. 

Step 2 should be the same step with the 5.3.5 Normal Flow Step 2,

Proposed Change: To add “.etc”
“The Service Provider obtains information from external sources that might be useful to target the advertisement: user profile (including some advertisement policies set by the user), location, presence, device information, etc.”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A239
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.3.8,

Second bullet
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: At end of second bullet, ‘wanted to be received by the user’ should be changed to ‘the user wants to receive.’

Proposed Change: Make the proposed editorial change.


	Status: Closed

Accepted as

“that the user wants to receive”

	A240
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.3.8,

last bullet
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: At end of last bullet, ‘promoted product and/or service by’ should be changed to ‘product and/or service promoted by’ 

Proposed Change: Make the proposed editorial change in word order.


	Status: Closed

Accepted

	A241
	2008.02.22
	T
	5.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case (e.g. the normal flow), the Service Provider is incorrectly described as having the role of a HW/SW entity (see OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030 for details).

Proposed Change: Rewrite the use case so that the Service Provider’s role is captured correctly.


	Status: CLOSED

See action related to 246

Agreed document 35R01 (agreed) contains the resolution of this comment (use case is not modified, but a new requirement is added).

	A306
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.4
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: User Group Selection in Advertising Service
	Status: Closed

Accepted as

mobile advertising service

	A095
	
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: first sentence is unclear

Proposed Change: add years old after 16 to 26.
	Status: Closed

Accepted

	A307
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.4.2

5.4.2.1

5.4.3

5.4.4
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: keep consistency with other sections that describe the actors in the Use Cases without explicit references to specific actor. 
Proposed Change: it is recommended to remove references to “hotwind.com” and use advertiser instead.       
	Status: Closed

1) 5.4.2  - avoid definition duplication

2) Change to Advertiser (e.g. iTunes.com)

	A242
	2008.02.22
	T
	5.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case (e.g. actors description and the normal flows 1 and 2), the Service Provider is incorrectly described as having the role of a HW/SW entity (see OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030 for details).

Proposed Change: Rewrite the use case so that the Service Provider’s role is captured correctly.


	Status: CLOSED

See action related to 246

	A139
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Ad Selector is a function of.the Enabler while service provider is an actor. This phrase implies the Ad Selector as an actor, and this is not the case.
	Status: CLOSED

See action related to 246



	A308
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.5.2
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: Service provider: provides the Mobile Advertising service and performs the advertisement selection operations based on the results of content scanning
	Status: CLOSED

Advertisement will be changed to Advertising in the case this text remains after the editorial revision.

	A356
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.5.2& 5.2.2.2
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Typo

Proposed Change: To delete the duplicated “Provier”
“Service Provider”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A358
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.5.3
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment: Typo

“Service Provider: is setup to receive and the results from the scanning utility and to select the ads accordingly.”
Proposed Change: To delete “and”.

“Service Provider: is setup to receive the results from the scanning utility and to select the ads accordingly.”
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A140
	2008.02.19
	E
	5.5.6
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be Scanning Utility (capitalized and without the word “Content”). If the comment is accepted the whole use case needs to be reviewed
	Status: CLOSED

“content scanning utility” will be replaced with “Scanning Utility”, and “scanning utility” with “Scanning Utility” in the whole use case (Editor’s task)



	A309
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.5.7
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044     

Proposed Change: The service provider registers email application with Mobile Advertising service incl. content scanning feature 
	Status: CLOSED

“advertisement” will be replaced to “mobile advertising”

	A359
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.5.7
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Informal description.

Step 1 

“The Service Provider registers email application with advertisement service incl. content scanning feature.”
Proposed Change: To change “incl.” to “includes”.

“The Service Provider registers email application with advertisement service includes content scanning feature.”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.




	A243
	2008.02.22
	T
	5.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case (e.g. short description and the normal flow), the Service Provider is incorrectly described as having the role of a HW/SW entity (see OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030 for details).

Proposed Change: Rewrite the use case so that the Service Provider’s role is captured correctly.


	Status: CLOSED

See action related to 246

	A360
	2008.02.23
	E
	5.6.1 
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Typo

“…Service Provider can use a User ProfileProfile and/or a User Context…”
Proposed Change: To delete the duplicated “Profile”
“…Service Provider can use a User Profile and/or a User Context…”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A361
	2008.02.23
	T
	5.6.5

 
	 Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment:

Alternative:

The service provider can play online the personalized Ad stream from the server side to end user side.

Proposed Change:
5.6.6 Alternative Flow 1

1-4. is same as the normal flow.

5. The user begins watching the video content.

6. The Service Provider Play the Ad stream online when Ad break arise.


	Status: CLOSED

Closed with no changes.

Group consensous is that there is no need to add a new alternative flow since it is not supporting any new requirements.



	A141
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.7
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This “Ad related metadata embedded in the application content” seems to be the Content Metadata as defined in the definitions section. It is recommended to use the term defined when possible. If the comment is accepted the whole use case needs to be reviewed.
	Status: CLOSED

“5.7
Ad related metadata embedded in the application content” will be changed to “5.7    Ad Metadata and Content Metadata embedded in the application content”.



	A244
	2008.02.22
	T
	5.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case (e.g. actors description and the normal flow), the Service Provider and Ad Selector roles are mixed together.

Proposed Change: Replace ‘Service Provider/Ad Selector’ and similar terms by ‘Ad Selector’.


	Status: CLOSED

See action related to 246

	A096
	
	E
	5.7.1 first paragraph
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: there are two extra spaces after meta tags, and before targeting

Proposed Change: remove extra spaces.
	Status:  CLOSED

Extra space will be removed by the Editor.

	A362
	2008.02.23
	T
	5.8.1

5.8.5
	 Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment: The description in 5.8.5 Normal Flow 1 step 2. “the Service Provider obtains information about a user”, and description in 5.8.1 Short Description “Because the personal information used to select the ads stays on Justin’s device, the privacy of this information is maintained” conflicts. In fact, Service Provider has collected user information not only stays on device.

Proposed Change:

	Status: Closed
Group agrees to the following change in 5.8.1 Short Description section, the last sentence of the last paragraph:

Because the personal information used to select the Ads stays on User’s device, the privacy of this information is reasonably maintained.

	A310
	2008.02.22
	E
	5.8.2

5.8.2.1

5.8.2.2

5.8.3

5.8.4
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review Comment: keep consistency with other sections that describe the actors in the Use Cases without explicit references to specific actor.

Proposed Change: : it is recommended to remove references to “Justin” and use User instead.       
	Status: CLOSED

“Justin” will be changed to “User (Justin)”. This should be consistent across all the use cases (Editor’s task).

	A363
	2008.02.23
	T
	5.8.5  
	 Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment:

Alternative:

The service provider can play online the personalized Ad stream from server side to the end user using point to point channel when Ad break arises. .

Proposed Change:
5.8.7 Alternative Flow 2:
1  The Service Provider obtains information about a user, Justin in this case, or a group of users that is useful to target the advertisement(s) (e.g. interests, current context, device capability, etc).

2.The Service Provider selects the personalized advertisement(s) from Ad Selector according to the user information obtained in step 1. 

3. The Service provider delivers the broadcast video content to the end user using broadcast channel.

4. During Ad break, the Service provider delivers the personalized AD stream to the end user using the interactive channel.

5 After AD break the user continue watching the broadcast video content.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed with no changes.

Group consensous is that there is no need to add a new alternative flow since it is not supporting any new requirements.

	A245
	2008.02.22
	T
	5.9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In many places in the use case (e.g. actors description and the normal and alternative flows), the Service Provider is incorrectly described as having the role of a HW/SW entity (see OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030 for details).

Proposed Change: Rewrite the use case so that the Service Provider’s role is captured correctly (e.g. replace Service Provider by SP Application.)


	Status: CLOSED

See action related to 246

	A142
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.9.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Is this statement clear and needed?
	Status: CLOSED

“Although this use case applies to a point-to-point scenario, it is envisioned that it could apply also to point-to-multipoint scenarios by replicating the process for each single user separately. “ will be deleted. 



	A364
	2008.02.23
	T
	5.9.5 User willingness to receive advertisements using context information Normal Flow
	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment:

3.Based on an external trigger (for example an incoming message from a friend of Bob’s), (External Trigger? The location has changed and this can be a trigger since the user has entered the mall?)the Service Provider decides to send an advertisement to him.
 Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED

Closed with no changes. 

“External” needs to be mentioned to ensure these triggers are out of the scope of the Enabler. 

	A365
	2008.02.23
	E
	 5.9.7 step 4
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Typo

“The Service Provider interprets this information, and decides thatBob is willing to…”
Proposed Change: To add a blank between “that” and “Bob”.

“The Service Provider interprets this information, and decides that Bob is willing to…”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A169
	2008.02.22
	E
	6
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: “User”, “User Context” and “User Profile” are defined as terms in 3.2. Requirements should use these terms with capitalization.

Proposed Change: Check all the terms and make them consist.
	Status: CLOSED

Check “User”, “User Context” and “User Profile” the terms and make them consist (Editor’s task) 

	A211
	
	E
	6
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
RD contains three different numbering schemes for assigning numbers to sub bullet

- alphabetic order

- numeric order

- hyphenation order

Proposed Change: 
Using only one numbering schema for assigning numbers to sub bullet
	Status: CLOSED

All the numbering schemes should be the same (Editor’s task).

Ordered lists should use the same scheme (e.g. alphabetic)

No ordered lists should use the same scheme (e.g. bullet)

Editor should not change ordered lists to no ordered lists and vice-versa.



	A170
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There are several requirements related with Ad Selection, but all of them are located in different sections, such as MobAd-FUNC-014, MobAd-FUNC-026, MobAd-FUNC-031, MobAd-PECO-004, MobAd-PECO-009, MobAd-PECO-010, MobAd-PECO-012, etc. These functions can be a bundle. So if all of them are located in same section, it would be very easy to understand and easy to organize the ad selection function.

Proposed Change: Add a new section for ad selection, and move all of the requirements into new add one.
	Status: CLOSED

No action is needed because it is not clear that selection requirements are too much to fill a whole section. During the AD, this classification should be done, but not in an RD stage. 

	A004
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Term ‘MobAd Enabler entities on the Device’ may not be clear to everybody. 

It is not clear whether an Ad App is also an entity on the device. Therefore, it is recommended to define it.
Proposed Change: Proposed wording along the following lines:

 “MobAd Enabler entities on the Device : Are entities on the device internal to the MobAd Enabler, e.g. Ad Engine etc. Ad App is not an internal entity on the device”
	Status: CLOSED

The following changes will be made to the RD:

a) Add a new definition: “MobAd Enabler Entities on the Device : Device resident functions specified by the MobAd Enabler.”

b) Add a new definition: “MobAd Enabler Entities on the Network: Network resident functions specified by the MobAd Enabler.”

c) Add to the Ad App definition a last sentence “Ad App is not one of the MobAd Enabler Entities on the Device, but an external actor which interacts with them.”

d) Add to the SP Application definition a last sentence: “SP App is not one of the MobAd Enabler Entities on the Network, but an external actor which interacts with them. “

e) Ensure the terms are consistently used across the RD (Editorial task)

	A005
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd-FUNC-006, is not very clear as what is meant by ‘similar date’  

Suggested to change it.

Proposed Change: Proposed wording 

“The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL expose a mechanism to AdApps on the Device through which they can pass relevant context and ‘other user information’, and in return obtain one or more advertisements
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change the requirement to 

“The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL expose a mechanism through  which Ad Apps can pass DATA RELEVANT FOR AD SELECTION (E.G. PERSONALISATION, CONTEXTUALISATION DATA, ETC), and in return obtain one or more advertisements from the Mobad Enabler Entities on the Device.”

	A006
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Is not very clear as what is meant by ‘similar date’ in requirement MobAd-FUNC-007. 

Also in this requirement suggested to change from ‘provide’ to ‘facilitate or support’

Suggested to change it.

Proposed Change: Proposed wording 

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL ‘facilitate/support’ an ad selection mechanism through which relevant context and ‘other user information’ can be passed to it, and return one or more advertisements
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of comment A311 

	A007
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In requirement MobAd-FUNC-012 is not very clear as what do we achieve by categorizing the interstitial ads. Shouldn’t this be labeling instead?

Suggested to change it from ‘categorizing’ to ‘labeling’.

Proposed Change: ‘The MobAd enabler SHALL support labeling Ads as interstitial’.

	Status: CLOSED

Accepted. Requirement number FUNC-012 will be changed to “The MobAd Enabler SHALL support categorizing labeling Ads as interstitial.” 

	A008
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In requirement MobAd-FUNC-018, Interactivity feature as a main feature of Mobile Advertising is optional.
Suggested to change it and make it a mandatory requirement. 

Proposed Change: 

The MobAd Enabler SHALL allow or provide interactive mechanisms with the advertisements  such as

	Status: CLOSED

Requirement FUNC-018 will be reworded to:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL support interactivity models. 
  Those models could be selected from the following non exhaustive list:

1…” 

	A009
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In requirement MobAd-FUNC-023, term ‘MobAd Enabler network entities’ is used. 

In some other requirements a slightly different term was used, MobAd Enabler  entities on the network. They are not consistent though they are supposed to be the same thing. 

Similar to the proposal to define MobAd Enabler entities on the device, it would also be good to define ‘MobAd Enabler  entities on the network’ 

Proposed Change: Proposed wording along the following lines: “Are entities on the network internal to the MobAd Enabler, e.g. Ad Server etc. 

SP Application is not an internal entity on the network”
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of comment A004. 

	A037
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1


	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirement  FUNC-017 requires using user context information in user group management. However, user presence/location information may be not available (see for example PEC-009 and PEC-010)
Proposed Change: Formulate FUNC-017 as “The MobAd Enabler SHALL support or provide mechanisms to manage (e.g. create and select) groups based on targeting criteria and/or user context information (presence - if available and accessible by the Enabler, location - if available and accessible by the Enabler, user profiles, etc) in order to provide the advertisement service.”
	Status: CLOSED

Requirement FUNC-017 will be reworded to:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL support or provide mechanisms to manage (e.g. create and select) static and/or dynamic groups using targeting criteria matched against data such as Personalisation and Contextualisation information in order to provide the mobile advertising service.”

	A042
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.1
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Are MobAd entities in the device part of the MobAd Enabler? If no, we need to clarify this somehow. If yes, then re-phrase:

FUNC-001:The MobAd Enabler SHALL support means for the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to cache advertisements for future impression (e.g.: during advertisement break). 
Proposed Change:
FUNC-001:The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL support the caching of advertisements for future impression (e.g.: during advertisement break). 
	Status: CLOSED

Requirement will be reworded to:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide mechanisms for the caching of Advertisements on the device for future impression (e.g.: during advertisement break).”

	A043
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.1
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

Need for clarification for FUNC-3. Is the distinctive nature of an Ad (static,dynamic, etc) to be made by means to to provide input into the selection function, output of the selection function, both or is it something different altogether? Also – I understand that Static & Dynamic are one nature of differentiation, but Default seems to be quite a different way to categorize an add (i.e. either a Static or Dynamic Ad content could be “Default”).

FUNC-003: The MobAd Enabler SHOULD provide means to differentiate advertisement content between Static Ad Content, Dynamic Ad Content or Default Ad Content.

Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED

Requirement FUNC-003 will be split in two as:

“MobAd-FUNC-003
The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support or provide means to designate advertisement content as either Static Ad Content or Dynamic Ad Content.”

“MobAd-FUNC-003a
The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support or provide means to designate advertisement content as Default Ad Content.” 

	A044
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.1
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

Need for clarification for FUNC-004, related to comment on FUNC-003. Is the interpretation that an Ad can be at the same time Static, Dynamic? (is that correct?)

Proposed Change:

	Status:  CLOSED

See resolution of A043

	A084
	
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028R01-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Document 2007-050R04 has not been integrated in the RD  
Proposed Change: Integrate the contribution in the RD
	Status: CLOSED

Document will be incorporated as part of the RDRR resolution.

	A100
	
	E
	6.1.1

Func-015
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: there is an extra space after successful

Proposed Change: remove the extra space.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 01:32,

No comments made. Proposal accepted.

	A179
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1

 FUNC-022
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This requirement is about the function of extracting Content Metadata, which should be one of the preconditions of MobAd-FUNC-020.
Proposed Change: Move the requirement before MobAd-FUNC-020 to make it easier to understand.
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discression.

	A260
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1

FUNC-000xxx
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: There should be a requirement that allows the use of the device’s soft keys for interacting with an ad.

Proposed Change: Add a new requirement MobAd-FUNC-0xx as follows:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL support the use of the device’s soft keys as a means for user interaction with an ad.


	Status: CLOSED

Closed with no changes.

UI is out of the scope, and nothing in the RD is preventing the use of soft keys to interact with the advertisements.

	A104
	
	T
	6.1.1  Func-021
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement cannot be optional as it is link to FUNC 020 and 022, and to SCAN 11 and SCAN 12 that are mandatory.

See other comment for SCAN 11 and 12.

Proposed Change: change SHOULD to SHALL
	Status: Closed

No action needed.

	A143
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-000xxx
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Some high level functional requirements relates to the same topics, to improve the readability of the document it is recommended to reorder the requirements as:
[pre-fetching related] FUNC-001 / FUNC-028 / FUNC-025
[willingness related] FUNC-015 / FUNC-002
[ad requests] FUNC-006 / FUNC-007 / FUNC-009 / FUNC-0021 / FUNC-0026
[ad-selection/filtering/matching] FUNC-008 / FUNC-14 / FUNC-0015 / FUNC-0021 / FUNC-027 / FUNC-031
[Content Metadata related] FUNC-020 / FUNC-22 / FUNC-0023 / FUNC-0024 / MobAd-FUNC-029 / FUNC-030
The rest would be the same
	Status: CLOSED

Comment is agreed, requirements shall be reordered in this way. 



	A215
	
	E/T
	6.1.1 FUNC-002
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Difference between “block ad” and “filter ad” is not clear

Proposed Change: 
If the intent is the same , propose to use the term “filter” if not, propose to add the description of difference
	Status: CLOSED

Filtering will be defined as part of an AP taken during Dusseldorf interim. See resolution of comment A104.

No changes are needed related with this particular comment. 

	A247
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-002
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: The phrase “restrictions parameters” is not clear.

Proposed Change: Reword this phrase to make the requirement more understandable.
	Status: CLOSED

FUNC-002 will be reworded as follows:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL have a mechanism to block advertisements based on defined restrictions such as  willingness, capping, site black/white list ,etc.”

	A097
	
	E/T
	6.1.1 FUNC-004
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: the requirement could clarify the term ‘categories’

Proposed Change: 

If MobAd-FUNC-003 is supported then, the MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to combine data from different content categories (i.e.: static, dynamic or default) before providing a complete Ad for impression.
	Status: CLOSED

FUNC-004 will be reworded as follows:

“If MobAd-FUNC-003 is supported then, the MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to combine ad content from different content categories (i.e.: static, or dynamic) before providing a complete Ad for impression.”

	A171
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-004
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: What is combined in this requirement should be “ad content”. Here is using “data” which is not very precise.

Proposed Change: Replace “data” with “content”.
	Status: CLOSED

Comment agreed. See resolution of A097. 

	A045
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-005
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

Need for clarification in FUNC-005. It seems to imply to replace something that does not exist (i.e. if Dynamic Ad content is not available – how can it be replaced? Maybe just a change of wording is needed – i.,e. when Dynamic Ad content is requested but is not available …”?

Proposed Change:
If MobAd-FUNC-003 is supported then, the MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to substitute a dynamic content with default content, when a Dynamic Ad Content is requested, but is not available on the device.
	Status: CLOSED

Group agreed with the comment.

FUNC-005 wll be reworded as follows:

“If MobAd-FUNC-003 is supported then, the MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to substitute a dynamic content with default content, when a Dynamic Ad Content is requested, but is not available on the device.”

	A172
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-005
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The typo of “default content”.

Proposed Change: Change “default content” to “Default Ad Content”.
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discression. 

	A173
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-005
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This function is talking about the MobAd Enabler to use default content when dynamic content is not available. So it is not the only scenario “when a Dynamic Ad Content is not available on the device”. In any case of Dynamic Ad Content is not available, such as the content can not be got by SP Application, the function should be supported.

Proposed Change: Delete the “on the device” or add some other description or new requirement.
	Status: CLOSED

A new requirement will be added:

MobAd-FUNC-005a


If MobAd-FUNC-003 is supported then, the MobAd Enabler entities on the Network SHALL be able to substitute a dynamic content with default content, when a Dynamic Ad Content is requested, but is not available. 

	A213
	
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-005
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Term "Default Ad Content" is written in different ways: "Default Ad Content" , "default content"
Consistency is needed

Proposed Change: 
Propose to use "Default Ad Content"
If MobAd-FUNC-003 is supported then, the MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to substitute a Dynamic Ad Content with Default Ad Content, when a Dynamic Ad Content is not available on the device.
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to e-mail review.

ToDo: up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A212
	
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-005
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Term "Dynamic Ad Content” is written in different ways: "Dynamic Ad Content", "dynamic content "
Consistency is needed

Proposed Change: 
Propose to use the term "Dynamic Ad Content” that was predefined in definition section

MobAd-FUNC-005: If MobAd-FUNC-003 is supported then, the MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to substitute a Dynamic Ad Content with default content, when a Dynamic Ad Content is not available on the device.
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A028
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-005 & FUNC-006 &  FUNC-020 & FUNC-021 & FUNC-022 & FUNC-023 & FUNC-024 & FUNC-026

6.1.2  PECO-007 & PECO-008

6.1.3 METR-001 & METR-002

6.1.5 SCAN-011 & SCAN-012 

6.2 SYS-001
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd Enabler Entity placement considerations

Throughout the spec the options for MobAd Enabler entity placement options are not discussed. However, for some requirements the explicit placement of MobAd Enabler entities on the device is mentioned, which might not be the only entity placement option, even in the context of the specific requirement.

Given an always-on network device connectivity there might be no reason, why MobAd Enabler entities, must reside on either the device or the mobile network server side.

Reasons encouranging the placement of MobAd entities at the device:

· Given a non unicast network device connectivity (i.e. no, occasionally or broadcast connectivity), MobAd enabler ad prefetching entities are required.

· Content Scanning: Mobile content and services are considered to be visible only in the domain of the related service provider or device provider. Consequently related content and service scanning rights have to be granted by the specific providersto the MobAd enabler “Scanner” entities. This might be a reason for device versus server side placement of MobAd enabler “Scanner” entities.

· In case the Ad selection is triggered due to device local criterias, i.e. device local user interaction or device local events, it would be beneficial, that the related Ad selector is also executing in the device context.

Proposed Change: If there is no clear reason why the MobAd Enabler entity must be placed on the device, the requirement should not be restricted to MobAd enabler entities on the device. Just leave away the “on the device”.

There should be an architectural requirement that the placement of Mob Ad Enabler entities on either the device or server side shall be supported.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees that the definitions of “MobAd Enabler Entities on Device” and “MobAd Enabler Entities on Network” can be reasonably referenced by the readers in the Definition section.
Group agrees that any company can bring specific CR later on for discussion.

	A046
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.1 FUNC-006
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

In FUNC-006 replace “they” with “the Ad App”s (otherwise “they” can be interpreted as “the MobAd entities on the device”) 
Proposed Change:
FUNC-006: The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL expose a mechanism to Ad Apps on the Device through which the Ad Apps can pass relevant context and similar data, and in return obtain one or more advertisements.
	Status: CLOSED

Requirement has been modified as per resolution of comment A005.

	A312
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-006
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: it is not clear which entity is passing data to which. 

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL expose a mechanism to Ad Apps on the Device through which Ad Apps can pass relevant context and similar data and in return obtain one or more advertisements from the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device.
	Status: CLOSED

Requirement has been modified as per resolution of comment A005. 

	A144
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-006
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Ad Apps on the Device seems to be redundant since Ad Apps are always on the device.
	Status: CLOSED

Requirement has been changed as per resolution of A005. 



	A277
	2008.02.23
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-006
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0038

Comment: This requirement is not precise in what information shall be possible to pass from Ad Apps to MobAd Enabler entities on the device. It requires “context and similar data” but what is meant by “similar data” if not “context”? (See also the same comment against MobAd-FUNC-007.)

MobAd-FUNC-006 now reads: 

“The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL expose a mechanism to Ad Apps on the Device through which they can pass relevant context and similar data, and in return obtain one or more advertisements.”

Proposed Change: Elaborate on what is meant by “similar data” or delete the term. 
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A311.

	A248
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-006
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: This requirement is very similar to MobAd-PECO-019 (one refers to the Device, the other to the Network).

Proposed Change: Move these requirements so that they are in the same section (preferably 6.1.2) and next to each other.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of comment A311.

	A174
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-006 &  FUNC-007
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd-FUNC-006 and MobAd-FUNC-007 are talking about same function, except that one is for MobAd Enabler entities on the Device and the other is for MobAd Enabler. MobAd-FUNC-007 is more generalized. And MobAd-FUNC-006 is more or less covered by MobAd-FUNC-007.

Proposed Change: Merge these two requirements.
	Status: CLOSED

Instead of merging, the group has decided to put them together. See resolution of comment A311. 

	A311
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	6.1.1 FUNC-006 & FUNC-007 

6.1.2 PECO-019
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: it is not clear the meaning of “relevant context and similar data”.

Proposed Change: replace with “User context information and similar data” or refer to terms defined in section 3.2
	Status: CLOSED

FUNC-0006 has been changed as per comment A005. FUNC-006 will be moved to PECO section.

FUNC-007 will be moved to PECO section and changed to 

“The MobAd Enabler entities on the Network SHALL expose a mechanism through which MobAd Entities on the Device can pass DATA RELEVANT FOR AD SELECTION (E.G. PERSONALISATION, CONTEXTUALISATION DATA,  filtered keywords, etc), and in return obtain one or more advertisements from the MobAd Enabler entities on the Network.”

PECO-0019 will be changed to: “The MobAd Enabler entities on the Network SHALL expose a mechanism through which the SP Application can pass DATA RELEVANT FOR AD SELECTION (E.G. PERSONALISATION, CONTEXTUALISATION DATA,  filtered keywords, etc), and in return obtain one or more advertisements from the MobAd Enabler entities on the Network.”

This three requirements shall be put together (editor’s task)

 

	A216
	
	E/T
	6.1.1 FUNC-006 & FUNC-007
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Definition of "similar data" is not clearly clarified

Proposed Change: 
Propose to add example to the previous sentence for the clarity as follow:

The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL expose a mechanism to Ad Apps on the Device through which they can pass relevant context and similar data (e.g. filtered keyword), and in return obtain one or more advertisements.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A311

	A313
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-007
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: it is not clear which entity is passing data to which. 

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide an ad selection mechanism through which relevant context and similar data can be passed to it, and which returns one or more advertisements.
	Status: CLOSED

Requirement has been changed as per resolution of comment A311.

	A145
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-007
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Does not this requirement covers the previous one and MobAd-PECO-019? They are somehow overlapping (FUNC-006 and MobAd-PECO-019 are subcases of FUNC-007). This shall be clarified.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of comment A311 



	A278
	2008.02.23
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-007
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0038

Comment: This requirement is not precise in what information shall be possible to pass from Ad Apps to MobAd Enabler entities on the device. It requires “context and similar data” but what is meant by “similar data” if not “context”? (See also the same comment against MobAd-FUNC-006.)

Proposed Change: Elaborate on what is meant by “similar data” or delete the term.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A311

	A047
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-008
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form:

In FUNC-008, change “Device” to “MobAd entities on the device”, and “receive” to “obtain” (which is implying less of a particular method of getting the rules). Also, don’t we need a similar requirement for “MobAd entities on the network”. Or should we make the requirement more inclusive of both type of entities, therefore just against the MobAd Enabler? 

Comment: 
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the MobAd entities on the Device to obtain rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them.

AND add new requirement:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the MobAd entities on the Network to obtain rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them.

-----------------------------------------------

Alternative: joint the 2 in 1 requirement:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to obtain rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them (e.g. by MobAd entities on the device and/or on the network).

 
	Status: CLOSED

Comment is accepted.

FUNC-008 will  be modified as follows:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the MobAd entities on the Device to receive rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them.”

A new requirement will be added as follows:

FUNC-008a: “The MobAd Enabler SHALL support rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them”

	A314
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-008
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: it is not simply the Device who receives rules, instructions and metadata but the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to receive rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them.
	Status: CLOSED 

Submitted to e-mail review on Wed 05/03/2008 11:43

No further comments. Agreed as proposed.

	A175
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-008 &  FUNC-016
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: These two requirements are more or less covered by each other.
Proposed Change: Merge these two requirements.
	Status: CLOSED

Requirements wont be merged because the group feels are different, but FUNC-008, FUNC-016 and FUNC-027 shall be grouped together in the table.

Also, FUNC-0016 should be reworded as follows:

“The  MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to communicate to the MobAd entieies on the Device rules…” 

	A048
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-009
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

Question for clarification on FUNC-009. Is the intent here for the requester to pass the identifier for a specific Ad (how would it know such an identifier?). Or it the intent to ask for a specific “type of Ad” instead of a “specific Ad”. Resulting possible changes may differ based on the intent of the requirement

FUNC-009: The MobAd Enabler SHALL support the request for a specific ad from an authorized Principal  (e.g. request a specific ad for a push campaign).

Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED

Requirement will be reworded as follows:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL support the request from an authorized Principal  for a specific ad (e.g. request a specific ad for a push campaign).”

	A098
	
	E
	6.1.1 Func-009
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: there is an extra space before the parenthesis

Proposed Change: remove the extra space.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 01:30

No comments made. Proposal accepted.

	A099
	
	E
	6.1.1 Func-011
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: there is an extra space before interstitial

Proposed Change: remove the extra space.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 01:30.

No comments made. Proposal accepted.

	A217
	
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-011 & FUNC-012 & FUNC-013
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Interstitial Ad(s) is one type of ad that could be supported on MobAd enabler. Not all the devices will support this type of ad. It is up to the device capability. If a specific type of ad should be considered as mandatory, it is needed to define other types of ad additionally

Proposed Change: 
Suggest to change “SHALL” to “SHOULD”
	Status: CLOSED

In FUNC-012 the requirement is not mandating the interstitial ad handling in the device, but the ability of the Enabler to distinguish this kind of ads. No problems foreseen for devices.

In FUNC-011 there is a common understanding that no special features are foreseen to the device to support interstitial ads.

No changes are needed. 



	A049
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-012
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In FUNC-0012 – is the intent to allow the ”provisioning” of an Ad category, or to recognize such category when asking/selecting an Ad (i.e. as Ad metadata?). Proposed changes may differ based on the intent.

FUNC-012: The MobAd Enabler SHALL support categorizing Ads as interstitial.
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED

Requirement has been modified as per resolution of comment A007

	A218
	
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-013
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
The intention of FUNC-013 is not clear

Proposed Change: 
Propose to add example or rewording the sentence up to the intention
	Status: CLOSED

This requirement is intended to facilitate metrics collection, correlation, etc.

No changes are needed.

	A146
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-014
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It may be good to define Campaign metadata.
	Status: CLOSED

Definition might be provided in further stages. 



	A101
	
	T
	6.1.1 Func-015
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The opt-in/opt-out should not be restricted to a user view but should be enlarge to a group of users.

Example: a group of population may not be a relevant target for e.g. a period of time, a given app, according to some criteria. 

Proposed Change: add or group of users after user. The requirement would read:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to facilitate successful user or group of users opt-in and opt-out for receiving advertisements (including per application or service).
	Status: CLOSED

Requirement will be reworded as follows:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to facilitate opt-in and opt-out by Principals for receiving advertisements (including per application or service).”



	A050
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-016
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In FUNC-016, change “Device” to “MobAd entities on the device”.  But, when doing so, this reads as though MobAd entities on the device are not part of the MobAd enabler – so more changes are proposed to resolve this Also – is FUNC-016 a duplicate, or at least closely related to FUNC-008 (should they be combined?)

Proposed Change:
MobAd Enabler entities on the device SHALL provide means to communicate rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, such as: 

a. Frequency capping related – how many times to be shown

b. Storyboarding order – first show one ad then another

c. Context based (e.g. Nike ads in sport games) 

d. Location (e.g. Starbucks ad only when nearby)

e. Time of day (e.g. serve beer ads only after 9pm). 

f. Ad customisation rules and metadata (e.g. don’t resize or shorten a clip)

g. Ad expiry date and time, and similar


	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A175.

	A316
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-016
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: : it is not simply the Device who receives rules, instructions and metadata but the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device

Proposed Change: The  MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to communicate to the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, such as: …
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on Wed 05/03/2008 13:22 

No further comments made. Agreed as proposed.

	A249
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-016
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: This requirement is very similar to MobAd-FUNC-027 (one refers to the Device, the other to the Network).  Requirement FUNC-008 is closely related to these requirements.

Proposed Change: Consider combining 016 and 027 (or moving them so they are consecutive), and moving 008 so that it is next to the combined requirement.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A 175.

	A032
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-016 
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: “storyboard” missing in Glossary

The concepts of “Storyboard” and “Storyboarding order” are not described in the Glossary.

Proposed Change: Add description of “Stroyboard” and “Storyboard order” to the Glossary.


	Status: CLOSED

Submitted for email review March 3.

Requires group approval, as per the communication on the reflector.

The requirement also add a explanation of what does storyboard means: “first show one ad then another”

No changes are needed.

	A033
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-016 
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAdEnabler highlevel idea missing in Glossary

The term of “MobAd Enabler” is not described in the Glossary.

Proposed Change: Add description of “ModAd Enabler” to the Glossary.


	Status: CLOSED

Submitted for email review March 3.

Requires group approval, as per the communication on the reflector.

MobAd Enabler definition will be provided as part of other specs contatined in the Package (e.g. ERELD)

	A176
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-016 &  FUNC-027
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: These two requirements look almost same. One is that MobAd communicating with Device, the other is that MobAd communicating with SP Application. 
Proposed Change: Merge these two requirements as “The  MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to communicate to the Device or SP Application …”, which make it clearer to read without any drop of function.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A175 

	A315
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-016 &  FUNC-027 
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: it is not clear “communicate to” as it implies a bidirectional communication 

Proposed Change: send to instead of “communicate to”
	Status: CLOSED

Group’s feeling is that the requirement needs to be broad enough to not preclude any solution in the AD. 

	A279
	2008.02.23
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-016 g
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0038

Comment: This requirement is not precise in that it states “Ad expiry date and time, and similar”. (See also the same comment against MobAd-FUNC-027 g.)

Proposed Change: Elaborate on what is meant by “and similar” or delete the term.
	Status: CLOSED

Comment agreed, “and similar” will be deleted.

	A051
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-017
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In FUNC-017, use of  “support or provide” is somewhat confusing. We should keep one or another, but not both. We suggest “support” – this allows us to look for dependencies on others, or end up providing in the enabler, if we can’t find what we need elsewhere. How to do it, is something that can be decided in AD and/or TS phase.

Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL support mechanisms to manage (e.g. create and select) groups based on targeting criteria and/or user context information (presence, location, user profiles, etc) in order to provide the advertisement service.
	Status:  CLOSED

Group agreed to keep support and provide in order to be more specific on whether the Enabler will reuse (support) or provide (specify) technology.

	A102
	
	E/T
	6.1.1 Func-017
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement does not make clear that the groups can be dynamic.

Proposed Change: add static or dynamic in front of groups. The requirement would read:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL support or provide mechanisms to manage (e.g.: create and select) static or dynamic groups based on targeting criteria and/or user context information (presence, location, user profiles, etc) in order to provide the advertisement service.
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted. See resolution of comment A037.

	A147
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-018
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Interactivity is one of the three functions of the Enabler, not sure why this is a SHOULD. Telefonica would like to kindly re-discuss the topic and consider to change it to SHALL.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of comment A008. 



	A250
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-018
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: In list item 4, ‘fill some forms’ should be ‘fill out some forms’, and in list item 9, ‘winnig’ should be ‘winning’. 

Proposed Change: Make the editorial corrections suggested above.
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted (Editor’s task)

	A251
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-018
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: Requirement MobAd-FUNC-018, which includes a list of possible ad interaction mechanisms, should have an option to enable the user to save or bookmark an ad. 

Proposed Change: Add the following mechanism to the list in MobAd-FUNC-018:

11. Click to save ad (e.g. bookmark the ad, or add it to the device’s clipboard for later reference)
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted, mechanism should be added to the requirement as it follows:

“11. Click to save or bookmark an ad.”



	A368
	2008.02.23
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-018 8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0038
Comment: Typing error 

Proposed Change: Remove the word “with”.

8. Click to forward content advertisements: the User forwards the advertisement directly or through Service Provider with to another User

· Forwarding advertisement or
· Sending notification.


	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A052
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.1 FUNC-019
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:
In FUNC-019, use of  “allow or provide” is somewhat confusing. We should keep one or another, or find another term, but not use multiple. We suggest “support”.
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support interactive mechanisms with the advertisements  such as:

…
	Status:  CLOSED

(Comment was referred to Func-0018)

See resolution of A008.

	A053
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-020
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

FUNC-20 currently could be interpreted as MobAd enabler entities on the device are not part of the MobAd enabler. This should be avoided, but when doing so, may be “provide” is no longer the appropriate word (I am not sure whether the intent was for MobAd entities to expose those functions, or to make use of such functions). The proposed changes assumes the 1st is true – otherwise we need to change to “have access to” or “support”.

Current FUNC-20 The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to filter advertisements based on extracted metadata.
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide or support means for the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to filter advertisements based on extracted metadata
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to change  FUNC-014 in RD version 20080410 as follows:
The MobAd Enabler Entities on the Device SHALL provide the means to filter advertisements based on extracted Content Metadata and/or associated Ad metadata.

	A177
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-020
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The description make some misunderstanding on “the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device” to be an actor of MobAd Enabler.  How can the MobAd Enabler enable the entities on device to do something? This function is describing an interface between the network side and device side or an internal function of MobAd Enabler?
Proposed Change: Change the description or if it is describing an internal interface, it could be an input of AD.
	Status: CLOSED

The wording is aligned with other requirements, and interfaces need to be discussed at the AD.

No changes are needed.

	A219
	
	E/T
	6.1.1 FUNC-020
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
FUNC-020: Does “extracted metadata” imply Ad Metadata or Content Metadata or both?

Proposed Change: 
It would be reworded as “extracted Ad Metadata” or “extracted Content Metadata” for the clarity or “extracted Content/Ad Metadata” up to the intention
	Status: CLOSED

Comment accepted. The requirement will be worded as follows:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to filter advertisements based on extracted Content Metadata and/or Ad Metadata.”

	A317
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-020 & FUNC-021
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: As It is not detailed what kind of metadata the requirement MobAd-FUNC-020 is referring to and the examples in brackets in MobAd-FUNC-021are instance of metadata, it makes sense to merge into a single requirement 

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to filter advertisements depending on a number of criteria (e.g. extracted metadata, number of times each ad has already been played, time since last play, ad expiration times, user current context, etc.).
	Status: CLOSED

Group feel that both requirements are needed: one is mandating some filtering data sources while the other is recommending some other filtering criteria. 

No changes are needed.

	A054
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-021
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

FUNC-21 currently could be interpreted as MobAd enabler entities on the device are not part of the MobAd enabler. This should be avoided, but when doing so, may be “provide” is no longer the appropriate word (I am not sure whether the intent was for MobAd entities to expose those functions, or to make use of such functions). The proposed changes assumes the 1st is true – otherwise we need to change to “have access to” or “support”.

Current FUNC-021: The MobAd Enabler SHOULD provide means for the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to filter advertisements depending on a number of criteria (e.g. number of times each ad has already been played, time since last play, ad expiration times, user current context, etc.).
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler entities SHOULD provide means to filter advertisements depending on a number of criteria (e.g. number of times each ad has already been played, time since last play, ad expiration times, user current context, etc.).

	Status: CLOSED

The groups agreed the wording is correct.

No changes are needed.

	A178
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-021
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Same with the comments for MobAd-FUNC-020.
Proposed Change: Change the description or if it is describing an internal interface, it could be an input of AD.
	Status: CLOSED 

The wording is aligned with other requirements, and interfaces need to be discussed at the AD.

No changes are needed.

	A220
	
	E/T
	6.1.1 FUNC-021
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Current RD states that the MobAd Entity on the device must be supported mandatorily, and this implies filtering and matching can be performed mandatorily (FUNC-020)
021 requirement is related with FUNC-020, FUNC-022 and broadcast related requirements that are mandatory

Proposed Change: 
Suggest to change “SHOULD” to “SHALL”
	Status: Closed
Refer to A104.

	A252
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-022
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: This requirement is very similar to MobAd-FUNC-029 (one refers to the Device, the other to the Network).  

Proposed Change: Consider combining 022 and 029 (or moving them so they are consecutive).
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to move them so they can be consecutive

	A180
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-022 &  FUNC-029
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: These two requirements are saying that MobAd Enabler can extract Content Metadata. One is for entities on Device, the other is for entities on Network. 
Proposed Change: Merge these two requirements to describe the requirement clearer.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A252

	A318
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-023
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: for consistency with phrasing in other requirements, MobAd Enabler entities in the Network rather than MobAd Enabler network entities. 

Proposed Change: When Content Metadata contains display rules (e.g.: ad placeholder in the content, pop-up, marquee, format, etc) the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to retrieve ads, if available, according to these display rules, from the Service Provider, MobAd Enabler entities in the Network, or from the device.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of comment A004. 

	A253
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-023
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, so ads cannot be retrieved from it by MobAd entities as stated in this requirement.

Proposed Change: Delete ‘from the Service Provider’ from the requirement.
	Status: CLOSED

Group agrees to the following words in FUNC-017 in RD Version 20080410:

When Content Metadata contains display rules (e.g.: Ad placeholder in the content, pop-up, marquee, format, etc) the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to retrieve Ads, if available, according to these display rules, using the MobAd Enabler.


	A254
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-023
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: This requirement is very similar to MobAd-FUNC-031 (one refers to the Device, the other to the Network).  

Proposed Change: Consider combining 023 and 031 (or moving them so they are consecutive).
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to move them so they can be consecutive 

	A181
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-023 & FUNC-031
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: These two requirements are talking about that the MobAd Enabler can select ads according to display roles of in Content Metadata, which are separately for entities on device and on networks. Merging these two requirements to make it much easy to understand?
Proposed Change: Merge these two requirements.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A254

	A105
	
	T
	6.1.1 Func-024
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement should also apply to the SP application.

Proposed Change: include the SP application as a ‘destination’ of the URL. The requirement would read:

When Content Metadata contains an URL to the Service Provider, or to the MobAd Enabler network entities or to the SP application, the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to contact that URL and retrieve appropriate advertisements, if available.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change from “Service Provider” to “SP App” in the original text.

	A182
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-024
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This requirement is talking that if content contains URL, the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device can contact the URL. If the case is for entities on network, the entities on network should also be able to contact the URL.
Proposed Change: Add a similar requirement for entities on network or add “and on Network” after “the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device”.
Solution 1: change the requirement to “When Content Metadata contains an URL to the Service Provider or to MobAd Enabler network entities, the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device or  on the Network SHALL be able to contact that URL and retrieve appropriate advertisements, if available.”
Solution 2: Add a new requirement: “When Content Metadata contains an URL to the Service Provider or to MobAd Enabler network entities, the MobAd Enabler entities on the Network SHALL be able to contact that URL and retrieve appropriate advertisements, if available.”
	Status: Closed
No action needed.

	A319
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-024
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: for consistency with phrasing in other requirements, MobAd Enabler entities in the Network rather than MobAd Enabler network entities.

Proposed Change: When Content Metadata contains an URL to the Service Provider or to MobAd Enabler entities in the Network, the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to contact that URL and retrieve appropriate advertisements, if available.
	Status: CLOSED 

Submitted to e-mail review on Wed 05/03/2008 13:22

Agreed as proposed.

	A255
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-024
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, so it cannot be a URL destination as stated in this requirement.

Proposed Change: Reword the requirement as follows:

The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to contact a URL contained in Content Metadata to retrieve appropriate advertisements, if available.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A105

	A256
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-025
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: This requirement is very similar to MobAd-DELV-003 (one refers to the Device, the other to the Network).  

Proposed Change: Consider combining FUNC-025 and DELV-003 (or moving them so they are consecutive).
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to move them to FUNC so they can be consecutive.

	A257
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-026
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: This requirement is very similar to MobAd-DELV-010 (one refers to the Device, the other to the Network).  

Proposed Change: Consider combining FUNC-026 and DELV-010 (or moving them so they are in the same section and consecutive).
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to move them to FUNC so they can be consecutive

	A031
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-026
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: “Filler” missing in Glossary

The concept of a “Filler” is not described in the Glossary.
Proposed Change: Add description of “Filler” to the Glossary.


	Status: Closed
Submitted March 3.

Requires group approval, as per the communication on the reflector.
CR 0046R01 agreed.

	A320
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-027
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: for consistency with phrasing in other requirements, MobAd Enabler entities in the Network rather than MobAd Enabler entities on the Network. 

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler entities in the Network SHALL provide means to communicate to an SP Application rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements (e.g. in order to embed the data with Ad in broadcast use case), such as: 
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 02:56

No further comments made. Agreed as proposed.

	A149
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-027
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This requirement and FUNC-0016 could be merged in one like “The MobAd Enabler entities on the network SHALL provide means to communicate to the device or a network resident application rules, instructions, [rest is the same]”
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A175. 



	A369
	2008.02.23
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-027 g
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0038

Comment: This requirement is not precise in that it states “Ad expiry date and time, and similar”. (See also the same comment against MobAd-FUNC-016 g.)

Proposed Change: Elaborate on what is meant by “and similar” or delete the term.
	Status: CLOSED

Comment accepted. “and similar” will be deleted. 



	A183
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-028
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This requirement is about the function of SP Application pre-fetching, which should be one of the preconditions of MobAd-FUNC-025.
Proposed Change: Move the requirement before MobAd-FUNC-025 to make it easier to understand.
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discression.



	A150
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-028
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Overlapping with FUNC-001
	Status: CLOSED

No action needed.



	A321
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 FUNC-029 &  FUNC-030 & FUNC-031
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: for consistency with phrasing in other requirements, MobAd Enabler entities on the Device rather than MobAd entities in the Device

Proposed Change: substitute “in” with “on”


	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 02:58

No further comments made. Agreed as proposed. 

	A322
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	6.1.1 FUNC-030
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: clarify requirement to refer to Advertisement Metadata  definition (see comment on 3.2 section from Telecom Italia proposing to add Advertisement Metadata definition)

Proposed Change: To support MobAd entities on the device and/or SP applications, MobAd entities in the Network SHOULD be able to match and filter keywords embedded in the Content Metadata with keywords Advertisement Metadata provided by other MobAd Entities. (E.g.: keywords associated with Ads). “


	Status: CLOSED

Keywords may be another set, e.g. part of Content Metadata, or generated by scanning, and not associated with Advertisement Metadata.

Editorial AI:

1. add “on” between “entities” and “the device”

2. removed the last sentence “(E.g.: keywords associated with Ads).”

	A258
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 FUNC-030
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: This requirement is very similar to MobAd-SCAN-011 (one refers to the Device, the other to the Network).  

Proposed Change: Consider combining FUNC-030 and SCAN-011 (or moving them so they are in the same section and consecutive).
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A115. Move SCAN-011 just after FUNC-030.

	A259
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.1 Funct-000xxx
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: There should be a requirement that allows the ad interaction mechanism and associated icon to be selected dynamically for a given ad. 

Proposed Change: Add a new requirement MobAd-FUNC-0xx as follows:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL allow the ad interaction mechanism(s) and associated icon(s) presented to a user to be chosen dynamically, based on the user’s preferences and past behavior, their device’s capabilities, etc.
	Status: CLOSED

The following requirement will be added:

MobAd-FUNC-0xx “The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support specifying preferred interaction mechanisms as part of User MobAd preferences.”

	A341
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.1 PRIV-001
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: for consistency in other requirements where was specified “his/her”.

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the user to select information from his/her profile to be available for advertisement selection in order to protect his/her privacy.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 03:29

No further comments made. Agreed as proposed. 

	A194
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.10 IOP-001
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The word “existing” will limit the OMA Enabler that can inter-work with MobAd into an unclear range of “existing”. Does this mean that any new enabler can not interwork with MobAd?
Proposed Change: Delete the “existing”.
	Status: CLOSED

The group agreed to delete the word existing. 

	A081
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.10 IOP-002
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Question for clarification – how is this a MobAd enabler requirement? This seems to be something out-of-scope for the MobAd enabler (i.e. any application can use whatever it needs and can use to do its job, in addition to MobAd enabler functions).

IOP-002: The application rendering the advertisement MAY interoperate with other applications or device’s native functions in order to provide interactive advertisement.
Proposed Change:

Propose to delete.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to delete the requirement.

	A274
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.11 PRIV-000xxx
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As suggested in the use case in the Broadcast Delivery of Personalized Advertisement use case in section 5.8, there should be a requirement stating that MobAd can perform personalization using information that never leaves the user’s device.

Proposed Change: Add a new requirement MobAd-PRIV-0xx as follows:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to support the protection of user privacy by allowing ad personalization using information that is never transmitted outside the user’s device.
	Status: Closed
No action needed.

	A082
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.11 PRIV-001
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

In PRIV-001, will the MobAd enabler specify such a function? Suggest replacing “provide” with “support”.

Proposed Change:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL support means for the user to select information from his/her profile to be available for advertisement selection in order to protect his privacy.
	Status: CLOSED

The requirement will be changed to provide or support’

	A025
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.11 PRIV-003
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirements MobAd-PRIV-006 is covered by MobAd-PRIV-003 or is not a Privacy requirement . 

While the user information is inside the enabler it will be protected by MobAd-PRIV-003 and for outside I don’t see how MobAd enabler can achieve it. 

Proposed Change: 

Remove or reword it  
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without changes (as per the agreement of not to merge any requirements). The two requirements are related but different. 

	A163
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.11 PRV-004
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Should not be conditional to SCAN-001?

Proposed Change: Reword the requirements to:

“If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the MobAd Enabler SHALL provide the Service Provider with means to maintain user privacy of information collected by the scanning process (e.g. encrypt or anonymize).”
	Status: CLOSED

Comment accepted, the requirement will be reworded as proposed.

	A195
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.11 PRIV-004
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This is a requirement for “scanning process”. 

Proposed Change: So should add “If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported,” in the head.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A163 

	A024
	2008.02.15
	E
	6.1.11 PRIV-005
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd-PRIV-005, same as before, to replace MobAd-SCAN-001 with Content Scanning

Proposed Change: 

It Content Scanning ….. 
	Status: Closed
Not submitted to e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

Refer to A190.

Editorial: mark it “Future Release”.

	A196
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.11 PRIV-005
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Typo in “If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, The…”
Proposed Change: Replace “The” with “the”.
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s dicretion.

	A197
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.11 PRIV-006
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: To keep the user identity is very important function for MobAd, for the enabler would interact with many different entities. “SHALL” is not making the function so important.

Proposed Change: Replace “SHALL” with “MUST”.
	Status: CLOSED

MUST and SHALL are equivalent: Closed without further action. See rfc 2119 

	A083
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.12 SYS-001
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

The way SYS-001 is worded, it requires support in a definition for “MobAd compliant device”. And hopefully the definition would not be: a device that meets the requirements in the RD, since that would be a circular definition.

SYS-001: The MobAd compliant device MUST support running Ad App(s) and MobAd entities on the Device.
Proposed Change:

Wait for AI for MobAd compliant device (assigned to Nokia).
	Status: Closed

CR 0052R01 agreed.

	A103
	
	E
	6.1.1Func-020
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: extracted metadata refers to Ad metadata. Clarification is needed.

Proposed Change: change ‘extracted’ to ‘associated Ad’ Metadata
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review, no further comments.

Agreed as proposed.

	A148
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1FUNC-026
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Should not be generic? (i.e. Upon a request, the MobAd Enabler entities SHALL provide either of the…). If it is made generic it will cover also MobAd-DELV-010.
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A257


	A058
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 PECO 004 & PECO-005
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 
Question for clarification: is the use of the wording “means to associate” in PECO-004 to be interpreted as the intent to specify a “provisioning” function, or rather the intent to specify what is being retrieved. Does the intent need to be better clarified?

Current PECO-005:  The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate service related metadata to advertisements (e.g.: targeting criteria, capping, etc) to enable ad selection, delivery and measurement.
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED

After clarification the comment was CLOSED without further action

	A262
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-000xxx
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: It should be possible to associate probabilities and confidence levels with the information elements used to personalize ads. 

Proposed Change: Add a new requirement MobAd-PECO-0xx as follows:

It SHALL be possible for the MobAd Enabler to associate probabilities and confidence levels with the user profile and context information used in ad personalization (e.g. send the user an ad for a weekend sale at a shopping mall if they will be at the mall that weekend with probability greater than 75%).
	Status: CLOSED

No action needed.

	A055
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-002
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

 PECO-002 – use “such as:” instead of “such”
Proposed Change:
PECO-002: The MobAd Enabler SHALL support specifying and retrieval of advertisement characteristics such as:

…


	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the editor’s discretion.

	A106
	
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-002
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The first sentence is uncompleted.

Proposed Change: add as: after such
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to the e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 01:35

No further comments made, agreed as proposed.

	A152
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 

PECO-002, 

PECO-004
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: What’s exactly the difference between this and PECO-002

Proposed Change:  it seems that PECO-004 and PECO-002 are overlapping. One says “specifying advertisement characteristics”, while the other says “labeling advertisements with metadata that characterizes…”

It is recommended to put them together (004 first and 002 after), as well as remove the specifying part of PECO-002 to say only:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL support retrieval of advertisement characteristics such

a. Targeting category

b. Type of advertisements

c. Context in which this ad should be delivered

d. Capping information.”

	Status: CLOSED


The group agreed that PECO-004 should be moved in front of PECO-002.

The wording will not be changed, 


	A323
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	6.1.2 PECO-002 & PECO-003 & PECO-016 & PECO-017 
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: clarify requirement to refer to Advertisement Metadata definition (see comment on 3.2 section from Telecom Italia proposing to add Advertisement Metadata definition)   
Proposed Change: change “characteristics” with “Metadata”
	Status: CLOSED 

Submitted to e-mail review on Fri 07/03/2008 10:11

No further comments made, agreed as proposed.

	A221
	
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-002 & PECO-005 & PECO-017
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Difference between “PECO-002, 017: advertisement characteristics” and “PECO-005: service related metadata” is not clearly clarified. According to current requirements it seems similar information

Proposed Change: 
Proposed to change “service related metadata” to “Service Information” or “Service Information related metadata”
Explanation or example of “Service Information” might be additionally added to section 3.2 or 4.1 
	Status: CLOSED
Action assigned to clarify “service related metadata” and the examples for PECO-005 and to review all the other requirements (including PECO-017) for other instances of this and similar terms. Samsung’s comments against PECO-005 and -017 are still open. 
The open issue has been resolved by agreed 0055R01 in Paris.


	A151
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-003
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This requirement is high level, nothing to do with personalization

Proposed Change: Move the requirement to the high level functional requirements.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to move this requirement to section 6.1.1 as proposed.



	A057
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.2 PECO-004
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Question for clarification: is the use of the wording “support the labeling” in PECO-004 to be interpreted as the intent to specify a “provisioning” function, or rather the intent to specify what is being retrieved. Does the intent need to be better clarified?

Current PECO-004:  The MobAd enabler SHALL support the labeling of advertisement with metadata that characterize the advertisements and targeted audience for the ad selection process.
Proposed Change:
Close with NO CHANGE (clarification in earlier discussion that this is NOT indicative of specifying a provisioning function).
	Status: CLOSED
Closed with no action, as per OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0051-CR_CR_Resolution_RDRR_AlcatelLucent_Comments

	A324
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-004
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: clarify requirement to refer to Advertisement Metadata  definition (see comment on 3.2 section from Telecom Italia proposing to add Advertisement Metadata definition)   
Proposed Change: The MobAd enabler SHALL support the labeling of advertisement with metadata that characterize the advertisements Advertisement Metadata and targeted audience for the ad selection process.
	Status: CLOSED


Submitted to the e-mail list on Fri 07/03/2008 10:15

No further comments made. Agreed as proposed.

	A325
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	6.1.2 PECO-005
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: “to associate service related metadata to advertisements” serves also for personalisation

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate service related metadata to advertisements (e.g.: targeting criteria, capping, etc) to enable ad selection, delivery, personalisation and measurement.
	Status: Closed

CR 0055R01 

	A107
	
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-006
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement limits the functions to broadcast stream but should apply to channels in general.

Proposed Change: change incoming broadcast Ad Stream to incoming Ad Channel (e.g.: broadcast stream)
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change as proposed. 



	A184
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-006
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The main function of the requirement should be in the first bullet. The second bullet is covered by the MobAd-FUNC-001. The third bullet is describing the scenario which opposite to the first bullet.
Proposed Change: Just keep the first bullet to make the requirement clearer.
	Status: CLOSED

The second and third bullets will stay unchanged. 

	A326
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	6.1.2 PECO-006
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: in RD we are referred to a User profile and context information and not simple user’s profile and context. 

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to:

· Filter an incoming broadcast ad stream for ads matching the User profile and context information according to specified matching criteria, 
· Cache matching ads on the Device (or on the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device) 
· And discard ads that are not a match for the User.
	Status: Closed

Group agrees to:

· Change to “Personalization and Contextualization information” between “matching” and “according to”.

The others are unchanged.

	A185
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-007
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Can Service Provide configure the matching criteria used by entities only on Device? The Service Provider could also configure the criteria used by the entities on Network in case that SP Application is serving ads to users.

Proposed Change: Add “the entities on Network” or add a new requirement for entities for Network.
Solution1: change the requirement to “The MobAd Enabler SHALL make it possible for the Service Provider to configure the criteria used by the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device or on the Network to match ad metadata against a subscriber’s profile and current context.”
Solution2: Add a new requirement

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL make it possible for the Service Provider to configure the criteria used by the MobAd Enabler entities on the Network to match ad metadata against a subscriber’s profile and current context.”
	Status: Closed

Group agrees to add “the entities on the Network” in the requirement. Refer to solution 1 of A185 in doc 0057.

	A327
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-007
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: User context include the current information about user and him environment 
Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL make it possible for the Service Provider to configure the criteria used by the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to match ad metadata against User profile and context information.
	Status: Closed
Submitted to e-mail review on Fri 07/03/2008 10:15

Vodafone made the following counter proposal on Tue 11/03/2008 12:24

“"The MobAd enabler SHALL make it possible for the Service Provider to configure the criteria used by the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device to match ad metadata against the subscriber’s and user data, as well as current context."

ToDo: Up to the group.

Group agrees to change to “Personalisation and Contextualisation information.” after the word “against”.


	A328
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-008
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: change “subscriber” to “User”, make reference to the right definitions (i.e. User Profile and User Context)

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to access to User profile and context information if available (if the User has opted in to allow access to this information), for use in determining ads that are of interest to the User.
	Status: Closed
Submitted to e-mail review on 05 March 2008 11:36

Vodafone made the following counter proposal on Tue 11/03/2008 12:30

"The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device  SHALL be able to access a subscriber's and user's personal and context data if available, for use in determining what ads that are of interest to the subscriber."

ToDo: Up to do group.

Group agrees to change to “Personalisation and Contextualisation information” between “access to” and “if available”. The others are unchanged.



	A186
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-011
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Is only user profile used to personalize the ad service. Go though the list in 6.1.2, there is no requirement that describe user context is used by MobAd Enabler.

Proposed Change: Add “user context information” in this requirement or add a new requirement for “user context information”.
Solution1: change the requirement to

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to use user’s profile information and context information in order to personalise the advertisement service.”
Solution2: Add a new requirement:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to use user’s context information in order to personalise the advertisement service.”
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to add:

· “and User Context” after “User’s Profile”

· “and contextualise” after “personalise”.

	A329
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-011
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044
Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to use user’s profile information in order to personalise the Mobile advertising service.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to the e-mail review on Mon 03/03/2008 16:49

No further comments made, agreed as proposed. 

	A153
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-011
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: this should be capitalized
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion. 



	A261
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-013
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, so it does not request ads for a particular user.

Proposed Change: Change ‘Service Provider’ to ‘SP Application’.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to:

· changed the word “Service Provider” to “SP Application”

· move this requirement to 6.1.1 FUNC section.

	A059
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-014
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

PECO-14 is difficult to read because of the placement of  the word “information”.

The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate to a request for advertisement information, if available, that would be useful to select the advertisement (e.g. location, presence, user profile, scanning results, etc).
Proposed Change:
PECO-14: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate available contextual information (e.g. location, presence, user profile, scanning results, etc) to a request for an advertisement.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to change PECO-13 in 20080410 RD version (was PECO-14 in 20080210 RD version) to:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate available information (e.g. location, presence, user profile, scanning results, etc) to a request for advertisement.

	A108
	
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-014
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement is unclear in its wording.

Proposed Change: move ‘information’  after ‘to associate’
	Status: Closed
Submitted to e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 01:37 

Expway made the following counter proposal on Fri 14/03/2008 09:14:

“The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate a request for advertisement with information, if available, that would be useful to select the advertisement (e.g. location, presence, user profile, scanning results, etc)”.
Up to the group to decide.

Refer to A059.



	A330
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-014
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: clarify requirement
Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate metadata to a request for advertisement. If available, this metadata would be useful to select the advertisement (e.g. location, presence, user profile, scanning results, etc).
	Status: Closed
Submitted to the e-mail review on Wed 05/03/2008 14:14

Ericsson made the following counter proposal on:

"The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to associate User Context information to a request for advertisement. If available, this User Context information would be useful to select the advertisement (e.g.

location, presence, user profile, scanning results, etc)."

ToDo: Up to the group.

Refer to A059.



	A060
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-015
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In PECO-15, we should use either “Close with NO CHANGE (this type of wording has been accepted for other requirements discussed earlier).
	Status: CLOSED
Closed with no action, as per OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0051-CR_CR_Resolution_RDRR_AlcatelLucent_Comments

	A331
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-015
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: It is not necessary to specify in bracket information about user context

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL support or provide mechanisms to select appropriate targeted users according to targeting criteria , User Profile and/or User context information (presence, location, user profiles, etc) in order to provide the advertisement service.
	Status: Closed
Not submitted to the mail reflector.

On Fri 14/03/2008 23:08  Vodafone made the comment stating that A331 isn’t really editorial, as it changes the intent. 

ToDo: Up to the group.

Group agrees to change PECO-14 in 20080410 RD version (was PECO-15 in 20080210 RD version) to:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL support or provide mechanisms to select appropriate targeted users according to targeting criteria and available personalisation and contextualisation information.

	A332
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.2 PECO-015
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL support or provide mechanisms to select appropriate targeted users according to targeting criteria and/or user context information (presence, location, user profiles, etc) in order to provide the Mobile advertising service.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to the e-mail review on Mon 03/03/2008 16:43

No further comments made, agreed as proposed. 

	A154
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 PECO-019
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: See comment in FUNC-007
	Status: CLOSED

See resolution of A311



	A056
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.2 PRCO-003
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

PECO-003 – use “retrieving” instead of “retrieval”:
Proposed Change:
PECO-003: The MobAd Enabler SHALL support specifying and retrieving of advertisement characteristics with information relevant to the applications rendering it (e.g. advertiser URL, rendering information, etc).
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the editor’s discretion


	A010
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.2 PRCO-013
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirement MobAd-PECO-013 ‘The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the Service Provider to request an advertisement for a particular user’. 

How is this different from requirement MobAd-FUNC-009 ‘The MobAd Enabler SHALL support the request for a specific ad from an authorized Principal  (e.g. request a specific ad for a push campaign)’.  
They look quite similar since they both support the capability to request a specific advert.

Proposed Change: Reword PECO-013 or delete 

“
	Status: Closed

Closed without action.

	A038
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.2 PRCO-014
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirement  PECO-014 can be formulated more clear. 
Proposed Change: Formulate PECO-014 as “The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to use in advertisement request any available information, useful for advertisement selection (e.g. location, presence, user profile, scanning results, etc).
	Status: Closed

Refer to A059.

	A039
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.2 PRCO-015
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirement  PECO-015 requires user selection using user context informationt. However, user presence/location information may be not available (see for example PEC-009 and PEC-010)
Proposed Change: Formulate PECO-015 as “The MobAd Enabler SHALL support or provide mechanisms to select appropriate targeted users according to targeting criteria and/or user context information (presence - if available and accessible by the Enabler, location - if available and accessible by the Enabler, user profiles, etc) in order to provide the advertisement service.”
	Status: Closed

Refer to A331.

	A026
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.3 METR- 013 
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd-METR- 013 point c: refers to a metric to be provided by the SP application, this shall not comply in cases of cross-bearer interaction as the eg SMSC do not have the relational data of  the phonecall initiated by a number in a short message

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed
Add the word “available” before “metrics”.



	A263
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.3 METR-001 &  METR-002
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: These requirements are very similar and should be combined.

Proposed Change: Have a single requirement that reads: ‘The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to obtain metrics data from Ad Apps on the Device and report this data.  Examples of metrics data include:” followed by the list in METR-001.
	Status: Closed
Without action.

	A109
	
	E
	6.1.3 METR-001 & METR-002 & METR-014
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: triple dot should be an interrogative dot mark.

Proposed Change: change ‘…’ to ‘?’
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to the group review on Thu 28/02/2008 01:40

No further comments were made.

ToDo: Accepted as proposed.



	A188
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.3 METR-002
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Last bullet is not numbered.

Proposed Change: Make last bullet numbered.
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion

	A155
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.3 METR-002
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be in the list

Proposed Change:  Put together METR 006 and METR 001, and make METR 006 mandatory.
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion. 



	A110
	
	E
	6.1.3 METR-002
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: the last part of text should be a sub bullet

Proposed Change: add the bullet d
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to email review on Thu 28/02/2008 01:41 

No further comments were made. Agreed as proposed.

	A366
	2008.02.23
	E
	6.1.3 METR-002
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Type error. 

Missing Item number “d.”
Proposed Change: To add Item number “d”
“d. How long was the video clip served.”

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A061
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.3 METR-002???
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

Align last bullet item.

Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to obtain metrics data from Ad Apps on the Device, such as: 

a. Ad App identifier/name/description by which the ad was presented to the user

b. Context it was presented in 

c. Customer interactions with the ads (e.g. did the customer click to call...) 
d. How long was the video clip served.
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A062
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.3 METR-003
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In METR-003, consider the use of   “support” or “provide the means for” instead of “allow”. “Allow” implies “do not block” – which may not be quite what was intented.
Current METR-003: The MobAd Enabler SHALL allow the recording of user’s response, such as clicking and viewing, to a received Ad.
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL support the recording of user’s response, such as clicking and viewing, to a received Ad.
	Status:  Closed

Group agrees to change the word “allow the recording” to “support the collecting”.

	A333
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	6.1.3 METR-003 
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: this req is referred to MobAd-FUNC-018, where are listed some interactive mechanism, not only clicking and viewing. It is proposed to delete “, such as clicking and viewing,” and/or to insert the reference to MobAd-FUNC-018

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL allow the recording of user’s response to a received Ad.
	Status: Closed
Submitted to the e-mail review on Wed 05/03/2008 14:19

Expway commented on Fri 14/03/2008 09:41

ToDo: Up to the group to decide.

Group agrees that no further change is needed (refer to A062).

	A011
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.3 METR-004
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirement MobAd-METR-004 is covered by MobAd-METR-007’. 

Proposed Change: Delete 


	Status: Closed

Group agrees to remove METR-004 “The MobAd Enabler SHALL allow the reporting of metrics data.”

	A063
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.3 METR-004
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

In METR-004, consider using “support” or “provide the  means for” instead of “allow”.

Current METR-004:  The MobAd Enabler SHALL allow the reporting on advertising metrics.
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL support  the reporting on advertising metrics.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to change the word from “allow” to “support”.

	A334
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.3 METR-005
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: applications used to present Ads to the User are AdApps as in definition section  

Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the Service Provider to receive information on the AdApp used for a specific Ad.
	Status: Closed
Submitter for e-mail review on Thu 28/02/2008 10:22

After some discussion, the source suggested an alternative, to be discussed by the group during the interim in Dusseldorf:

 "Comment: it is not clear to what the requirement is referred. It is needed further discussion within the group to clarify it."

ToDo: Up to the group to decide.

The group decides to the following wording:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for receiving information on the Ad App and / or SP App used for a specific Ad.


	A156
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.3 METR-006
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: What’s the difference between this requirement and MobAd-METR-001? The terms report and collect need to be clarified. Appart from that, what’s the point of making a SHOULD?
	Status: Closed

Group had made decision before that we will not merge any requirement. RIM provides the use case of the “SHOULD” in 006.

Group agrees to close it without action.


	A111
	
	T
	6.1.3 METR-006
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement should be against mobad entities not against the device

Proposed Change: add MobAd Entities on Device.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to replace the word “Device” with “MobAd Entities on Device”.

	A064
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.3 METR-007
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In METR-007, is the Device going to report collected metrics, or are MobAd entities on the Device going to report them? 

Current METR-007: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the Device and other entities (e.g. Ad App, SP Application) to report advertising metrics, e.g. after sending an Ad to a user or to a group of users, after a user interaction with an Ad, or on a periodic basis.
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the MobAd entities on the Device and other entities (e.g. Ad App, SP Application) to report advertising metrics, e.g. after sending an Ad to a user or to a group of users, after a user interaction with an Ad, or on a periodic basis.
	Status: Closed

Group agrees to replace the word “Device” with “MobAd Entities on Device”.

	A112
	
	T
	6.1.3 METR-007
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement should be against MobAd entities not against the device. Additionally the ‘other entities’ is not clear enough and should refer to ‘trusted’ entities such as SP app.

Proposed Change: add MobAd Entities on Device and remove Ad App from the example. The requirement would read:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the MobAd Entities on Device and  SP Application to report advertising metrics, e.g. after sending an Ad to a user or to a group of users, after a user interaction with an Ad, or on a periodic basis.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to the following:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means for the MobAd Entities on Device and  SP App to report Ad Metrics, e.g. after sending an Ad to a user or to a group of users, after a user interaction with an Ad, or on a periodic basis.



	A065
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.3 METR-008
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In METR-008, what is the interpretation of “means to contact the Service Provider”? This seems to indicate some function that a Service Provider would provide, and the MobAd enabler would use – but then this is not something specified by the MobAd enabler, but elsewhere (which enabler or other resource would provide the function?). This requires clarification of the intent, then appropriate re-phrasing.

Current METR-008: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to contact the Service Provider to collect advertising information and metrics after casting the advertisement to a group of users.
Proposed Change:

	Status: closed

Group agrees to remove this requirement.

	A264
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.3 METR-008
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, so it does not respond to requests for metrics.

Proposed Change: Change ‘Service Provider’ to ‘SP Application’.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A065

	A066
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.3 METR-009
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

Some wording changes for METR-009
Proposed Change:
METR-009: The MobAd Enabler metrics-related functions SHALL be able to handle Ad unique identifiers.
	Status: closed
The group agrees to the proposed changes in the description column.

	A067
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.3 METR-011
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

In METR-011, consider clarifying if “associate” is meant as in a provisioning feature, or in a retrieving feature. It can mean either or both here.

Current METR-011:  The MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to associate metrics data collected for an Advertisement with the Campaign it belongs to. 
Proposed Change:
Close with NO CHANGE (clarification in earlier discussion seems to indicate  this is NOT indicative of specifying a provisioning function).
	Status: CLOSED

Closed with no action, as per OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0051-CR_CR_Resolution_RDRR_AlcatelLucent_Comments

	A187
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.3 SEC-NEW  
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Metrics data is reported or collected from different entities, the data security should be ensured by MobAd Enabler.

Proposed Change: Add a new requirement in 6.1.6 for the security of metrics collection
Solution1: Add a new requirement ” The MobAd Enabler SHALL support authentication/authorisation mechanisms which facilitate ensuring authenticity of collected metrics data”. Which is proposed by the document OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0012R01-INP_Metrics_Authenticity
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to add a new requirement SEC-005:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL support means to identify fraudulent metrics.


	A226
	
	E/T
	6.1.4  DELV-007,

DELV-008

	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Some broadcast delivery related requirements are stated as mandatory (PECO-006) while others are stated as optional (DELV-007, 008, FUNC-021)

Current RD states that the MobAd Entity on the device must be supported mandatorily, and this implies filtering and matching, mechanisms which can be used for the broadcast, can be performed mandatorily (FUNC-020).

Requirement related to the broadcast delivery on the network side is defined as mandatory(FUNC-027)

So, all the requirements related to the broadcast delivery on the device side are supported mandatorily

Proposed Change: 
Reword “SHOULD” to “SHALL”
	Status: closed
The group decides to change the word from “SHOULD” to “MAY”.

	A267
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-000xxx
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: Requirements for interworking with OMA BCAST are not sufficiently detailed. 

Proposed Change: Add the following new requirement MobAd-DELV-0xx:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL support the use of the OMA BCAST Notification Function (see [BCAST10-Services]) for the delivery of advertisements and associated metadata.
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A029.

	A012
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-001
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirement MobAd-DELV-001, the term Ad-hoc is redundant. 

Proposed Change: Delete 


	Status: closed
Group agrees to the following changes:

(1) move b to a, i.e. change the sequence

(2) delete the word “ad-hoc”

(3) change the word from “other criteria” to “some criteria”

	A068
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.4 DELV-001
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

In DELV-001 Consider adding “Ads” before “pre-fetching”. 
Proposed Change:
DELV-001: The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL support the capability  of pre-fetching Ads at a given point of time, such as:

…
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.



	A069
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.4 DELV-001
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

In DELV-001 Consider adding “Ads” before “inventory”. 
Proposed Change:
The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to initiate clearing or pre-fetching its Ads inventory by the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device.
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A157
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-001
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Pre-fetching is specified in the high level requirements area

Proposed Change:  Move requirement to the HLF section, and group it with the pre-fetching requirements (FUNC-001 / FUNC-028 / FUNC-025)
	Status: closed

Group agrees to group FUNC-002, 003, 004 and this DELV-001 in 6.1.1 HLF.

	A158
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-002
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Same comment than in MobAd-DELV-001

Proposed Change:  Move requirement to the HLF section, and group it with the pre-fetching requirements (FUNC-001 / FUNC-028 / FUNC-025)
	Status: closed

Group agrees to group DELV-002 with FUNC-002, 003, 004 and DELV-001 in 6.1.1. HLF.


	A159
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-003
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Same comment than in MobAd-DELV-001

Proposed Change:  Move requirement to the HLF section, and group it with the pre-fetching requirements (FUNC-001 / FUNC-028 / FUNC-025)
	Status: closed.
Refer to A256.

	A113
	
	E/T
	6.1.4 DELV-003
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement could be clarify for an easiest reading

Proposed Change: The requirement could read:

The MobAd Entities on device SHALL support deleting pre-fetched Ads. 
	Status: closed
No action required.

	A265
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-005
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: It is not clear what this requirement means: the Service Provider does not deliver ads, and in the broadcast use case, the MobAd Enabler is not involved in ad delivery.

Proposed Change: Clarify or delete this requirement.
	Status: closed

Group decides the following wording:
The MobAd Entities on the Network SHALL support the delivery of Advertisement Content and related metadata to MobAd Entities on the Device.



	A189
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-006
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This requirement is say that “MobAd Enabler SHALL use…. to Ad App and/or the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device”. Ad App is an actor for MobAd, it is very clear to define it. Entities on Device are not an actor of the MobAd Enabler. Can we define “MobAd Enabler use …. to entities on Device”? This could be an internal function for MobAd Enabler?

Proposed Change: Make some change on the description.
Solution: “The MobAd Enabler SHALL support use of the DCD Enabler for delivery of  advertisements and associated metadata to the Ad App and/or the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device.”
	Status: closed
refer to A029.

	A029
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-006 & DELV-009
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Ad provisioning cases not supported by OMA DCD

Making the support of the DCD enabler a mandatory requirement, restricts the number of MobAdEnabler architectures too much. In case ad and content delivery (i.e. streaming) is done via separate network entities, e.g. due to OMA BCAST via RTP and FLUTE, and the combined ad and content presentation (mixing on the device) must fulfill frame-level synchronisation requirements (lip sync) then the DCD enabler is not a reasonable choice. Other interactive object streaming protocols like OMA RME/ 3GPP DIMS are better suited to provide rich media advertisements embedded in audio/video content streams, implementing lip synchronisation.

Proposed Change: Do not make the support of the DCD a mandatory requirement, but provide recommendations for ad delivery protocols, supporting more specific ad delivery and publishing use cases.
	Status: Closed

Group agrees to 0050R01.


	A014
	2008.02.15
	E
	6.1.4 DELV-007
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirements MobAd-DELV-009 talks about interworking with BCast directly or indirectly. 

‘The MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to interwork with OMA BCAST directly or indirectly via the DCD Enabler’

It can’t be directly via DCD.

Proposed Change: 

‘The MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to interwork directly with OMA BCAST or indirectly via the DCD Enabler


	Status: closed 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

Refer to A029.



	A013
	2008.02.15
	E
	6.1.4 DELV-007 & DELV-008
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Requirements MobAd-DELV-007 and 8 talk about adverts and related metadata sent separately to the user over a broadcast channel. Why are they separate requirements?  

Proposed Change: Merge them to say:

‘The MobAd Enabler SHOULD provide the ability for the Service Provider to deliver advertisement(s) and related metadata to the User over broadcast channel’

	Status: Closed
Not submitted to e-mail review.

On Sat 15/03/2008 12:53 Vodafone commented that this doesn’t appear to be an editorial comment and should hence be discussed by the group.

ToDo: Up to the group to decide

Group agrees to the following changes in RD version 20080410:
DELV-006: The MobAd Enabler MAY support the delivery of Ads to the MobAd Enabler Entities on the Device over broadcast.
DELV-007: The MobAd Enabler MAY support the delivery of Ad Metadata to the MobAd Enabler Entities on the Device over broadcast.


	A335
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.4 DELV-008
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: the advertisement(s) related meta data(s) are delivered to the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device and not to the User
Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHOULD provide the ability for the Service Provider to deliver advertisement(s) related meta data(s) to the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device over broadcast channel.
	Status: Closed

Refer to A013.

	A160
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-008
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This requirement could be combined with 007.
	Status: CLOSED

The group agreed not to combine requirements.



	A015
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-010
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Wording in requirement MobAd-DELV-010 looks similar to the one in requirement MobAd-FUNC-026, but for different actors. Why are they in different sectionS?

In addition, ad selection takes place on the network side and as such Service Provider is part of that task, why do we have to state that after the ad selection has taken place the Service Provider will be contacted and provided with URL etc.   

Proposed Change: 

To review if we need this requirement and if yes to insert in section 6.1.1.


	Status: Closed
Already closed by another RDRR.

	A070
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.4 DELV-010
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Was the intent of DELV-010 to mean Service Provider or SP Application ?
Proposed Change: 


DELV-10:

The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide either of the following to the SP Application after ad selection has taken place:

· An advertisement (including a ‘filler’)

·  A reference to an advertisement (e.g. URL)

· An indicator for no advertisement.


	Status: Closed
Group agrees the following changes to FUNC-010 in RD version 20080410:
The MobAd Enabler Entities on the Network SHALL provide either of the following to the SP App after ad selection has taken place:

· An advertisement (including a ‘filler’)

·  A reference to an advertisement (e.g. URL)

· An indicator for no advertisement.



	A161
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-010
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It may be combined with MobAd-FUNC-026.
	Status: CLOSED

The group agreed not to combine requirements.



	A266
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.4 DELV-010
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, so it does not receive ads from the MobAd Enabler.

Proposed Change: Change ‘Service Provider’ to ‘SP Application’.
	Status: closed

Refer to A070.


	A027
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4, 6.1.8
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd-DELV-006, MobAd-DELV-009, MobAd-DELV-011, MobAd-DELV-013, MobAd-ADM-002, MobAd-ADM-003: the requirements document shall not define architectural implementations

Proposed Change: Leave out DCD as a explicit delivery method mechanism
	Status: closed

Refer to A029

	A071
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.5
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

SCAN-004 wording is a bit awkward.
Proposed Change:
If MobAd SCAN-001 is supported, the MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to the Service Provider for suspending and resuming content scanning (e.g.: following user request to opt-out/opt-in from the content scanning or/and from receiving advertisement.).
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A190
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-000xxx
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: As defined in 3.2, the Scanning Utility is a function of MobAd Enabler. So the functions in this section should avoid mentioning the “scanning utility” in requirements formally.

Proposed Change: To remove the “scanning utility” in requirements and replace with such as “content scanning function of MobAd Enabler”. And also to make all the requirements consistency in all the sections.
Solution: Depending on the group discussion or give a new action to resolve the problem.

e.g for MobAd-SCAN-006:” MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the scanning MobAd Enabler utility SHALL have means to access the content consumed or produced by the user.”

	Status: closed 

SCAN section will be marked as “Future Release”.
Editorial action to change column “Enabler Release” from “MobAd 1.0” to “Future Release”.

Refer to group’s agreement in the minutes.

	A030
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-001 & SCAN-013
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Complement content scanning with Service Usage History scanning

The term content scanning reflects the scanning of content objects (and related metadata and keywords) consumed or created by users. In addition the history of service usage by the user should be known to the MobAD Enabler. This functionality might overlap with “content scanning”, like for instance in the case of knowing a user’s MobileTV channel viewing or web browsing history. But the term “service usage history” also comprises communication service usage, so it covers also historic communication patterns of the user.

Proposed Change: Extend the requirements for content scanning towards more generic service usage history scanning.
	Status: closed

No action needed.

	A016
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-002
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd-SCAN-002 is exactly the same as MobAd-SCAN-001, except 002 is a mandatory one and it is for the next release. 

I do not think we should include in this RD at all. MobAd-SCAN-001 serves the purpose and when it comes to the next release we just make it mandatory. 

Proposed Change: 

To delete MobAd-SCAN-002 from this RD.
	Status: Closed

Refer to A190.

	A017
	2008.02.15
	E
	6.1.5 SCAN-003 & SCAN-000xxx
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In MobAd-SCAN-003and some others following it, ‘MobAd-SCAN-001’ is used to express ‘If’ requirements. 

It would better to say ‘If Content Scanning’ instead. Referring to the label of the requirement only does not help. 

Proposed Change: 

To use ‘Content Scanning’ wherever ‘MobAd-SCAN-001’ is used within a requirement. 
	Status: closed
ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.
Refer to A190.

	A018
	2008.02.15
	E
	6.1.5 SCAN-004
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In MobAd-SCAN-004 to insert ‘if’ in front of ‘required’ and both together move to after content scanning, before the e.g.

Proposed Change: 

If Content Scanning is supported, the MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to the service provider to suspend and resume content scanning if required (e.g.: following user request to opt-out/opt-in from the content scanning or/and from receiving advertisement.)
	Status: Closed
Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion. 

Refer to A190.

	A072
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.5 SCAN-006
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Some clarification may be needed. Not sure how MobAd enabler can resolve the requirement SCAN-006 – this seems to be a requirement against a scanning utility. Does this imply that a scanning utility is part of the MobAd enabler?

SCAN-006: If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the scanning utility SHALL have means to access the content consumed or produced by the user.

Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED

Upon a related clarification, the source decided to withdraw the comment.

	A073
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.5 SCAN-007
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment: 

Some clarification may be needed. Not sure how MobAd enabler can resolve the requirement SCAN-007 – this seems to be a requirement to interact with a scanning utility. Does this imply that a scanning utility is part of the MobAd enabler? Or does this imply that the MobAd enabler uses some function exposed by the scanning utility? But in this case, with an unspecified “scanning utility” how can such a requirement be met? 

SCAN-007: If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the MobAd Enabler SHALL provide the means required for the Service Provider and/or Ad Selector to communicate with the scanning utility in order to specify and update keywords and rules.
Proposed Change:

	Status:  CLOSED

Upon a related clarification, the source decided to withdraw the comment.

	A191
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-007
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: “Ad Selector” is used in these requirement.

Proposed Change: Replace “Ad Selector” with “MobAd Enabler”.
Solution:” If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the MobAd Enabler SHALL provide the means required for the Service Provider and/or MobAd Enabler Ad Selectorentities on Network to communicate with the scanning utility in order to specify and update keywords and rules.”
	Status: closed

Refer to A190.

	A114
	
	E
	6.1.5 SCAN-007
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement still contains a reference to the ad selector.

Proposed Change: remove ‘and/or the Ad Selector’
	Status: Closed
Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.<provide response>

Refer to A190.

	A268
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-007
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: Ad Selector should not be mentioned, since it is an architectural element.

Proposed Change: Delete ‘and/or Ad Selector’ from this requirement.
	Status: Closed

Refer to A190. 



	A269
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-008
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, so it is not alerted when keyword matches occur.

Proposed Change: Change ‘alerting the Service Provider’ to ‘the receiving of alerts’.

	Status: Closed

Refer to A190.


	A115
	
	E/T
	6.1.5 SCAN-011 & SCAN-012
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: these two requirements relate to filtering and should be in the same section than other filtering requirements.

Proposed Change: move these two requirements to the FUNC section or move FUNC 20.21.22.29.30 and 31 to the scanning section. In the second case rename the section to Scanning and Filtering.
	Status: CLOSED

These requirements to be moved to the FUNC section, and grouped with others related with filtering (see comment resolution of A143) 



	A336
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.5 SCAN-012
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: for consistency with phrasing in other requirements, MobAd Enabler entities in the Network rather than MobAd Enabler network entities
Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to retrieve ads, if available, according to filtered keywords, from the Service Provider, MobAd Enabler entities in the Network, or from the Device itself.
	Status: CLOSED


Submitted to e-mail review on February 28, 2008-03-15

No further comments were made, agreed as proposed.  

	A270
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-012
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, ads cannot be retrieved from it.  Also, ‘…from the Device itself’ is not clear.

Proposed Change: 

· Delete ‘from the Service Provider’

· Change end of sentence to ‘from the Device itself (i.e. pre-fetched ads in the Device’s cache).’
	Status: Closed

Refer to A190


	A074
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.5 SCAN-013
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Some clarification may be needed. Not sure how MobAd enabler can resolve the requirement SCAN-013 – this seems to be a requirement against a  “scanning utility”. Does this imply that a scanning utility is part of the MobAd enabler? If not, how can such a requirement be met in the MobAd enabler specification?

Also – should we keep Ad Engine in the text, or change it to “MobAd Enabler entities on the Device” ?
Current SCAN-013: If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the Ad Engine SHALL be able to receive keywords and other information from a scanning utility for use in determining ads that are of interest to the device’s subscriber.
Proposed Change:
If Content Scanning is supported, the MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHALL be able to receive keywords and other information identified by content scanning for use in determining ads that are of interest to the device’s subscriber.
	Status: Closed
Upon a related clarification, the source decided to withdraw the fisrst part of the comment.

The second part (re: Ad Engine) needs to be addressed.

Refer to A190

	A337
	2008.02.22
	E/T
	6.1.5 SCAN-013
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: It is proposed to rewording “are of interest to the device’s subscriber.”
Proposed Change: If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the Ad Engine SHALL be able to receive keywords and other information from a scanning utility for use in determining ads that are of interest to the device’s subscriber User.
	Status: Closed
Submitted to the e-mail review on February 28, 2008

ToDo: Up to the group to decide, as it is not necessarily editorial as originally labelled.  

Refer to A190

	A222
	
	E
	6.1.5 SCAN-013
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Group already agreed not to use the term “Ad Engine” 

Proposed Change: 
Reword “Ad Engine” to “MobAd Enabled entities on the device”
	Status: Closed
Not submitted to the e-mail review. 

ToDO: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

Refer to A190

	A367
	2008.02.23
	T
	6.1.5 SCAN-013
	Source: HUAWEI
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment:  “Ad Engine” in the requirements cause un-consistent.

“If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the Ad Engine SHALL be able to receive keywords and other information from a scanning utility for use in determining ads that are of interest to the device’s subscriber.”
Proposed Change: 
Change “Ad Engine” to “MobAd Enabler”
“If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the MobAd Enabler SHALL be able to receive keywords and other information from a scanning utility for use in determining ads that are of interest to the device’s subscriber.”

	Status: Closed

Refer to A190.

	A075
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.6 SEC-001
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

In SEC-001, is the implication that “scanning utility” is a function specified in the MobAd enabler? If  not, the requirement may be problematic to implement.

SEC-001: If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, Ad-triggered messages between the scanning utility and the Service Provider and/or Ad Selector SHOULD be encrypted.
Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED

Upon a related clarification, the source decided to withdraw the comment.

	A271
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.6 SEC-001
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: As described in OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0030, the Service Provider is not a HW/SW entity, so does not exchange messages with the scanning utility.

Proposed Change: Change ‘Service Provider and/or Ad Selector’ to ‘MobAd entities in the network’.

	Status: Closed
Refer to A190.

Editor: mark “Enabler Release” column to be “Future Release”.

	A076
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.6 SEC-002
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

In SEC-002, the interpretation may be this will be a MobAd specified function – when in reality it may be defined somewhere else. A possible re-wording is suggested.

Also – a related question: do we need an additional requirement to indicate that principlas are expected to be authenticated before being authporized? (or add this to the current requirement)?

Proposed Change:

Principals interacting with the MobAd Enabler SHALL be authorized in order to be able to create, modify, and access advertisement related user configuration and preferences.
	Status: closed
Group agrees to delete this requirement SEC-002. 

	A040
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.6 SEC-NEW
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: For security reasons, traffic between entities on device and entities on the network should be encrypted.
Proposed Change: Add new requirement SEC-005 “MobAd Enabler SHOULD encrypt traffic between entities on device, and entities on network
	Status: Closed

No action needed


	A192
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.6 SEC-NEW
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The integrity of metrics data collected should be also ensured by MobAd Enabler.

Proposed Change: Add a new requirement for metrics data, such as “The MobAd Enabler SHALL ensure the integrity of metrics data collected is protected.”
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to delete MobAd-Int-001 in RD version 20080410.



	A227
	
	E
	6.1.7 CHAR-000xxx
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Char needs to be written with capital letters

Proposed Change: 
Reword “Char” to “CHAR”
	Status: Closed
Not submitted to e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.
RD editor already corrected it in RD version 20080410.

	A338
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.7 CHAR-001
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 
Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044
Proposed Change: The MobAd Enabler SHALL support the Service Provider to charge advertisers based on the collected Advertisement metrics.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on February 28, 2008

No non-supportive comments were made, so agreed as proposed. 

	A272
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.7 CHAR-001
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: ‘MobAd service’ is undefined.

Proposed Change: Change ‘MobAd service’ to ‘The MobAd Enabler’.

	Status: CLOSED

Withdrawn, as it is the same as A272

	A020
	2008.02.15
	E
	6.1.7 CHAR-003
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In MobAd-Char-003, CPA is Cost per action and not Charge per action. 
Proposed Change: 

Just change to Cost per action instead of Charge per action

	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A273
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.7 CHAR-003
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: doc #OMA-REQ-2008-0029

Comment: Definition of CPA acronym is incorrect.

Proposed Change: Change ‘Charge Per Action’ to ‘Cost Per Action’.

	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail list.

ToDo: Up to the editor’s discretion.



	A021
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.7 CHAR-004
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: requirement MobAd-Char-004 is not clear and does not add anything. CPA model is based on interactivity anyway.   
Proposed Change: 

Remove or clarify
	Status: Closed 
Group agrees to delete CHAR-004.

	A019
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.7 CHAR-012
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In MobAd-Char-002 the requirement should be on the enabler to support different charging mechanism and not on the Service Provider. So the Enabler supports different charging mechanism while the Service Provider applies them.

Proposed Change: 

The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support different charging mechanism and allow the Service Provider to apply them for the advertising service
	Status: closed 
Group agrees to change CHAR-002 as follows:
The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support different charging mechanism for the advertising service.

	A077
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.8
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Related to some previous comments: is the “scanning utility” a function specified by MobAd enabler. Clarification needed.

ADM-001:If MobAd-SCAN-001 is supported, the scanning utility SHALL support scanning characteristics, rules, such as number of characters scanned, timeframe, etc.
Proposed Change:


	Status: CLOSED


Upon a related clarification, the source decided to withdraw the comment.

	A022
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.8 ADM-001
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd-ADM-001 puts the requirement on the scanning utility instead of the requirement on the enabler to support scanning characteristics or scanning utility to provide those scanning characteristics.    
Proposed Change: 

If Content Scanning is supported, the MobAd Enabler support scanning characteristics, rules, such as number of characters scanned, timeframe, etc
	Status: Closed

Refer to A190.

Editorial: Mark ADM-001 to “Future Release”.

	A193
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.1.8 ADM-002
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In MobAd-ADM-003, the Ad App can register as a DCD Enabled Client Application directly or indirectly though entities on device. So the entities on device registered as a DCD Enabled Client Application would be a function not fit for all the scenarios. 
Proposed Change: Change “SHALL” to “SHOULD”.
Solution:” The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support registration of MobAd Enabler entities on the Device as a DCD Enabled Client Application for advertisement content.”
	Status: closed

Refer to A029.

	A078
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.8 ADM-003
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

ADM-003 requires clarification and possible changes.  We don’t think MobAd can allow or disallow such a function – suggest to change “allow” to “support”. 

Also,  how is MobAd enabler going to support “direct registration of an Ad App” (that seems to be an operation between an Ad App and DCD, without MobAd involvement). Maybe the requirement should only focus on the functions that MobAd entities on the Device may expose to enable such “indirect registration with DCD” ? 

ADM-003: The MobAd Enabler SHALL allow registration of an Ad App as a DCD Enabled Client Application either directly or indirectly through MobAd Enabler entities on the Device.

I believe this needs to be split into 2 separate requirements, and both should be recommendation, rather than mandatory.
Proposed Change:

ADM-003: The MobAd Enabler SHOULD support the registration of an Ad App as a DCD Enabled Client Application through MobAd Enabler entities on the Device.

ADM-003a: The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHOULD support an Ad App application previously registered as a DCD Enabled Client Application (either directly through MobAd Enabler entities on the Device, or without their involvement).
	Status: Closed
Refer to A029.

	A079
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.8 ADM-004
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Needs clarification, possible wording changes. Not sure how ADM-004 can be implemented. MobAd can only provide functions that Ad Apps can invoke/use., it cannot control what the Ad Apps do. There is no way an enabler can provide generic functions to provision an application, without understanding what means the application provides for that.

ADM-004: The MobAd Enabler SHALL provide means to configure Ad Apps with MobAd functions (e.g.: content scanning, advertisements display, etc.).
Proposed Change:

Delete.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to delete ADM-004.
 

	A162
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.8 ADM-004
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: We can’t put requirements on external actors (applications) and this requirement can imply some functionalities on the ad apps. It should be clarified.

Proposed Change:  Delete the requirement. It might be too complex and out of the scope.”
	Status: Closed

Refer to A079.


	A023
	2008.02.15
	T
	6.1.8 ADM-005
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0026-_NEC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Capabilities required by requirement MobAd-ADM-005 can be achieved with DPE. 

It would be better to say that MobAd Enabler SHOULD make use of OMA DPE enabler or interact with DPE enabler to notify the SP about device capabilities .

Proposed Change: 

The MobAd Enabler SHOULD interwork with OMA DPE to notify the SP about device capabilities  when critical device resources (e.g.: battery level, storage capacity etc) reach predefined configuration thresholds, thus allowing the SP to adjust the service to changed conditions.
	Status: Closed
Group agrees to ADM-005 as follows:

The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device MAY support available mechanisms required to notify the MobAd Enabler Entities on the Network when critical device resources (e.g.: battery level, storage capacity etc) reach predefined configuration thresholds.

	A080
	2008.02.19
	
	6.1.8 ADM-005
	Source: Alcatel Lucent

Form: 

Comment:

Consider changing “Device” to “MobAd Enabler entities on the Device” in ADM-005.

Proposed Change:

The MobAd Enabler entities on the Device SHOULD support mechanisms required to notify the SP when critical device resources (e.g.: battery level, storage capacity etc) reach predefined configuration thresholds, thus allowing the SP to adjust the service to changed conditions.
	Status: Closed
Refer to A023

	A118
	
	T/E
	6.1.8 ADM-005
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This requirement should be against mobad entities on the device but not against the device itself.   
Proposed Change: change device to MobAd Entities on device
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A023. The editorial change closes this comment.

	A119
	
	T
	6.1.8 ADM-005
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: This requirement should be mandatory since it is needed to support some other mandatory requirements performed by the device and optional requirement performed by the network   (prefetching, etc)

Proposed Change: change SHOULD to SHALL
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A023.

	A120
	
	T
	6.1.8 ADM-006
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Based on the previous comment, this requirement does not need to refer to ADM 005 anymore.   
Proposed Change: remove ‘If MobAd ADM-005 is supported’.
	Status: CLOSED

No action needed.

	A116
	
	E
	6.1.8 SEC 001-
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The requirement still contains a reference to the ad selector.

Proposed Change: remove and/or the Ad Selector
	Status: Closed
Submitted for e-mail review on Feb 28

No further comments made, agreed as proposed.
Editor to change SEC-001 the “Enabler Release” column to “Future Release

	A117
	
	T
	6.1.8 SEC-005
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: It is unclear in the requirement document that the Ad App might not be ‘trustable’. 

Proposed Change: add a new requirement number SEC-005:
The MobAd enabler entities on device SHALL prevent the generation of fraudulent metrics: 

-If Ad App is un-trusted, MobAd entities on device SHALL be responsible of MobAd functions (e.g.: metrics generation, collection, ad display).

- If Ad App is trusted, the MobAd Enabler Entities on device MAY delegate MobAd functions to the Ad App (e.g.: rendering ads, providing metrics).


	Status: Closed
Refer to A187

	A339
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.9 USA-001
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044
Proposed Change: The interactivity of the MobAd Enabler MUST NOT reduce the usability of the initial application that is rendering the advertising.
	Status: CLOSED 

Submitted to e-mail review on Feb 28

No futher comments were made, agreed as proposed

	A340
	2008.02.22
	E
	6.1.9 USA-001
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: see General comment from Telecom Italia that closes AP MobAd-2007-A044
Proposed Change: The interactivity of the MobAd service MUST NOT reduce the usability of the initial application that is rendering the advertisement
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on February 28.

No further comments were made, agreed as proposed. 

	A198
	2008.02.22
	T
	6.2 SYS-001
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0030-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There is no other place that mentions this definition of “MobAd compliant device”, except the last sentence of 6th paragraph in 4.1 mentions the “non MobAd compliant devices”.
Proposed Change: Add a definition in 3.2 for  “MobAd compliant device” and ““non MobAd compliant device”

Solution:

definition for MobAd compliant device: The user device that resides MobAd entities on device.

definition for non-MobAd compliant device: The user device that have no MobAd entities on device residing.
	Status: Closed

CR 0052R01 agreed.

	A085
	
	E
	All
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: examples are written in different ways along the document: we have: e.g.  or e.g.: or e.g., or E.g.  
Proposed Change: All instance to be change to e.g.:
	Status: CLOSED

<

Submitted to e-mail review on February 28

No further comments were made, agreed as proposed.

	A086
	
	E
	All
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0028-INP_RIM_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc 

Comment: the orthography for Ad, Ads should be consistent in the document  
Proposed Change: replace all instances of ad to Ad and all instances of ads to Ads.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on February 28, 2008

No further comments made, agreed as proposed.

	A200
	
	E
	All
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
We should consistently use "Ad metrics" or "ad metrics" or "Ad Metrics" or "advertising metrics" or "Advertisement metrics" 
Proposed Change: 
To use the predefined definition and to keep the consistency, propose to change all instances to be “Ad Metrics”
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A203
	
	E
	All
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 

Advertisement is written in different ways as "ad(s)" or "Ad(s)” or "advertisement(s)” or ”Advertisement(s)”
Proposed Change: 
To keep the consistency, propose to use "Advertisement(s)” and “Ad(s)”
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A210
	
	E
	All
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Term “metrics” is written in different ways across the document: "metrics", "metrics data"
Consistency is needed

Proposed Change: 
Propose to use the term “metrics”
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.


	A214
	
	E
	All
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0032-INP_Samsung_comments_to_MobAd_formal_review 

Comment: 
Term "Content Metadata" is written in different ways: "Content Metadata", "content metadata"
Proposed Change: 
Propose to use "Content Metadata" that was predefined in section 3.2 Definitions
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to the e-mail review

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A121
	2008.02.19
	E
	Cover
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: date in the title should be actualized
	Status: CLOSED

Not submitted to e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s  



	A034
	2008.02.19
	E
	General
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0037-INP_Nokia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Document still uses 2007 template. 
Proposed Change: migrate to 2008 template.
	Status: CLOSED

Submitted to e-mail review on

March 03, 2008

No further comments made, agreed as proposed. 

	A280
	2008.02.22
	E
	General 
	Source: Telecom Italia 

Form: OMA-REQ-MobAd-2008-0032-INP_Telecom_Italia_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review

Comment: Rewording of terms “enabler”, “framework” and “service” related to “MobAd” or “Mobile Advertising” or “advertisement” throughout the RD for consistency. The proposal intends to clarify the difference between the “MobAd enabler” and a “Mobile Advertising service” using this enabler. As such, only these 2 terms are proposed to be used. This comment (and other related comments) closes AP MobAd-2007-A044.

Proposed Change: 

· “Mobile Advertising service” instead of “advertisement service”, “MobAd service”; 

· “enabler”  instead of “framework” (and sometimes “service” when misused); 

· “MobAd Enabler” instead of “enabler” (when referring to MobAd) and “Mobile Advertising Enabler” 
	Status: Closed

We should be selective when the “enabler” will be changed to “ModAd Enabler”

	A342
	2008.02.23
	E
	title
	Source: Huawei
Form:  OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc
Comment: the version date“OMA-RD-Mobile-Advertising-V1_0-20080206-D” is wrong 

Proposed Change:  OMA-RD-Mobile-Advertising-V1_0-20080210-D
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.

	A343
	2008.02.23
	E
	Use  
	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-REQ-2008-0031-INP_HUAWEI_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: the information, “© 2007 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.”, should update. 

Proposed Change: May use new RD template .
	Status: CLOSED 

Not submitted to the e-mail review.

ToDo: Up to the RD editor’s discretion.
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