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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 Comment Ids once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

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

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	LOC
	Source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-RD-LPPe-V2_0-20130521-C
No comments received.

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2014.01.23
	T
	6.3.1
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: Suitable standards for maps are still under discussion.
Proposed Change: 
The release should be changed to  “FUTURE”, if definitions are not included  in 2.0.
	Status: CLOSED
Proposed change agreed.

	A002
	2014.10.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
List of definitions in section 3.2 is not in the alphabetical order.  
Proposed Change: 
Put the definitions in alphabetical order

	Status: CLOSED
Addressed in CR 183

	A003
	2014.10.24
	Q
	5
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Third bullet point in the first paragraph of this section seems to be unfinished and is not clear what capabilities it talks about, target capabilities or what? 

“Request and Provision of capabilities”.
If it is about ‘target’ capabilities it should be stated

Proposed Change: 
Please modify or clarify.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed proposed change as per CR 184R01

	A004
	2014.10.24
	T/Q
	5
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
The following statement is in this section, “Security, authentication, privacy and charging are out of scope of LPPe”, but sections 5 and 6 in the TS address these issues.  

It is ok to address these issues, but maybe we need to remove this statement from the RD. 
Proposed Change: 
Please remove or clarify
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed proposed change as per CR 184R01

	A005
	2014.10.24
	T
	6.3.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Requirement LPP-AD-026 is not very clear and I see no reason why we should use the word ‘mechanism’ to request and provision. 
Proposed Change: 
LPPe SHALL support request and provision of Radio Map data for a selected area
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed proposed change as per CR 184R01

	A006
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.3.3
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Use of ‘Crowd Sourcing’ is not consistent. Somewhere is used in upper case and in some other parts in lower case, such as in requirements, MLI-028/029
Proposed Change: 
Change to ‘Crowd Sourcing’, every where applicable
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed proposed solution: use “crowdsourcing” throughout. This is different from what is proposed in CR 183. This editorial note supersedes CR 183.


3.2 OMA-TS-LPPe-V2_0-20140828-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2014.10.17
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: No definition of EARFCN
Proposed Change: 
EARFCN SHOULD be added to abbreviations
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted change:

Add: EARFCN – EUTRA Absolute Radio Frequency Channel Number

to abbreviations in section 3.3 

	B002
	2014.10.17
	E
	5.2
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: Typographic error 
Proposed Change: 
“Theadditional “-> “The additional”
	Status: CLOSED

Accept proposed change.

	B003
	2014.10.17
	E
	5.2.6.1
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment:  Editorial/grammar improvement

Proposed Change: 
Suggest “It is not allowed to mix crowdsourcing and positioning support in the same LPP Request Location Information and Provide Location Information messages.” Be replaced with “Mixing of crowdsourcing and positioning support in the same LPP Request Location Information and Provide Location Information messages is not allowed.” 
	Status: CLOSED

Accept proposed change

	B004
	2014.10.17
	E
	6.4.1
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment:  OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-HeatMap-ID Typographic error
Proposed Change: 
OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-HeatMap-ID  field descriptions
	Status: CLOSED

Accept proposed change

	B005
	2014.10.17
	E
	6.4.1, 6.5.7.7, 6.5.11.3
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment:  Minor typographical problem  - many descriptive paragraphs and with double full stops.
e.g. in  OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-WLAN-Group-Data

after WLAN APs
Proposed Change: 
Correct double full stops to single ones.
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted proposed change: check document for double full stops and correct accordingly (in text not ASN.1 code).

	B006
	2014.10.17
	E
	6.4.1
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment:  .Typographic error
Proposed Change: 
OMA-LPPe-ver2-0- Transmitter-Properties
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted proposed change

	B007
	2014.10.17
	E
	6.4.1
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: In OMA-LPPe-CommonIEsProvideCapabilities  field and some others, descriptions are irregularly formatted
Proposed Change: 
start of paragraphs in table should be aligned
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted proposed change

	B008
	2014.10.17
	E
	6.5.8.2, 6.5.8.7, 6.5.11.2,  6.5.14.2
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: Minor editorial - ver2-0-WLAN-Group-IDs

And some others - Text has mixed  font  where not expected

Proposed Change: 
Fonts in affected paragraphs should be aligned with document style
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted proposed change

	B009
	2014.10.17
	E
	6.5.8.2
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-ApplicabilityWindow

Broken link
Proposed Change: 
should link to fig 24
	Status: CLOSED
Accepted proposed change

	B010


	2014.10.17
	Q
	6.5.10.9
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: What is the difference between barometric pressure and atmospheric pressure?
Proposed Change: 
Text clarification required 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed solution as per CR 186

	B011
	2014.10.17
	E
	6.5.11.2
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: .Srn group list size should be symbolic (also is it 64 or 128?)

Proposed Change: 
Srn group list size should be defined via a symbol and should be consistent.
	Status: CLOSED

Comment withdrawn.

	B012
	2014.10.17
	Q
	6.5.12.7
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0035

Comment: Is diagram wrong? A roll axis parallel with the longer side of the phone would seem more natural (cf. a boat)

Proposed Change: 
Confirm that diagram is as intended (and correct if not).
	Status: CLOSED

Clarified. No changes required.

	B013
	2014.10.17
	Q
	6.5.14.3
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0035

Comment: Should apDeviceType  be replaced with modulation type and band similarly to recent changes in SUPL?

Proposed Change: 
Use AP type and modulation consistently with SUPL
	Status: CLOSED

Comment withdrawn.

	B014
	2014.10.17
	T
	6.5.14.2
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0035

Comment: OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-Crowdsourcing-WLAN-AP-Measurements APreported Altitude in floors needs clarification as it depends on the area where the floor definition applies to (e.g. the civic address, or tower ID). It is not a measurement in the same sense that the altitude in metres is.
Proposed Change: 
Add clarification of what floor number applies to. I.e. Floor Number provided by the indicated AP. 
	Status: CLOSED

Clarified, no changes needed.

	B015
	2014.10.17
	E
	G6
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0035

Comment: Table entries contain Word reference errors “
Error! Objects cannot be created from editing field codes.”
Proposed Change: 
Correct Word references
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B016
	2014.10.24
	E
	2.1


	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: [36.133] and [36.214] in Normative References to be written in bold
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.


	B017
	2014.10.24
	E
	5.2.3.1


	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Spelling in title of Figure 8 wrong
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B018
	2014.10.24
	E
	5.2.6.2
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: In step 5, transaction ID T4 to be updated to T3
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B019
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.8.2
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: In OMA-LPPe-WLAN-AP-Type-Data IE, ver2-0-propagation field should applies only to LPPe 2.0. 
Proposed Change: In the description of this field, add the following sentence.

“This field applies only to LPPe 2.0”
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B020
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.8.2
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: In the field descriptions of OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-CircularPropagation IE, the first character of field name to be lower case. 
Proposed Change: 

Applicability ( applicability, Stddev ( stddev
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B021
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.8.2
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: In the field descriptions of OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-ApplicabilityWindow IE, the first character of field name to be lower case. 
Proposed Change: 

Width (width, Stddev ( stddev
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B022
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.8.2
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Wrong IE name
Proposed Change: 

OMA-LPPe-RF-PropModel ( OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-PropModel
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B023
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.8.3
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: In OMA-LPPe-WLAN-AP-RequestAssistanceData IE, ver2-0-propagation field should applies only to LPPe 2.0. 
Proposed Change: In the description of this field, add the following sentence.

“This bit only applies to LPPe 2.0.”
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B024
	2014.10.24
	T
	6.5.8.3
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Regarding ver2-0-maxVisibleAPs, up to 16 visible APs may not be enough to provide high location accuracy in case that most of visible APs include mobile APs(e.g. tethering devices) and give rise to low RSSI value (e.g. the airport or convention center with high ceiling where most APs are deployed). Theoretically, mobile APs cannot be used for location because they do not have their own RF heatmap. Also if most of RSSI values from visible APs are low, more visible APs are helpful to reduce the location error by increasing the discrimination of RF heatmap.

Proposed Change: 

Increase the maxVisibleAPs (32 or 64)
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to increase maxVisibleAPs to 32

	B025
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.8.3
6.5.8.7

6.5.11.3

6.5.11.9

6.5.12.1

6.5.12.5
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: For consistency of naming rule of IEs, the following IE needs to be revised. (Remove ‘-‘)
Proposed Change: 

1) OMA-LPPe-ver-2-0-AP-PropagationTypes (
OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-AP-PropagationTypes

2) OMA-LPPe-ver-2-0-RF-Propagation-Capability ( OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-Propagation-Capability
3) OMA-LPPe-ver-2-0-RF-PropagationTypes ( OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-RF-PropagationTypes
4) ver-2-0-pdrError ( ver2-0-pdrError

5) ver-2-0-pdrMeasurementList ( ver2-0-pdrMeasurementList 
6) ver-2-0-pdrMeasrementError ( ver2-0-pdrMeasurementError
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B026
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.11.9
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Mis-spelling
Proposed Change: 

vert-0-transmitterProperties ( ver2-0-transmitterProperties 
	Status: CLOSED

Already addressed by CR 162

	B027
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.12.2
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: In the first paragraph, IE name is misspelled. Also in field descriptions, the first character of field name to be lower case. 
Proposed Change: 

1) OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-PDR-StepLengthEstimationModelList( OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-PDR-StepFrequencyHeightModelList
2) Alpha ( alpha

3) Bet ( beta

4) Gamma ( gamma


	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor.

	B028
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.12.6
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Mis-spelling 
Proposed Change: 

1) In case that Conditional presence is IfAccel, it is correct that the information on accelerometer, not gyroscope
2) IfMagnetol ( IfMagneto
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor. 

	B029
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.12.8
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Remove blank and mis-spelling 
Proposed Change: 

1) OMA-LPPe- ver2-0-PDR-ProvideCapabilities ( OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-PDR-ProvideCapabilities
2) OMA-LPPe-PDR-ProvideCapabilities ( OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-PDR-ProvideCapabilities
	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor. 

	B030
	2014.10.24
	E
	6.5.12.

12
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Mis-spelling in title of field description table
Proposed Change: 

1) OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-PDR-Categry -> OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-PDR-SensorCategory
2) In OMA-LPPe-ver2-0-PDR-Sensor Technologies field description table,
gyro: specifies the rmflrensor technology is gyroscope  (
gyro: specifies the Sensor technology is gyroscope;

	Status: CLOSED

Will be addressed by editor. 


	B031
	2014.10.24
	E
	Appendix G.6
	Source: ETRI

Form:  Doc#0062
Comment: Most of mathematics formula are not visible and  express the following errors


Error! Objects cannot be created from editing field codes. 
Proposed Change: Re-copy the origin paragraph and mathematics formula 
	Status: CLOSED

Already addressed by comment B015.

	B032
	2014.10.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
List of definitions in section 3.2 is not in the alphabetical order.  
Proposed Change: 
Put the definitions in alphabetical order 
	Status: CLOSED

Addressed in CR 183.

	B033
	2014.10.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
BSIC acronym is not in the alphabetical order. It should be after BCCH and before BSSID. 
Proposed Change: 
Change the order of BSIC alphabetically
	Status: CLOSED

Addressed in CR 183 with the exception: BSIC means “Base Station Identity Code”

	B034
	2014.10.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
First bullet point in the first paragraph of this section seems to be unfinished and is not clear what capabilities it talks about, target capabilities or what? 

“LPP Provide / Request Capabilities (from 3GPP Rel-9 or later)
Proposed Change: 
Please modify or clarify
	Status: CLOSED
Comment does not apply.

	B035
	2014.10.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Description of EPDU-ID should not say ‘…integer ID…’. Instead, it should only be ID. The type of the ID is already defined as Integer above the table and there is no need to include that in the description. 
Proposed Change: 
EPDU-ID

This field provides a unique ID for the external positioning method
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed proposed change as per CR 187R01

	B036
	2014.10.24
	Q
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
First sentence of the one before last paragraph “LPPe specifies an extension to each of the eight messages” is confusing. 

Where is ‘eight messages’ coming from? 
Proposed Change: 
Please clarify
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed proposed change as per CR 187R01

	B037
	2014.10.24
	E
	5.1/

5.2.6.1/

6.5.2.3/

6.5.5.2/C.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Use of ‘SHALL’ and ‘shall’ is used inconsistently across the spec. ‘SHALL’ is used in the listed sections, but everywhere else ‘shall’ is used. 
Proposed Change: 
Use SHALL/shall consistently where applicable. Either use ‘shall’ or ‘SHALL’ everywhere.  
	Status: CLOSED
The agreed solution is: the following sections are normative: 4.4, 5 and 6

Appendix C is informative. Update spec accordingly.

In all normative sections: replace “shall” with “SHALL” (“shall not” with “SHALL NOT”).

In all informative sections: replace “SHALL” with “will” and “SHALL NOT” with “will not”.
Apply the same to “must” and “must not”

	B038
	2014.10.24
	T
	5.2.1.1/5.2.2.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Description of the first steps in diagrams 1 and 5 indicates that these arrows indicate initial requests, but this is not reflected in the diagram, while the arrows in second steps indicate the end of the transaction and are reflected in the diagram. 

So, first steps are not shown as initial requests, while the second steps are indicated as end transactions. Consistency is needed.

Proposed Change: 
Change first steps to (initial transaction T1, …) 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed solution: no change required.

	B039
	2014.10.24
	T
	5.2.1.1/5.2.2.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
It is hard to see any difference between step 3 and 4 and can be confusing.

Step 4 is not needed and instead, the description of step 3 in these figures can be modified to capture the functionality of step 4.

Similar comments apply to other sections and diagrams, where new transactions are shown in these diagrams, though they are repetitions of first transactions.

Proposed Change: 
Remove step 4 from the diagram in both figures and modify the text of step 3 to include the continuation of sending LPP ProvideAssistanceData and ProvideLocationInformatio respectively 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed solution: no change required

	B040
	2014.10.24
	T
	5.2.5.2/5.2.5.2.1/5.2.5.2.2
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Similar to the comment above, we do not need separate steps, step 3 and 5 in figure 13. 

The associated description does not consider steps 3 and 5 as separate transactions. It says that steps 3 and 5 are repetitions of step 2 and 4 respectively. 

Step 3 and 5 are not needed and instead, the description of step 2 and 4 in this figure can be modified to capture the functionality of step 2 and 4.

Furthemore, description in step 6 of 5.2.5.2.2 states this repetition and makes steps 3 and 5 redundant.

Proposed Change: 
Remove steps 3 and 5 from the diagram and modify the text of step 3 to include the continuation of sending LPP ProvideAssistanceData respectively 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed solution: no change required

	B041
	2014.10.24
	T
	6.2.2.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Description of lppeVersion and messageExtensionBody is missing in the table of this section.

Proposed Change: 
Please provide the required description  
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed proposed change as per CR 185R02

	B042
	2014.10.24
	E
	Across the document. 
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
There are quite a few editorial mistakes, which the editor could correct by using the spellcheck or go through 400 pages quickly(. 

Some examples, ‘to be broadcast’ instead of ‘to be broadcasted’, ‘Contents’ instead of ‘content’ and many more other cases.

Proposed Change: 
Run a spellcheck across the document. 
	Status: CLOSED

Editor to use spelling checker.

	B043
	2014.10.24
	E
	throughout
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: mtg
Comment: There are many ASN.1 errors in the spec which were revealed by running the ASN.1 parts of the spec through an ASN.1 parser. 

Proposed Change: correct ASN.1 as per OMA-LOC-2014-0162-CR_LPPe_2.0_TS_ASN.1_Corrections
	Status: CLOSED 

CR is agreed.

	B044
	2014.10.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: mtg
Comment: The static conformance requirements are incomplete and do not address features added in LPPe 2.0 

Proposed Change: update the static conformance requirements as per OMA-LOC-2014-0163-CR_LPPe_2.0_TS_Static_Conformance_Requirements_Updates
	Status: CLOSED

CR is agreed



	B045
	2014.11.4
	T
	Appendix G
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: mtg
Comment: There is an error in Appendix G regarding reorientation of a rectangular heat map area into an area corresponding to a parallelogram. Specifically, in section G.4.1, the first paragraph describes shifting of rows or columns of grid points in a rectangular array to create a new array of grid points in the shape of a parallelogram that better overlays some area of interest. The included figures 41 and 42 illustrate shifting of rows or columns of grid points for clockwise angles θ of one pair of sides of the parallelogram that are between 0° and 90°. The description is also supposed to apply to angles θ (not illustrated) between 0° and -90°. However, for negative θ, rows of grid points should be shifted in the negative X direction (and not positive X direction as stated in the description) and columns of grid points should be shifted in the negative Y direction (and not positive Y direction) towards a portion of the line with angle θ that lies below the X axis (and not the portion of the line shown in Figure 42 that lies above the X axis)
Proposed Change: see OMA-LOC-2014-0182-CR_LPPe_2.0_Correction_of_RF_Heat_Map_Reorientation 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed proposed change as per CR 182


3.3 OMA-ERELD-LPPe-V2_0-20140826-D
No comments received.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2014.01.23
	E
	5
	Source: Ian Blair

Form: Doc #0063

Comment: Reference for TS is missing.
Proposed Change: 
“TBD” for this review is “OMA-TS-LPPe-V2_0-20140828-D”
	Status: CLOSED

Editor to update ERELD.

	C002
	2014.10.24
	E
	2.2
	Source: NEC
Form: #OMA-CONR-2014-0053
Comment: 
Reference to OMADICT is missing in the Informative References section.
Proposed Change: 
[OMADICT] 

“Dictionary for OMA Specifications”, Version 1.9, Open Mobile Alliance™,
OMA-ORG-Dictionary-V1_9, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
	Status: CLOSED

Apply proposed change.
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