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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
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full / Followup / Preliminary
	2009.01.23
	Select: F2F / Email / ConfCall
	
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-200ymmdd-<state>

	Preliminary
	2009.03.26
	Email
	ARC
	Email comments from Huawei

	Full
	2009.04.22
	F2F
	DM
	Full review and resolution on all comments – all comments resolved via OMA-DM-DM13-2009-0015R02.


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-AD-DM-V1_3-20090129-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.03.25
	E
	Catalog
	Source: Huawei 
Form: INP doc

Comment: 

The contents and page number in the “Contents” “Figure””Table” are obsolete.

Proposed Change:  Update the catalog to make it accurate.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Agreed – will update the ToC.

	A002
	2009.03.25
	E
	2.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The reference for [ARCH-PRINC] and [OMADICT] are incomplete

Proposed Change: Fill the version information
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Agreed.  Will use the latest Approved versions.



	A003
	2009.03.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The definitions are incomplete

Proposed Change: Add definitions for MO, DM Authority, DM Server, DM Client
	Status: CLOSED

Response: MO is defined in the OMA Dictionary (currently as Device Management Object, soon to be just Management Object). DM Server and DM Client are in the DM dictionary, 



	A004
	2009.03.25
	E
	3.3
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The abbreviations are incomplete

Proposed Change: Add abbreviations for DM, MO
	Status: CLOSED

Response:  Agreed, those abbreviations need to be in the OMA Dictionary.

	A005
	2009.03.25
	E
	4
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: 
Add additional information about DM as follows:

Device Management includes, but is not restricted to setting initial configuration information in Devices, subsequent updates of persistent information in Devices, retrieval of management information from Devices, execute primitives on the Devices and processing events and alarms generated by Devices. 
Proposed Change: See above
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Agreed, will be in the CR.

	A006
	2009.03.25
	E
	5.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: 
Remove the following sentence since they are duplicate with bullets below:

DM 1.3 has a dependency upon SyncML Common 1.3.

Additionally, DM 1.3 optionally depends on: 
Proposed Change: see above.
	Status: CLOSED

Response:  Agreed, will remove the extra bullet.

	A007
	2009.03.25
	E
	5.3.4.5
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: 
The MO schemas are exposed by the {DM Client} through its device management tree. The parameters exposed through the MO schema may be targeted by the {DM Server} through the Target LocURI element of the DM representation protocol in DM messages.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: CLOSED

Resposne:  Agreed, this change to the text is fine.

	A008
	2009.03.25
	E
	5.4
	Source: Huawei 
Form: INP doc
Comment: Space is missing in the “Step 2: ... Then the DM Serversends the initialization package...”
Proposed Change: Change “Serversends” to “Server sends”
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Agreed, easy editorial change.

	A009
	2009.03.25
	E
	5.4
	Source: Huawei 
Form: INP doc
Comment: Space is missing in the “Step 4: The DM Serverreviews the command responses and ….”
Proposed Change: Change “Serverreviews” to “Server receives”
	Status: CLOSED

Response:  Agreed, easy editorial change.

	A010
	2009.03.25
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: Huawei 
Form: INP doc
Comment: Space is missing in the “Optionally, the DM ServerMAY send an out-of-band notification ….”
Proposed Change: Change “ServerMAY” to “Server MAY”
	Status: CLOSED

Response:  Agreed, easy editorial change.

	A011
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment: Remove the dashed interface between DMA and other MOs since it is not involved in this enabler

Proposed Change: delete
	Status: CLOSED

Response:  the extra MOs are in there to show how DM could be extended, they are there for informational purposes (hence the dashed line). Will ask for clarification.

Will remove the data objects from the diagram, but keep text in a different section.

	A012
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  Remove the CP message and DM message dashed arrows since they are between elements not being defined in this enabler

Proposed Change: delete
	Status: CLOSED 

Response: The CP and DM message dahsed lines are there to show how a message is brought into the enabler. Will ask for further clarification.
MP suggested that the line from the CP enabler be solid.

	A013
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment: DM-2 should be a uni-directional arrow

Proposed Change: make arrow into client
	Status: CLOSED 

Response:  Ok, DM-2 will be made unidirectional into the server.

	A014
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  I don’t understand w7.  Is it a standardized application?  The explanation includes CP enabler and CP message, but the diagram does not show this (it shows DM-Func)

Proposed Change: unclear.  May need diagram changes too.
	Status: CLOSED 

Response: w7 is a standardized AC that is used to provision DM. It is the equivalent to the DMAcc MO. Not sure how to clarify this further.

MP’s suggestion is to simplify the diagram. Boxes represent executable code. Arrows represent interfaces to executable boxes. 

Remove the data boxes, as a means to clarify the setup. Move text on objects to new section “Data Objects”

DM-5 needs to go away

Remove Management Authority, as it is not needed

Make the CP-1 line solid, and in the text mark it as optional.

NOTE:  create a new informative section with the current diagram and the out-of-scope descriptions.  For the informative diagram, just remove the data objects

	A015
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment: “The DM Client is the abstract software component in a Device implementation” – what forces the implementation to be only in a Device.  Deployment statement not appropriate in a spec.

Proposed Change: delete “in a Device implementation”
	Status: CLOSED 

Response: If not in a device, where would it possibly be?  Unsure why this is necessary to delete.

MP’s goal is to have DM run on everything, not just mobile phones, so removing the phrase is ok.

	A016
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  “The DM Server is the abstract software component in a deployed Device Management infrastructure” – no reason to make deployment statement, and “Device Management infrastructure” is not defined.

Proposed Change: remove “in a deployed Device Management infrastructure”
	Status: CLOSED 

Response: it is necessary to have the infrastructure – we have split out the concept of a management authority from the DM server – the DM server can operate but needs data from the management authority.  Unsure why it is necessary to delete.

Same as for A015, will remove the phrase.



	A017
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.4.1

5.3.4.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment: what does “layered interface” mean?  Does the word “layered” have any meaning; are any interfaces ever not layered?

Proposed Change: remove “layered” everywhere it appears
	Status: CLOSED 

Resposne:  Agreed, the word “layered” adds nothing to the text.

	A018
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.4.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  why is “formal” in the first sentence.  Are the other interfaces “informal”?

Proposed Change: remove word
	Status: CLOSED 

Response:  Agreed, “formal” adds nothing to the sentence.



	A019
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.4.3
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment: why include the last sentence?  Is there not even a “yes” or “no” (it worked or didn’t) response – that seems strange.

Proposed Change: delete sentence
	Status: CLOSED 

Response:  this is intentional – we do not want responses from the client as to whether the bootstrap was successful – just the device connecting to the server is enough of an indication.  No need to remove the sentence. Will attempt to clarify this in the text.

	A020
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.4.4
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  same as A19 except for this section

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 

See response to A019.

	A021
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.4.5
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment: “may be targeted” – is it possible not to be targeted??  Is there an alternative?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 

Response:  Agreed that “targeted” is not entirely clear.  However, using other words, such as “accessed” then requires a lot of other words, such as “replaced” and “added”.
Will just use “accessed”.

	A022
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.2 (out of order, sorry)
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  the DMA and dashed lines into DM enabler should be removed – not specified, out of scope

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 

Response:  the dashed lines are for informational purposes, and aid in the understanding of how the messages get to the DM client. (which is why they are marked as out-of-scope)
See A014 (new informative section with current diagram)

	A023
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.3.4.7

5.3.4.8

5.3.4.9
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  move these sections to informative section, not part of spec

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 

Response:  these are indeed informational (and could be marked as such) but are there to aid in the understanding of how messages get to the DM client.
See A014 (new informative section with current diagram)

	A024
	2009.3.28
	T
	5.5
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: input document

Comment:  security flows are outside of the enabler, not intrinsic, handled by deployment choices of SP.  The section identifies the requirements on the deployment, not on the enabler – this should be clarified.

Proposed Change: Clarify that the bullets are requirements that need to be handled by SP in the deployment, separate from the enabler.
	Status: CLOSED 

Response:  not entirely true.  A DM client sets up the communication to the DM server, and the security aspects are initially handled as part of this setup.
Will go with MP’s ideas that the security choices are up to the service provider  to determine and will attempt to keep some of the information as things that the service provider should do.
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