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BCAST 1.0 Internal Consistency Review Report
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Note : AD review by ARC WG was finished at Vancouver meeting.
            REview of ETR and ETRRR by IOP WG was finished at Vancouver meeting.

	Group Presenting Document:
	OMA BAC BCAST

	Date of This Report:
	18 April 2006

	
	


Note : This report is for the collection of comments and agreed resolutions for BCAST 1.0 Consistency review till BCAST officially declares the start of BCAST 1.0 consistency review. The content of this reports will be reflected on the formal BCAST 1.0 Consistency review report later. 

1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	BCAST
	Source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	DLDRM
	Source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2006.03.29
	CC
	BCAST
	OMA-BCAST-2006-0269-CR-FDT-Instance-schema-Main
OMA-BCAST-2006-0270-CR-FDT-Instance-schema-DVB-Adapt
OMA-BCAST-2006-0271-CR-FDT-Instance-schema-MBMS-Adapt

	Full 
	2006.04.03
	F2F 
	BCAST, DLDRM
	Please refer the document list of OMA-BCAST-2006-0331R02-MINUTES_03Apr2006Vancouver-Joint-BCAST-DLDRM-Meeting-Notes

	Full 
	2006.04.04
	F2F
	BCAST
	Please refer the document list of OMA-BCAST-2006-0348R01-MINUTES_03Apr2006BCAST-only-Meeting-Vancouver

	Full
	2006.04.05
	F2F
	BCAST
	MINUTES_03Apr2006BCAST-only-Meeting-Vancouver

	Full
	2006.04.05
	F2F
	BCAST, SEC
	OMA-BCAST-2006-0343R01--SrvCntProtection_secure_storage_definition
OMA-BCAST-2006- 0344R01-AD_secure_storage

	
	
	
	
	

	Full
	2006.04.12
	CC
	BCAST, DRM
	OMA-BCAST-2006-0337R1

OMA-BCAST-2006-0288R2


2. Review Comments

2.1 < OMA-RD-BCAST-V1_0-20060113-D >

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	RD001
	2006.03.31
	N
	6.2.1
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0302, Vancouver meeting

Comment :

In the BCAST RD, requirement BC-02 stipulates that the BCAST Enabler shall be useable over any IP-based BDSs.  However, the examples cited in BC-02 include ISDB-T and T-DMB, which are not IP-based broadcast distribution technologies.  
Proposed Resolution :
Therefore, ISDB-T and T-DMB should be removed as examples in BC-02.


	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-302R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	RD002
	2006.04.01
	
	3.2
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0303R1,Vancouver meeting
Comment:

The definition of “Broadcast Subscription” indicates that the commercial relationship exists between an End User and a Mobile Broadcast Service Provider.  By such definition, it seems that the establishment of paid service account requires the End User’s authentic identity to be disclosed to the Service Provider.
	Status: OPEN 


	RD003
	2006.04.01
	
	6.1.4
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0303, Vancouver meeting
Comment:
For paid services, it does not appear PRIV-01 can be met in terms of withholding identity information from the Broadcast Service provider, with respect to the definition of “Broadcast Subscription” given in Sec. 3.2.  Specifically, it seems that in order to set up a paid service account, identity information of the End User must be disclosed to the Service Provider
	Status: OPEN 

	RD004
	2006.04.01
	
	6.1.4
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0303R1, Vancouver meeting
Comment:
For Pay-per-View content purchase, it does not appear PRIV-02 can be met in terms of withholding consumption information from the Broadcast Service or Content provider.  Specifically, it seems that the very nature of purchasing a particular PPV program implies the intent of its consumption.  For subscription-based paid services, while general consumption information can typically be inferred at a “channel” level, specific consumption details at any given time, at the “program” level, is generally unknown to the service/content provider.

Proposed resolution:

Remove the PPV component of paid services from PRIV-02, and qualify the capability to withhold consumption information at the “program” level.  It is proposed to modify the requirement as follows:

“It SHALL be possible to prevent disclosing to the Service Provider or to the Content Provider information about the free-to-air as well as subscription-based paid services and content effectively consumed by the End User, at a time-specific program level.”
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-303R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.2 < OMA-AD-BCAST-V1_0-20060329-D >

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	AD001
	2006.03.31
	
	5.2.2
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0314
Comment:
Description for BDS-1 is missing the functionality of signaling the content priority by the BCAST Enabler to the underlying BDS.
Proposed resolution:
Add “Content priority” to the description of BDS-1 such that the resulting description becomes::
“Unprotected and/or protected BCAST Service, content-unprotected and/or content-protected BCAST Service, BCAST Service attributes and Content attributes, BCAST Service/Content priority, Notification, Notification priority, Service Guide and Security material.

Note: Service protection or Content Protection of RTP streams may be employed by the BDS itself, if available.”
	Status: OPEN 

BCAST Agree that notification priority is needed; tentative agreement in concept that broadcast service/content priority is valid given some qualifiers (to indicate public service/safety user gets priority

	AD002
	2006.03.31
	
	5.3.2
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0314
Comment:
Description for FD-B1 is missing the functionality of signaling the file content priority by the BCAST Enabler to the underlying BDS.

Proposed resolution:

Add “Signaling of content priority to the underlying BDS” to the description of FD-B1 such that the resulting description becomes:

“Delivery of a service and/or content protected file or a bundle of files to BDS.

Delivery of signalling information to a file or bundle of files distribution.

Delivery of bearer information used for a file or bundle of files distribution.

Signaling of content priority to the underlying BDS.
Note: If BDS service distribution does not exist, then the interface defined for FD-B1 is applied for x-1 and/or x-2.”
	Status: OPEN 

BCAST’s tentative agreement in concept that broadcast service/content priority is valid given some qualifiers (to indicate public service/safety user gets priority

	AD003
	2006.03.31
	
	5.3.3
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0314
Comment:
Description for SD-B1 is missing the functionality of signaling the stream content priority by the BCAST Enabler to the underlying BDS.

Proposed resolution:

Add “Signaling of content priority to the underlying BDS” to the description of SD-B1such that the resulting description becomes:

“Delivery of a stream to BDS.

Delivery of a protected stream to BDS.

Delivery of a stream attribute to determine bearers used for stream distribution.

Delivery of bearer information used for a stream distribution.

Delivery of a BDS specific profile for the adaptation of Stream to BDS.

Signaling of content priority to the underlying BDS.
Note:  If BDS service distribution does not exist, then the interface defined for FD-B1 is applied for x-1 and/or x-2.”
	Status: OPEN 

BCAST’s tentative agreement in concept that broadcast service/content priority is valid given some qualifiers (to indicate public service/safety user gets priority

	AD004
	2006.03.31
	
	5.3.7
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0314
Comment:
Description for NT-B1 is missing the functionality of signaling the notification message priority by the BCAST Enabler to the underlying BDS.

Proposed resolution:

Add “Signaling of notification message priority to the underlying BDS” to the description of NT-B1 such that the resulting description becomes:

“Delivery of a notice of notification event
Delivery of a notification message to BDS or Interaction Network
Signaling of notification message priority to the underlying BDS”
	Status: OPEN 
BCAST Agree that notification priority is needed; tentative agreement in concept that broadcast service/content priority is valid given some qualifiers (to indicate public service/safety user gets priority

	AD005
	2006.04.04
	Y
	5.3.4.3 and 5.3.4.3
	Source: SEC WG
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0344
Comment:
The terminal internal interfaces existence in SP and CP diagram may people confused because the internal interface will not be defined. 
Proposed resolution:

Use gray color for the terminal internal interface

The detailed proposal are contained in OMA-BCAST-2006-0344
	Status: Open
OMA-BACST-2006-0344R1 was temporally agreed at BCAST-SEC joint meeting on April 5th 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.3 < OMA-TS-BCAST_Services-V1_0-20060326-D >
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SE001
	2006.04.01
	Y
	All
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

The TS Services uses template from 2004. 

Proposed resolution:

Use template from 2006.


	Status : OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed with the proposed resolution at Vancouver meeting.

	SE002
	2006.04.01
	Y
	All
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Document template guidelines (instructions on yellow notes) should be removed.

Proposed resolution:

Remove all document template guidelines (instructions on yellow notes). In section 3.1 remove also the text: “This is an informative document, which is not intended to provide testable requirements to implementations.”


	Status : OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed with the proposed resolution at Vancouver meeting.

	SE003
	2006.04.01
	N
	1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Scope of the document missing.

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0323 resolves this one.

 
	Status: Open
OMA-BCAST-2006-323R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE004
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Definition of Broadcast Roaming uses unknown concepts “Mobile Broadcast Service Provider” and “Home Mobile Broadcast Service Provider”

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0322 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN


	SE005
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Consistent use of term “Mobile Broadcast Service” has to be enforced and the definition of “Broadcast Service” should be updated.

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0322 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN


	SE006
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Definition of “Long-Term Key Message” and “Short-Term Key Message” missing. (Actually, placeholder for “Long-Term Key Message” exist already).


	Status: OPEN


	SE007
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Definition of “User ID” uses unknown concepts of “Home Service Provider” and “Visited Service Provider”

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0322 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN


	SE008
	2006.04.01
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Some BCAST abbreviations missing.

Proposed resolution:

Use abbreviations as presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01.
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-298R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE009
	2006.04.01
	N
	4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Part of the introduction contains text usually found in section “scope”. The introduction should be enhanced.

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0323 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-323R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE010
	2006.04.01
	Y?
	ALL
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-325
Comment:

32 bits NTP time for second filed is valid to use for all timestamps in BCAST specs unless the seconds field overflows on February 6, 2036 06:28:16 UTC, but current [BCAST10-ESG] and [BCAST10-Services] is using the data type of int (32bits), i.e. signed 32-bit integer, for NTP time. Because the left most bit of a signed integer is a "sign bit", we actually only have 31 useful bits for second field which is overflowed already. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change the data type of all NTP time parameters in [BCAST10-Services] from int (32 bits) to unsignedInt (32 bits).
	Status : Open
OMA-BCAST-2006-325R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.


	SE011
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.4
	Source : Samsung and LGE

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0310
Comment : 

The usage of current Global Status code is missing.

The description about the usage of Global status code for BGI is missing.

Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0310 resolves this one.


	
Status: Open
OMA-BCAST-2006-310R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE012
	2006.04.02
	Y
	5.1.6.5
	Source: Huawei

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0328>

Comment:
In the message which indicates Subscription Renewal Response is rejected by BSM, the description of the trigger has some editorial errors. “service order” needs to be changed into “subscription renew”
Proposed Solution:

Change the description of the trigger into : “If the subscription renew failed because the device was unregistered, the response includes a ROAP Registration Trigger**. The device is expected to use the trigger to initiate a registration and repeat the subscription renew once it is registered. The trigger is attached to the response as an additional MIME part.”
	Status: OPEN


	SE013
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0328>
Comment:
The description and the values column of PurchaseItemID in the subscription-Based Charging message is not correct.

Proposed Solution:
Change the description into: “The globally unique ID of the purchase item shown in the Service Guide fragment that describes what the end-user has ordered or cancelled. It should be noted that a particular Service Item may be available through several Purchase Items (e.g. because of bundling and several order options or purchase channels).”

	Status: OPEN


	SE014
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0328>
Comment:
The description in the description and the values column of PurchaseItemID in Token-Based Charging message is not correct.

Proposed Solution:
Change the description into: “The globally unique ID of the purchase item shown in the Service Guide fragment that represents the token product.)”

	Status: OPEN


	SE015
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.7.1
	Source: Huawei

Form:<OMA-BCAST-2006-0328>

Comment:
In the first paragraph, it indicates that the interactive access is through InteractiveAccessURL. But in Access fragment of SG, AlternativeAccessURL is used for interactive access.

Proposed Solution:

Change this paragraph into :

Service Guide allows describing several Accesses for a particular Service. The Service Guide MAY declare a Service in the Service Guide that has both broadcast access and the interactive access (through AlternativeAccessURL). In case the broadcast access becomes unavailable due to mobility (or some other reason), the Terminal MAY continue accessing the Service via AlternativeAccessURL, given that the Interaction Network is available.

	Status: OPEN



2.4 < OMA-TS-BCAST_Service-Guide-V1_0_0-20060324>

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG001
	2006.04.01
	Y?
	ALL
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-325
Comment:

32 bits NTP time for second filed is valid to use for all timestamps in BCAST specs unless the seconds field overflows on February 6, 2036 06:28:16 UTC, but current [BCAST10-ESG] and [BCAST10-Services] is using the data type of int (32bits), i.e. signed 32-bit integer, for NTP time. Because the left most bit of a signed integer is a "sign bit", we actually only have 31 useful bits for second field which is overflowed already. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change the data type of all NTP time parameters in [BCAST10-ESG]] from int (32 bits) to unsignedInt (32 bits).
	Status: OPEN 
OMA-BCAST-2006-325R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.


	SG002
	2006.03.30
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Some BCAST abbreviations missing.

Proposed resolution:

Use abbreviations as presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01.
	Status: OPEN
BCAST requested Nokia to clarify which abbreviation is to be used in TS-SG ( by using 298R1 )

	SG003
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The following text in the description on “Content” is not correct (the SG tables and diagram are correct): “The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment.”

Proposed resolution:

In the description of “Content” in 5.1.1, remove the following text “The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment.”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution
Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG004
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The text in Note 1 is a bit confusing. Although the group understands the meaning it is better to clarify this.

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, which is only one to either Service, Schedule, or Content Fragment.”

By

“Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, but one PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL NOT have links of more than one type.”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.
Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG005
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The terminal capabilities is not a feature of the service. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Depending on the terminal capabilities and the type of Service it may or may have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).”

By

“Depending on the type of Service it may or may have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).”
	Status: OPEN


	SG006
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The PreviewData Fragment does not reference the Service Fragment. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“As the part of the Service Guide, the Service fragment forms a central hub referenced by the other fragments including Access, Schedule, Content, PreviewData and PurchaseItem fragments”

By

“As the part of the Service Guide, the Service fragment forms a central hub associated with the other fragments including Access, Schedule, Content, PreviewData and PurchaseItem fragments”
	Status: OPEN

BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG007
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Last sentence of Schedule fragment description is not true (in conflict with both the normative table and the diagram). 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“This fragment may also be associated with the Service fragment, in which case it defines the timeframe of the Service availability”

By

“A service shall not be associated with more than one schedule fragment declaring default schedule and having no reference to content.”
	Status: OPEN


	SG008
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Last sentence of Content fragment description need to be clarified wrt direction of referencing. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“It may also have a reference to Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments.”

By

“It may also be associated with Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG009
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Typo in the description of Access fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to a the service.”

By

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to access the service.”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.



	SG010
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Normative text in otherwise informative descriptions of Access and Session Description.

Proposed resolution:
Replace

“If there are multiple Access fragments valid at the same time, the user MAY be given a chance to select which one to use”

By

“If there are multiple Access fragments valid at the same time, the user can be given a chance to select which one to use”

AND

Replace

“The session information SHALL be provided using syntax of SDP in text format.

Auxiliary information is provided in XML format and SHALL contain either 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions or Associated Delivery Descriptions.”

By

“The session information is provided using syntax of SDP in text format.

Auxiliary information is provided in XML format and contains either 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions or Associated Delivery Descriptions.”

AND

Replace

“A certain end-user MAY have a “preferred” purchase channel (e.g. his/her mobile operator) to which all purchase requests should be directed.”

By

“A certain end-user can have a “preferred” purchase channel (e.g. his/her mobile operator) to which all purchase requests should be directed.”

	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG011
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Last sentence of description of Session Description is confusing and does not add information value.

Proposed resolution:

Delete the following sentence:

“Note that SessionDescription may be used both for Service Guide delivery itself as well as for the content sessions.”
	Status: OPEN

BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG012
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Clarify the description of PurchaseData by removing confusing parts.

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“It carries information about pricing of a service/service bundle/content item and may target the service bundle to a specific user group. Also, information about promotional activities may be included in this fragment, e.g. coupons related to a certain service bundle.”

By

“It carries information about pricing of a service, a service bundle, or, a content item, and may target the service bundle to a specific user group. Also, information about promotional activities may be included in this fragment.”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG013
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Missing reference in the description of PurchaseChannel

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The PurchaseChannel maps to the BSM or Broadcast Subscription Management in the BCAST AD.”

By

“The PurchaseChannel maps to the BSM or Broadcast Subscription Management in the BCAST AD [BCAST10-Architecture].”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG014
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Typo in the first sentence of PurchaseChannel

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The PurchaseChannel fragment carries the information about the entity from which purchase of access and/or content rights for a certain service, service bundle or content item may be obtained, as defined in the PurchaseData fragment.”

By

“The PurchaseChannel fragment carries information about the entity from which purchase of access and/or content rights for a certain service, service bundle or content item may be obtained, as defined in the PurchaseData fragment.”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG015
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Cleaning up the description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor (use better English).

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“Its purpose is to allow quick validation of the Service Guide fragments that are either cached in the terminal or being transmitted. For that reason, the ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is preferably repeated if distributed over broadcast channel. It also provides the grouping of related Service Guide fragments and thus a means to determine completeness of such group.”

By:

“The descriptor allows quick identification of the Service Guide fragments that are either cached in the terminal or being transmitted. For that reason, the ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is preferably repeated if distributed over broadcast channel. The descriptor also provides the grouping of related Service Guide fragments and thus a means to determine completeness of such group.”


	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.


	SG016
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Delete the yellow note in section 5.1.1.

Proposed resolution:

Delete:

“Note: The necessity of scoping multiple SGDDs is to be further studied.”


	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG017
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The description of InteractivityData fragment is missing. It needs to be added.


	Status: OPEN


	SG018
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Many tables normatively defining the Service Guide fragments have a section tagged between “Start of program guide” and “End of program guide”. However, there is no descriptive text what this means. Such a description is needed.


	Status: OPEN


	SG019
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The element and attribute names are inconsistently formatted. Some start with capital letter while the others do not. Also some names use underscores. The format of naming should made consistent.


	Status: OPEN


	SG020
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Because all the fragments have the last element “<proprietary elements/attirbutes>”, it would be better to express this early on in section 5.1.2.

Proposed resolution:

The following text is to be added just in the beginning of the section 5.1.2:

“All the Service Guide fragments specified in this section are extensible by proprietary elements or attributes. An implementation being able to interpret the Service Guide fragments as specified in this section but not able to interpret the possible extensions will be able to ignore those extensions.”


	Status: OPEN


	SG021
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
In many fragments there is an unnecessary restriction that the “id” of the fragment must be globally unique. While we agree that URI provides a possibility having globally unique values, enforcing it in all cases is restrictive.

Proposed resolution:

Throughout section 5.1.2, in the context of “id”, replace the words “globally unique” with the words “unique at least within a Service Guide provided by a single Service Guide Generation/Adaptation/Distribution function”.


	Status: OPEN


	SG022
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Clean up PreviewDataIDRef throughout section 5.1.2.
Proposed resolution:

Throughout section 5.1.2, replace the current description of PreviewDataID:

“Reference to the PreviewData fragment which specifies an icon, pictogramme, animation or audio.”

By:

“Reference to the PreviewData fragment.”


	Status: OPEN


	SG023
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
There are few occurrences of element “ParentalRating” in the fragments. The cardinality of the element is “0..n” and the value “string”. The cardinality allows use of multiple Parental rating systems. However, interpreting just the string value does not allow one to understand which parental rating system is used.

Proposed resolution:

For “ParentalRating” element, add attribute “RatingSystem”

· Category: “NO/TO”

· Cardinality: “0..1”

· Description “Specifies the parental rating system in use, in which context the value of ParentalRating element is semantically defined. If this optional attribute is not present, the default RatingSystem SHALL according to ParentalRatingDescriptor of EIT in ETSI EN 300
·  468.” 

· Value: “string”


	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG024
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
There are few occurrences of element “UserRating” in the fragments. The description of this element is confusing (i.e. may mean any kind of user rating). 

Proposed resolution:

Remove all occurrences of element “UserRating”.


	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG025
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The legend under each fragment table should extend beyond E2 elements.

Proposed resolution:

Replace, for all fragment tables:

“
Legend: 

Type: E=Element A=Attribute E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element

”

By:

“

Legend: 

Type: E=Element, A=Attribute, E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element, E[n]=sub-element of element[n-1]
”


	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG026
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The first paragraph of 5.1.2.2 is very confusing and not understandable: “The schedule fragment is the technical declaration of the media sources of which is a content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of. This information can be completely hidden from the user. This can be composed of broadcasted streaming media, locally stored clipcast files or advertisements that should be presented at a certain time.”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The schedule fragment is the technical declaration of the media sources of which is a content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of. This information can be completely hidden from the user. This can be composed of broadcasted streaming media, locally stored clipcast files or advertisements that should be presented at a certain time.”

By:

“The schedule fragment specifies the time when content item(s) of a service are made available For scheduling purposes a set of content items can be associated with each other through schedule fragment (e.g. main content followed by advertisement). In such cases the detailed breakdown of scheduling information can be hidden from the user.”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG027
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
According to second paragraph of 5.1.2.2 the timing information related to schedule fragment is determined from Session Description for the case of live streaming media. This means that when one wants to schedule live streaming media ahead of time, one needs to provide not only schedule fragment but also the Session Description fragment. There is no technical problem with this – i.e. it works. Thus this comment is more a finding of a possible operational restriction. Therefore we would like to ask whether the group sees such method is practical or not.


	Status: OPEN


	SG028
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The following bullets in 5.1.2.2 are missing normative text and use slightly wrong terminology:

“

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SDP fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.
“

Proposed resolution:

Replace:
“

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SDP fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.
“

By:

“

• For live streaming media this *time* SHALL be defined in the SessionDescription fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* SHALL be declared by the presentation window.
“


	Status: OPEN


	SG029
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
E1 element ServiceIDRef is in conflict with the description of Content fragment in section 5.1.1. (“The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment”) It seems that the informative text makes a lot more sense.

Proposed resolution:

Change ServiceIDRef E1 element cardinality from “0..N” to “1” and the category from “NO/TM” to “NM/TM”. 
	Status: OPEN


	SG030
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
PurchaseItem top level element summary contains sub-element “PurchaseDataIDRef” which is not present in the fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Delete “PurchaseDataIDRef” from the top level element summary of PurchaseItem fragment
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1.

	SG031
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The fact that a PurchaseItem always requires at least one PurchaseData to refer to the Purchase item is captured in section 5.1.1. but should also be included in this normative section.

Proposed resolution:

1)
The following sentence is to be added as the last sentence of the first paragraph of 5.1.2.6:

“Every PurchaseItem fragment SHALL have at least one PurchaseData fragment associated with it.”

2)
Update the Service Guide data model diagram in section 5.1.1. For the link between PurchaseData and PurchaseItem, change the cardinality on the PurchaseData side from “0..n” to “1..n”.


	Status: OPEN


	SG032
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The specification of Service Guide Update and Management with respect to validTo should be enhanced to allow implicit interpretation when validity of fragment ends.
Proposed resolution:

In the very end of last paragraph of 5.4.5, add the following text:

“If the set of fragments belonging to the Service Guide are announced using the mechanism defined in section 5.4.1.1, then the terminal MAY assume from the absence of any fragment that the validity of the fragment has ended.”


	Status: OPEN


	SG033
	2006.04.01
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

At the end of this section, the note “Note: fragmentTransportID[i] and fragmentVersion[i] are entities to support caching of service_guide_fragments without requiring the terminal to decompress the service_guide_fragments.” is confusing and incorrect, because compression is performed at SGDU level not fragment level.

Proposed Resolution:
Remove this note.
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-324R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.


	SG034
	2006.04.01
	?
	5.4.4
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

To ease SGDU de-capsulation and fragment parsing efficiency at terminal-end, suggest to extend the value list of “fragmentEncoding[i]” field to indicate the detailed type of every fragment.

Proposed Resolution:

Change the values of fragmentEncoding[i] in the table from

“0 – Fragment is SDP encoded

1 – Fragment is XML encoded”


To 

“0 – SDP encoded Fragment

1 – XML encoded Service Fragment

2 –XML encoded Content Fragment

3 –XML encoded Schedule Fragment

4 –XML encoded Access Fragment

5 –XML encoded PurchaseItem Fragment

6 –XML encoded PurchaseData Fragment
7–XML encoded PurchaseChannel Fragment
8 –XML encoded PreviewData Fragment
9 –XML encoded InteractivityData Fragment

Other values are unspecified under BCAST 1.0“
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-324R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.


	SG035
	2006.04.01
	?
	3.2
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

There is no formal definition of SG fragment in [BCAST10-ESG].
Proposed Resolution:

Copy the definition of Service Guide Fragment as below from [BCAST10-Architecture] to [BCAST10-ESG] section 3.2.
“Service Guide Fragment: An atomic information component of the Service Guide, which can be compressed, encapsulated and transported in the absence of other parts of the Service Guide.” 


	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-324R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.


	SG036
	2006.03.25
	N
	5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5
	Source : Qualcomm and Bamboo

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R02

Comment : 

The current description of Session Description in Sec. 5.2.2.4 – Access is not clear in distinguishing session description related information from its instantiation either as a Session Description fragment, or encapsulation within the Access fragment.  Similarly, Sec. 5.2.2.5 – Session Description is not clear in its description of session description vs. associated delivery procedure description components of the MBMS User Service Description.  In addition, since only Session Description fragment is currently defined in the SG data model, for correctness it is proposed to replace the terms “SessionDescription fragment” and “AuxiliaryDescription fragment” in Sec. 5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5 by “session description information” and “auxiliary description information”, respectively.  This CR proposes modified text for these sections.

During the Seoul meeting, a comment was raised that auxiliary description information (as possibly contained in the Session_Description fragment) does not exist in the SDP.  Therefore, this revision contains the corresponding correction.  In addition, it contains some other text improvements relative to the previous version of the CR.  Lastly, the latest version of the SG TS is referenced for the proposed changes of this CR.
Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R2 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R3 was temporally agreed at BCAST meeting in Vancouver.


	SG037
	2006.03.24
	N
	5.4.2.2. and 5.4.4
	Source : Siemens

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0275

Comment: During the BCAST meeting in Seoul, the BCAST group decided that the service guide transport shall not prevent future extensions. This contribution fulfils the action assigned to analyse if the current spec allows future extensions to service guide transport in a way which is backwards-compatible.

The analysis has shown that currently, service guide transport does not offer a mechanism for extensibility – both SGDD and SGDU do not support extension elements. This contribution proposes a bug fix to solve that.
Proposed Resolution : Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0275 resolves this one.


	Status : Open
OMA-BCAST-2006-275R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SG038
	2006.03.30
	N
	Appendix G
	Source : Samsung and LGE

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0315
Comment : 

The usage of current Global Status code is missing.

The description about the usage of Global status code for BGI is missing.

Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0315 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-315R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SG039
	2006.04.02
	Y
	5.1.2.4

5.4.2.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
 “Poll” is different with “Pull”. Currently  “Poll” is used  in the description and the name of “NotificationPollURL”, it is not perfect.

Proposed Solution:

Change “Poll” to “Pull”. The detail changes are presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.
	Status: OPEN


	SG040
	2006.04.02
	
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
The description of NotificationRequestURL and NotificationPollURL need be exchanged.

And it will be “NotificationPullURL”, not “NotificationPollURL”
Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.

	Status: OPEN


	SG041
	2006.04.02
	
	7.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
TransportObjectID is E3 of E2 SessionInformation not an element of E1 DeliverySession. But it is also shown in the description column of E1 DeliverySession.

Proposed Solution:

It needs to be deleted from the description column of DeliverySession. Related change is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.
	Status: OPEN


	SG042
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The description of InteractiveData fragment is absent in 5.1.1.
Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0335-Add-InteractiveData-element-description
	Status: OPEN


	SG043
	2006.04.03
	
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The description of ‘EndTime’ in Content fragment has some editorial error.

Proposed Solution:

Change as:

The StartTime EndtTime of the content which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.
	Status: OPEN


	SG044
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
E1:’StartTime’ and ‘EndTime’ is not included in the description column of PurchaseItem.

Proposed Solution:

Add ‘StartTime’ and ‘EndTime’ before ‘ExtensionURL’ in the description column of PurchaseItem
	Status: OPEN


	SG045
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
PurchaseDataIDRef is not E1 of PurchaseItem, so it is not needed in the description column of PurchaseItem fragment. 

Proposed Solution:

Delete the PurchaseDataIDRef in the description column of PurchaseItem.
	Status: OPEN


	SG046
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
In the first sentence of the second paragraph of 5.1.2.10, it states InteractiveData fragment can be associate with access fragment. But the InteractiveData fragment has no association with access fragment base current data model. 

Proposed Solution:

Delete the “access fragment” in the first sentence of the second paragraph.

	Status: OPEN


	SG047
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
There is an error in description of E2:PresentationWindowID. It is reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the schedule fragment belongs, not access fragment belongs.

Proposed Solution:

Suggest change the description of PresentationWindowID into “Relation reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the schedule fragment belongs.” 

	Status: OPEN


	SG048
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The difference of E1 ScheduleReference and InteractiveWindow is not clear. Need more definition or change them.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0336-CR-to-InteractiveData-fragment
	Status: OPEN


	SG049
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
Base on SDP(RFC2327), media announcement (media name and transport address) is mandatory in media description. There is an error in SDP Example. So “m=..” is absent before “i=application-specific Service Guide flow “ in the SDP example.
Proposed Solution:

Add “m=application 16997 udp/ecm 0” before “i=application-specific Service Guide flow”
	Status: OPEN



2.5 < OMA-TS-BCAST_SvcCntProtection-V1_0-20060324-D>

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SC001
	2006.03.03
	N
	SP Bacn End Interface Section
	Source: KPN and Bamboo
Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0190R2
Comment :
Evolution in the security model and the need to support streams shared by multiple and independent BSMs now require the ability of the BSDA to generate Short Term Keys, deliver them using STKMs and use them for securing the transmitted content.

More specifically there are two issues with the current usage of BCAST-4 for service protection:

· Having the BSMs generate TEKs and deliver them to the BSDA for transmission over BCAST-5 could cause a number of synchronization problems. A BSDA may start using a TEK while the BSM has not yet issued the appropriate TEK in an STKM

· In a shared stream scenario, the TEK needs to be centrally generated for the shared stream so the TEKs cannot be generated in each BSM. Further the centrally generated TEK needs to then be delivered in multiple MIKEY message – one per BSM (corresponding to a current MSK),

To address these issue we propose to have the BSDA to generate TEKs on its own and consequently to generate the associated STKMs. This requires the BSDA to be aware of the long-term keys used by the BSM so that it can produce the STKMs for each BSM and deliver the generated keys. TEKs generated by the BSDA are then used for encrypting service data.

Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0190R2 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN

	SC002
	2006.03.30
	N
	Appendix D
	Source : Samsung and LGE

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0316
Comment : 

The usage of current Global Status code is missing.

The description about the usage of Global status code for BGI is missing.

Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0316 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-316R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SC003
	2006.04.01
	N
	New
	Source: <China Mobile>

Form: <OMA-BCAST-0264R1
Comment : 

The main purpose of this CR is to propose MBMS [3GPP 23.246] adaptation for the 4-layer service protection model described in the OMA BCAST service and content protection document [TS SCP]. In order to reduce the number of keys and parallel functions fulfilling the same security requirements as BCAST SCP has defined, the security architecture used by MBMS for 3GPP systems SHALL be reused as much as possible.
Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0264R1 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN  
OMA-BCAST-2006-0246R1 was noted at BCAST/DLDRM Vancouver meeting.

	SC-004
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.4.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0280
Comment:

The default state of reserved bits is not defined.

Certain reserved bits in DVB-SPP are being used in BCAST.
Proposed Resolution:

Reserved bits in STKM message should be set to zero for harmonization. The proposed solution is presented in CR 292.
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-0292 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	SC-005
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.4.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0280
Comment:

There is a byte alignment problem in the STKM message structure.

Permission flag is one bit, and the previous reserved bits are 6 bits.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 289.
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-0289 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	SC-006
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.3.3

6.4.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0280
Comment:

RoID is defined as “NCName”  in ROAP schema. “/”, “@” and “#” are not legal characters for this type. Also, “hex” instead of “ascii” should be used for consistency.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 290.
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-0290R1 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	SC-007
	2006.03.26
	Y
	6.3.3

6.4.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0280
Comment:

At several places, “+”  has been used to denote concatenation operation. For example,  calculations of service_CID, program_CID, program_BCI, deviceRoID,domainRoID  use “+” for concatenation.

Proposed Resolution:

“+” should be replaced by  “||”
	Status: OPEN



	SC-008
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.4.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0280
Comment:

“key_indicator_length” parameter is missing for ISMAcryp in STKM message structure.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 291.
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-0291R1 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	SC-009
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.0
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0280
Comment:

The last  paragraph in Section 6.0 of the document is not very clear to us. The paragraph says:

 “Adaptation of the 4-layer model used in OMA BCAST to underlying BDSes SHALL be possible, for example for 3GPP MBMS, 3GPP2 BCMCS or DVB CBMS”. This sentence sets a normative requirement. However, this requirement does not seem to be for implementations but for the BCAST group itself.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 293.
	Status: OPEN

	SC-010
	2006.03.31
	?
	All
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0317
Comment:

The current service and content protection document needs reorganisation as its structure is not coherent and DRM and Smartcard profiles and other sections are spread over the document.

This CR presents a more structured layout that strives to separate profiles and keep common parts common.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in OMA-BCAST-2006-0337
	Status: Open
[Editor’s note] This comment should be removed because BCAST agree that BCAST use new restructured TS-SPCP for BCAST consistency review

	SC011
	2006.04.01
	N
	6.2
	Source: China Mobile
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0304R1
Comment:

Key hierarchy clarification for smartcard profile is necessary,
Proposed Resolution:

Key hierarchy clarification for smartcard profile by paragraphing the text of section 6.2 in TS SCP document (The latest version).
Describing how subscriber management key (SMK) is derived by using GBA.
Adding the procedures of requesting long term key from the terminal to the service provider
Proposed Resolution is introduced in CR 304R1.
	Status : open
OMA-BCAST-2006-0304R1 was noted at BCAST/DLDRM meeting in Vancouver.

	SC012
	2006.04.05
	N
	3.2
	Source: SEC WG
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0343
Comment:

Definition of Secure Storage entity is missing
Proposed Resolution is introduced in OMA-BCAST-2006-0343.
	Status : OPEN
OMA-BACST-2006-0343R1 was temporally agreed at BACST-SEC Joint meeting on April 5th.

	SC013
	2006.04.06
	N
	4
	Source : Jerichow, Anja [anja.jerichow@SIEMENS.COM]
From : BCAST/DLDRM email reflector

Comment : section 4 introduction / 4.5 key management
shouldn't there be an introductionary section on the drm profile as well?

	Status : Open

	SC014
	2006.04.06
	N
	5,6,7
	Source : Jerichow, Anja [anja.jerichow@SIEMENS.COM]
From : BCAST/DLDRM email reflector

Comment : i was confused about layer 0, proposal: just call the section "key provisioning"?
proposal: layer 4 - just keep it as one section, which has two sub-sections (streaming/dl)

	Status : Open


2.6 < OMA-TS-BCAST-Distribution-V1_0_0-20060313-D >

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	DI001
	2006.03.29
	N
	x.y
	Source: <Alcatel and Motorola>

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0269>
<Describe issue>
Comment : FDT Instance schema is missing in TS-Distribution

Proposed resolution : 

OMA-BCAST-2006-0269 contains FDT instance schema
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>
OMA-BCAST-2006-0269 was temporally  agreed at BCAST CC on March 29th 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.7 < OMA-TS-DRM-XBS-V1_0-20060321-D>
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	DX001
	2006.03.26
	N
	3.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281
Comment:

Some operations used in the document have not been defined in Section 3.4.

These operations are:

· A{K}(M)
· V{K}(M)
· A | B
· A<<B

· A>>B

These definitions are necessary for the clear understanding of the rest of the document.

Proposed Resolution:
Proposed solution is introduced in CR 284
	Status: closed
OMA-BCAST-2006-0284 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	DX002
	2006.03.26
	Y
	several
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281
Comment:

“Noar” should be replaced by  correct name “Naor”

Proposed Resolution:
All occurrences should be searched and replaced.
	Status: closed
The proposed resolution was accepted by BCAST/DLDRM.

Note :  Joint meeting minute does not have the decision about this. According to my memory, the proposed resolution was accepted. Anyhow, the check is necessary.

	DX003
	2006.03.26
	Y
	several
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281
Comment:

References to “PCKS” should be replaced by correct name “PKCS” PKCS stands for “Public-Key Cryptography Standard”.

Proposed Resolution:
All occurrences should be searched and replaced
	Status: closed
The proposed resolution was accepted by BCAST/DLDRM.

Note :  Joint meeting minute does not have the decision about this. According to my memory, the proposed resolution was accepted. Anyhow, the check is necessary.

	DX004
	2006.03.26
	N
	3.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281
Comment:

Missing abbreviations:  OBEX , OOB (out of band, CA, CRL , UTC, IV , MII, PKCS#1, MTU, SI/PSI , ID as "identifier" , PPV and IPPV 

Proposed Resolution:
Abbreviations need to be defined in Section 3.4
	Status: OPEN



	DX005
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.1.2.1.6
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281
Comment:

Section on “Token Request” is missing in the document

Proposed Resolution:
Proposed solution is introduced in CR 287
	Status: closed
OMA-BCAST-2006-0287 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	DX006
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.3.4.1.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281
Comment:

In the calculation of real_position_in_group concatentation operation (“||”) is erroneously used. This should be replaced by bit-wise OR operation (“|”).

Proposed Resolution:
Proposed solution is introduced in CR 283
	Status: closed
OMA-BCAST-2006-0283 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	DX007
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.1.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281
Comment:

The statement “If the keyset_block fits into one RSA block continues at step 5. Else continue at step 4.”  incorrectly refers to step 5 and 4. The correct steps are 6 and 5.

Proposed Resolution:
Proposed solution is introduced in CR 285
	Status: closed

OMA-BCAST-2006-0285 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	DX008
	
	N
	5.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281R1
Comment:

Section on “Authentication keys on traffic layer” incorrectly mentions “by means of the BCRO Authentication Key (BAK) which is derived from the RI Authentication Key (RIAK)”.  It should be replaced by  “by means of the Traffic Authentication Key ( TAK), which is derived from the Traffic Authentication Seed (TAS)”

Proposed Resolution:
Proposed solution is introduced in CR 282
	Status: Closed
OMA-BCAST-2006-0282 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.


	DX009
	2006.03.26
	N
	7.2.5.7
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281R1
Comment:

ICROs have the capability of conveying export system specific parameters by appending them to the system name in the system constraint, prefixed by "?" as per RFC 2396. However, in BCROs this technique cannot be used, because the system_id is the hash of the system name, and it would thus become undecodable if the parameters were appended. This problem can be fixed by reserving the subsequent bytes (called parameter (bytes) in the system constraint descriptor for this purpose.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 286
	Status: 
OMA-BCAST-2006-0286R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.



	DX010
	2006.03.31
	N
	7.4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-281R1
Comment:

Section 7.4.2.1 allows SEK to be used as CIEK for superdistributable recordings, and thus the device that wants to play the recording would need to get hold of SEK, even though it may not be a subscriber to the service. Leakage of SEK to non-subscribers shouldn't be allowed.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 320
	Status: OPEN



	DX011
	2006.03.31
	N
	7.2.1
	Source: Philips

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0319

comment:

BCRO is incompatible with DVB-SPP specification

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 318
	Status: OPEN



	DX012
	24 March 2006
	N
	3.3

6.1.3.2

6.3.4.1

6.3.4.1

7.2.1-7.2.4

9.2.1

A.8.1

A.8.2

A.13.3
	Source: Fraunhofer IIS

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0332

Comment:
At several places in the specification there are references to fixed subscriber group sizes of 256 or 512 subscribers. Also some of the structures are still based on fixed subscriber group sizes. This causes inconsistency with the format of the BCRO.
Proposed solution:
CR OMA-BCAST-2006-0274 solves the inconsistencies.
	Status : open

	DX013
	30 March 2006
	Y
	3.3

6.1

6.1.1.1

6.1.1.2.1

6.1.1.3.1

6.1.2.1

6.1.2.1.4

6.1.2.1.5

6.1.3.2.1

6.1.3.2.2

6.2.4.1.1

6.2.5.1.1

6.3.4.1.1

6.4.2

6.4.3.1.1

6.4.3.1.2

6.4.3.2.1

7.1

7.2.2

7.3

9.3.1

9.3.3.4
	Source: Fraunhofer IIS

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0332

Comment:
On several places in the XBS document, the wording is unclear or the sentences are malformed. This reduces the readability the specification.

Proposed solution:
CR OMA-BCAST-2006-0297R01 proposes some corrections in the wording of the XBS document. The corrections are not of a technical nature.
	Status : closed
OMA-BCAST-2006-0297R1 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM joint meeting on April 3rd.




2.8 < OMA-TS-BCAST_BCMCS_Adpatation-V1_0-20060321-D >
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	BA001
	2006.03.28
	N
	Appendix B
	Source: < Sprint Nextel>

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0294
Comment : 

SCR for BCMCS is missing.

Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0294 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN

	BA002
	2006.04.12
	N
	9
	Source: Charles Lo, clo@qualcomm.com and Mark Lipford, mark.a.lipford@sprint.com
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0349
Comment:

Section 9 is currently blank.  The attached CR, OMA-BCAST-2006-0350, provides the proposed content for that section.
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.9 < OMA-TS-BCAST_DVB_Adaptation-V1_0_0-20060326-D >
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	DA001
	2006.03.26
	N
	6.3.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0279
Comment:

DVB-IPDC does not use Master Salt for SRTP. To successfully share encrypted stream with DVB device, Master Salt should be set to zero.. 

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed solution is introduced in CR 288
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-0288R2 was temporally agreed at BCAST/DLDRM Joint CC on April 12th 


	DA002
	2006.04.01
	N
	6.2.5.1.2
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-326
Comment:

The last sentence of this section says “The session accessible with ESGAccessDescriptor SHALL be an Announcement Carousel as described in [BCAST10-ESG].”, however “Announcement Carousel” is not the term specified in [BCAST10-ESG]. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change the above sentence to “The session accessible with ESGAccessDescriptor SHALL be an Service Guide Announcement Channel as described in [BCAST10-ESG].”
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-326 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.


	DA003
	2006.03.27
	N
	Section 1
	Source: NEC and Nokia
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-295R1
Comment:

Scope Section is missing in IPDC over DVB-H adaptation specification
Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-295R1.
	Status: OPEN 
OMA-BCAST-2006-295R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	DA004
	2006.03.28
	N
	Section 3.3
	Source: NEC
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R1
Comment:

Missing Abbreviations are in IPDC over DVB-H adaptation specification
Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-298R1.
	Status: OPEN
OMA-BCAST-2006-295R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	DA005
	2006.03.29
	N
	Section 6.4.1
	Source: Alcatel and Motorola

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0270
Comment:

FDT instance schema is missing in DVB-H adaptation specification
Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-270.
	Status : OPEN
OMa-BCAST-2006-0270 was temporally agreed at BCAST conference call on March 29th 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.10 < OMA-TS-BCAST_MBMS_Adaptation-V1_0-20060324-D >
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	MA001
	2006.03.29
	N
	Section 5.4.1
	Source: Alcatel and Motorola

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0271
Comment:

FDT instance schema is missing in MBMS adaptation specification
Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-271.
	Status : OPEN
OMa-BCAST-2006-0271 was temporally agreed at BCAST conference call on March 29th 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.11 < OMA-ETR-BCAST-V1_0_0-20051213-D>
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	ETR001
	200y.mm.dd
	
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall

<Describe issue>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.12 < OMA-ERELD-BCAST-V1_0-20060326-D>
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	ER001
	200y.mm.dd
	
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall

<Describe issue>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

















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

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

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

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

© 2006 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 43)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20060101-I]

© 2006 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 2 (of 43)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20060101-I]

