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1 Reason for Contribution

This IC contains submitted comments to the BCAST AD as part of the overall consistency review.  This is a BCAST internal document dealing with comments received as related to the AD only.  This document will be incorporated as part of the overall BCAST 1.0 CONRR covering all BCAST 1.0 documents & specifications under Consistency Review.
2 Summary of Contribution

CONRR for the BCASR AD.
3 Detailed Proposal

The following comments have been received against OMA-AD-BCAST-V1_0-20060329-DD.
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	AD001
	2006.03.31
	N
	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
	N
	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
	N
	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
	N
	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. 

	AD006
	2006 05 05
	N
	5.3.4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0402
Comment:

Section and sections within describe Service Protection function and Content Protection function. The diagrams were initially created to show service protection as applying to streams while content protection applied to files.

In the meantime the definitions of service protection and content protection have been changed. They define the type of rights available i.e. what can and can not be done with streamed content or files.

Service protection can applies to streams and files, as can content protection.

It is proposed to have two diagrams, one for transport encryption of streams and files, and one for content encryption of streams and files. In both cases service or content protection can be offered depending on the type of rights granted.

Proposed Resolution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0405 

One diagram and flows for transport encryption.

One diagram and flows for content encryption.
	Status: OPEN



	AS007
	2006.05.07
	N
	5.3.4.3
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0433
Comment: 

The current Service Protection architecture has 3 interfaces between SP-KD and SP-M. Considering characteristics of these 3 interfaces and other interfaces in AD, one interface is enough.

Proposed Resolution
Proposal is introduced in OMA-BCAST-2006-0415-CR-Revised-SP-Architecture
	Status: OPEN

	AD008
	2006.05.07
	N
	5.3.4.4
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0433
Comment
Service Protection has STKM generation options to support various business models. Content Protection also requires STKM generation options. Therefore, we propose the revised content protection architecture. And it is better for BSA to generate TEK because content encryption of files and ISMACrypt are done inside BSA.

Proposed Resolution
Proposal is introduced in OMA-BCAST-2006-0416-CR-Revised-CP-Architecture
	Status: OPEN

	AD009
	2006.05.07
	N
	5.4.4.1
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0433
Comment: 
Service Protection function flows needs to be changed based on OMA-BCAST-2006-0415-CR-Revised-SP-Architecture. 

Proposed Resolution: 
Proposed new Service Protection function flows are introduced in following CRs.

OMA-BCAST-2006-0417-CR-Revised-SP-Architecture.

OMA-BCAST-2006-0418-CR-Backend-Interface-Function-Flows-for-Service-Protection.
	Status: OPEN

	AD010
	2006.05.07
	N
	5.4.4.2
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0433
Comment: 

Content Protection function flows needs to be changed based on OMA-BCAST-2006-0416-CR-Revised-CP-Architecture. 

Proposed Resolution
Proposed new Content Protection function flows are introduced in following CRs.

OMA-BCAST-2006-0419-CR-Revised-CP-Architecture.

OMA-BCAST-2006-0420-CR-Backend-Interface-Function-Flows-for-Content-Protection.
	Status: OPEN

	AD011
	2006.05.07
	N
	5.4.6
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0433
Comments

Service Provisioning Flows have to be in line with TS-Service.

Proposed Resolution

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0437-AD-ServiceProvisioning-Flows
	Status: OPEN

	AD012
	2006.05.10
	Y
	4

4.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474
Comment:

In paragraph 3 of section 4 and section 4.1, the reference style to RD is not according to reference style BCAST has agreed to. 

Proposed resolution:

Change [BCAST RD V1.0] in section 4 and [BCAST-RD] in section 4.1 into [BCAST10-Requirements]. 
	Status: OPEN

	AD013
	2006.05.10
	N
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

BDS Service Distribution also can be a Service Guide source. And this is indicated in the flow in 5.4.1. But it is left in 5.3.1.1 Service Guide Source.

Proposed resolution:

Add a new paragraph to describe BDS Service Distribution as a Service Guide Source in 5.3.1.1. The detail changes are presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0475-Some-changes-on-AD.
	Status: OPEN


	AD014
	2006.05.10
	N
	5.3.2 Figure and Table
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

In the last paragraph of 5.3.2.2, it indicates “If a file generated by BCAST Subscription Management needs to be transmitted over FD-5 or FD-6, then FD receives it through the interface FD-4”. But there is no FD-4 in the FD function figure and interface table.

Proposed resolution:

Add FD-4 into Figure 5 File Distribution Functional Architecture and add definition of FD-4.

The detail changes are presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0475-Some-changes-on-AD.
	Status: OPEN


	AD015
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.3.8 Table
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

In the notes of TP-5, the reference style to Distribution spec is not according to reference style BCAST has agreed to.

Proposed resolution:

Change [BCAST-DISTRIBUTION] into [BCAST10-Distribution].
	Status: OPEN

	AD016
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.3.8.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

The reference style to Service spec is not according to reference style BCAST has agreed to.

Proposed resolution:

Change [BCAST-SERVICES] into [BCAST10-SERVICES].
	Status: OPEN

	AD017
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

The serial numbers of the last two steps are wrong. 

Proposed resolution:

Change 5 into 7 and change 6 into 8.
	Status: OPEN

	AD018
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

This section is about the file repairing over Broadcast Channel when Interaction Channel exists. FD transmits the reconfigured file (or bundle of files) to FD-C in Terminal over FD-5 (broadcast channel) not FD-6 in step 5.

Proposed resolution:

Change “(FD-6)” into “(FD-5)” in step 5.
	Status: OPEN

	AD019
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.2.3

5.4.2.5
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

No FD-8 is defined in the File Distribution Function architecture. In step 1 and 2, the interface will be FD-6 not FD-8.

Proposed resolution:
Change FD-8 into FD-6.
	Status: OPEN

	AD020
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.2.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

BDS Distribution may notify FD-C in Terminal of the start of the file (or bundle of files) distribution over X-4 not X-5 in step 5.

Proposed resolution:

Change X-5 into X-4 in step5.
	Status: OPEN

	AD021
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.3.3

5.4.3.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

No SD-8 is defined in the Stream Distribution Function architecture. In step 1 and 2, the interface will be SD-6 not SD-8.

Proposed resolution:

Change SD-8 into SD-6.
	Status: OPEN

	AD022
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.7.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

This section describes the flow about Notification Delivery over Interaction Channel. But the title of this section is wrong. 

Proposed resolution:

Change this section title into “Notification Delivery over Interaction Channel by OMA BCAST”
	Status: OPEN

	AD023
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.7.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

The first sentence of this section is wrong. “The figure below shows the message flow for notification delivery over Broadcast Channel”, it is not Broadcast Channel, it will be Interaction Channel.

Proposed resolution:

Change the first sentence into: “The figure below shows the message flow for notification delivery over Interaction Channel”
	Status: OPEN

	AD024
	2006.05.10
	Y
	5.4.7.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0474

Comment:

An editorial error in step 3. 

Proposed resolution:

Change the last sentence into: “Interaction Network may transform OMA BCAST notification message to its own notification message form.”
	Status: OPEN

	AD025
	2006.05.03
	N
	All sections
	Source: REQ Group chair (Kevin Holley)
Form: Email 

Comment:
I had a look at the AD for BCAST.  The AD contains an informative appendix which appears to take precedent over the normative section of the RD.  For everything declared as "not supported" by the AD, the RD mandates support by the enabler.  One example, SEC-01, is shown below.  The RD says that this facility is required in BCAST 1.0 and the AD says "NO" and "after TS work, it is needed to reconsider to support in BCAST".

Proposed Resolution:

My suggested solution is for the BCAST group to run through the items declared as "unsupported" by the AD and update the third column in the RD such that the RD and AD are consistent.  During this process it may be necessary to split requirements, mark them "DELETED", mark them "FUTURE", or designate them in some other way.  There are many hints and tips on how to fill out the RD tables in the RD Best Practices document just approved by TP and available here - note that the -A version is pending DSO implementation. 

http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/REQ/Permanent_documents/OMA-ORG-RequirementsBestPractices-V1_0-20060331-D.zip 

 

	Status: OPEN


4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

Agree on and incorporate the proposed comment resolutions into the BCAST AD.
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