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1 Reason for Contribution

To provide tracking of the responses to the SIP Push AD/TS comments from OMA-CD-2007-0034-Ericsson_Review_comments_to_Push_over_SIP.
2 Summary of Contribution

The table from OMA-CD-2007-0034 is included with updates for the current resolutions.
3 Detailed Proposal

TS Comments
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.01.14
	E
	6.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Sec 6.3.1 step 2, the link to section 1.1 is not correct
Proposed Change:  9.1 seems to be correct
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed, to be closed by AI 0320 #1

	A002
	2007.01.14
	E
	6.3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Sec 6.3.2 step 2, the link to section 1.1 is not correct
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed, to be closed by AI 0320 #1

	A003
	2007.01.14
	E
	7.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment Sec 7.2  step 2, the link to section 1.1 is not correct
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed, to be closed by AI 0320 #1

	A004
	2007.01.14
	T
	A 5
	Source: Ericsson

Comment The usage of the Subscribe/Notify and the event package ua-profile is a bit strange. The "ua-profile" event package is not used any more in IETF it is replaced with "sip-profile". The way how AUID value are handle is not according to IETF.
	Status: CLOSED

To be addressed PUSH AI 0205#2

	A005
	2007.01.14
	T
	9.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment Why is the Feature Tag needed?

SIP PUSH is a generic enabler that can be reused by other enablers, but if servers and clients need to use a specific feature tag for this service then it is not really generic.

For instance the opertor can use IM system message to push OTA or other types of system info to the user but through the IM server.

So do both the IM clients and IM servers nned to use the SIP Push fateure tag to accomplish this, or is the use of the SIP Push for other enablers that do not natively support the MESSAGE or Susbcribe/Nothify messages??
	Status: CLOSED

To addressed by PUSH AI 0205#3

	A006
	2007.01.14
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Generic Push , “Trusted” Push, Selective Push 

How are those terms related to the TS? I can’t see that they are used anywhere? 

How is broadcast related to this TS. If it not is mentioned why is it here?

Remove or rewrite this introduction


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A007
	
	E
	6.3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Include a reference to chapter 9.1
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A008
	2007.01.14
	E
	6.4.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: There is no MMS Server URI as MMS does not support SIP, propose to remove text or replace with a better example
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	2007.01.14
	E
	6.4.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Is it clear that this can only be done towards pre defined events e.g. as a result of a REFER from the sender agent?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0010
	2007.01.14
	T
	6.4.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Any limitation on body size? Can I include any size mpeg file?

 [SIP_UA_Prof] propose that content indirection should be used, maybe that should be included here?
	Status: CLOSED

To be addressed by PUSH AI 0205#4

	A0011
	2007.01.14
	T
	8
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: This makes SIP Push to require a Presence service to work properly. Non of the other OMA enabler (IM and POC) requires this, it should NOT be needed here either!  I will complicate the commercial use of SIP Push if we have unnecessary dependences

There are no requirements on coordinating with presence only with SIP IP Core

Should SIP Push rather have its own XDMS or obtain this information by other means? Or can [SIP_UA_Prof] fix this?

This impacts on a number of other chapters also.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

To be addressed by PUSH AI 0205#5

	A0012
	2007.01.14
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: There is no reference to a definition of the "push message" . 

Proposed Change: Reference to one or more of WAP-251, 235 and 247 presumably needed. 

Version should be 1.0
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0013
	2007.01.14
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Sec 2.1 reference [PushMsg] is not used
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


AD Comments
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.14
	E/T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment:  Section 5.2: The reference points P-1 and P-2 are already defined in OMA   (http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/ARCH/permanent_documents/OMA-Inventory-of-Architectures-and-Services-V1_0_1-20040708-A.zip ) section 11.1  for the interfaces from PI to PPG respectivly from PPG to Push UA. It seem the definitions are contradictory and SIP Push need to define new referencepoint labels.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B002
	2007.01.14
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: The reference to PPG makes the document unclear. Move all PPG references to examples in Appendix
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B003
	2007.01.14
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment:
The reference to PRS-1, PRS-2, and PRS-3 create an unwanted dependency to Presence. Find a another method to get the wanted information


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B004
	2007.01.14
	E
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Push Sender and Receiver agents are capable to support large content delivery (e.g. potentially greater than 1300 bytes per push).
This statement is unclear, what is meant? 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B005
	2007.01.14
	T
	5.4.5
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Dependency to Presence is unwanted
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B006
	2007.01.14
	T
	5.5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Same comment as above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


RD Comments
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2007.01.14
	E
	all
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Numbering of headings seems to be corrupted.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C002
	2007.01.14
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Can’t find the realization of REQ8, REQ9 in the TS
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C003
	2007.01.14
	E/T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: I can’t not see that REQ12 is fulfilled in the TS
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C004
	2007.01.14
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Comment: Should REQ13, REQ14, REQ15 be removed as AD and TS do not have depency to the PPG, if not how will this be fulfilled?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


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

The contribution is provided for comment resolution tracking.
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