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1 Reason for Contribution

To offer comments to the OSPE RD informal review. 

2 Summary of Contribution

This document offers comments to the OSPE RD informal review. 

3 Detailed Proposal

Detailed comments. 

The comments refer to: OMA-OSPE-V1_0_0-20041214-D

Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	
	General
	The SLT function needs to differentiate between trace ordering and logging (compare with Trace Session and Trace Recording Session in 3GPP TS 32.421.)
	

	
	
	1
	Inconsistent usage of the terms "application", "service", "component".
	

	
	
	1
	Better description of the whole environment is needed.
	

	
	
	2
	Reference to the OMA Dictionary is missing. The terms should be used according to the definitions in the Dictionary.
	

	
	
	4
	More actors need to be added, like e.g. 3rd party, content provider etc.
	

	
	
	4.1
	Actors need to be aligned with use cases.
	

	
	
	4.1.3
	Why is the application developer actor? Shouldn't it be the application instead?
	

	
	
	4.2.1
	Figure 1 is unclear. Why does the line go between withdrawal and idea stimulation?
	

	
	
	4.2.1
	Point VII only deals with withdrawal. No evolution. Why?
	

	
	
	4.2.2
	What is the meaning of the "Service registration"?
	

	
	
	2
	Quality of Experience definition is missing.
	

	
	
	5.1.5  3
	Instead of application it should say service is assigned to the correct service package.
	

	
	
	5.9 Use case I
	We believe this is a jolly good use case, but which actor orders the SLT? What data shall be logged to be able to find the fault? Is it sufficient to log e.g. contol signalling messages and their information elements?
	

	
	
	5.10 Use case J
	We believe this is a jolly good use case, but which actor orders the SLT? What data shall be logged to be able to find the fault? Is it sufficient to log e.g. contol signalling messages and their information elements?
	

	
	
	6.1 SLC-HL-2
	To what extent is 'modify' not actually 'replace'?
	

	
	
	6.1 SLC-HL-4
	Is this an IOP requirement? If so, could that be stated?
	

	
	
	6.1 SLC-HL-6
	The underlying resources, that is deployment specific. Remove?
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-1
	What definition of the enabler does apply in this RD?
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-3
	'Common' should either be specified or left out.
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-4, fourth bullet
	It is very difficult to measure execution times. What is meant by queuing information? Queuing times are also very difficult to measure.
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-5
	The order to perform a trace shall always come from a human, as a trace is capacity consuming. It is not recommended that trace triggers are generated automatically.
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-8
	What is mean by actors? Nodes or organizations? Components? And which actions? 
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-9
	Why do you need to invoke all the SLT functionality before the SLT trigger request is forwarded to the next implementation? (Compare the general comment on definition of SLT functionality.) 
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-10
	This wording could be interpreted so that all Service Providers must have knowledge of all trigger requests. We propose a rewording as follows: 

Each SLT trace trigger request SHALL be uniquely identifiable.
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL11
	Should be captured by SLT-HL-4.
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-13
	Which service is this about? the SLT service?
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-15
	This requirement should preferably state what kinds of actions and events that shall be possible to trace, instead of using the words “control and user plane”. 
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-15
	Should be covered by HL-1 + AC-2.
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-17
	What is terminal and application characteristics? Can examples be given?
	

	
	
	6.1 SLT-HL-18
	This requirement seems to imply that a terminal shall be involved. I miss clear requirements of what entities shall be involved that is outside the operators domain and what those entites shall do.
	

	
	
	6.1.2 SLT-CRG-1
	SLT is a fault detection tool. It seems strange that someone shall be charged for it and we don’t find any justification for that any use case. Can it be clarified, please?
	

	
	
	6.1.3 SLT-AC-3
	We propose this to be re-phrased as follows: 

It SHALL be possible for the Service Provider to request a permission from an end-user to “mark” a device, and it shall also be possible for the Service Provider, if this is legally allowed, to “mark” a device regardless of whether the end-user’s permission is obtained.
	

	
	
	6.1.3 SLT-AC-5
	Please clarify what is meant by “service chain” and “an enabler implementation that forms part of the service chain”. 
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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

OMA-REQ is recommended to note the comments in this document for discussion in the OSPE RD informal review.
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