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1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
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	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	Review Type
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	Review Method
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	Full Document Id

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 <doc ref>

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	2006.09.24
	Y
	1
	Source: Siemens
Form: INP doc
This document provides the architecture for the Category-Based Content Screening (CBCS) enabler of OMA”

Here Category-Based used, later on in the document Categorization is used instead of Category combined with based (sometimes capitalized sometimes not) with or without a dash

Propose to agree on a term and use it consistently throughout the document 
	Status: OPEN


	002
	2006.09.24
	Y
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

Or, Screening Rules are applied when explicitly called by a requester.”

Propose to delete “Or, “
	Status: OPEN



	003
	2006.09.24
	Y
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

“The architecture shown in this document is intended to facilitate the development of specifications for defining, managing, evaluating, and enforcing policies…”

Propose to use Screening Rules consistently throughout the document instead of policies
	Status: OPEN



	004
	2006.09.24
	
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 
“Additionally, the architecture enables reuse by other enablers so that their requirements are satisfied.”

Don’t know how CBCS can satisfy the requirements of other enablers.

Propose to delete the sentence.
	Status: OPEN



	005
	2006.09.24
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

PEEM abbreviation
Replace Execution with Enforcement
	Status: OPEN



	006
	2006.09.24
	
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

“As the multimedia capabilities of mobile terminals improve, an increasing number of content services become available to mobile Subscribers.  As a consequence, the mobile User’s exposure to illegal, undesired or malicious content also increases.  As mobile devices have become widespread among all parts of the population, this creates a new challenge of protecting Subscribers, for example minors, from inappropriate content”

Do we distinguish between user and subscriber?

If not, propose to use on term 
	Status: OPEN



	007
	2006.09.24
	
	4.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

“Various management actors such as network operator and end-user must be supported and appropriate associated security measures need to be applied: it should be possible to authenticate requestors, e.g. principles authorised by service provider or third party or an end user) …”.
Here the term end user (end-user) is used.

See also issue 006 
Propose to agree on a term and use it consistently throughout the document.
	Status: OPEN



	008
	2006.09.24
	
	5.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

“Instead, the CBCS RD [CBCS RD] and this document define CBCS enabler specific requirements and how to apply the PEEM callable interface and PEEM management interface.”

An AD does not define requirements.
Propose to replace the sentence with “Instead, the CBCS RD [CBCS RD] defines the CBCS enabler specific requirements and this document defines how the PEEM callable interface and PEEM management interface are applied to the CBCS enabler.”
	Status: OPEN



	009
	2006.09.24
	
	5.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

Note
“… assuming that that PEEM realization supports CBCS-1, Screening Rules and CBCS-2.”

The CBCS-2 interface is not part of the Content Screening Component.

Propose to change sentence to 

“… assuming that the PEEM realization supports CBCS-1 and Screening Rules.”
	Status: OPEN



	010
	2006.09.24
	Y
	5.3.2, 1st par., 1st sent.
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

Sentence is incomplete, no subject.
	Status: OPEN



	011
	2006.09.24
	
	5.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

“The content category is determined using a one way function.”
What is a one way function? Is it necessary to mention? Does this add any value?
Propose to delete the sentence
	Status: OPEN



	012
	2006.09.24
	
	5.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

Is the management interface derived from PEM-2 or is it PEM-2?
If it is derived from PEM-2, we propose to move the interface description to section 5.3 by introducing a new section with a title according to the naming convention for derived interfaces.

If it is PEM-2, we propose to change the text to 

“This interface is defined in [PEEM AD].”

	Status: OPEN



	013
	2006.09.24
	
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

“Figure 2 shows the content categorization component. Any resource may use the CBCS-2 interface to request a content categorization (flow #1), and may then anticipate a result carrying the categories that the content is associated with (flow #2). In the case of the CBCS enabler, the content screening component interacts with the content categorization component via CBCS-2.”

Propose to change the above text to

“Figure 2 shows how the content screening component interacts with the content categorization component via CBCS-2.  Any other resource may also use the CBCS-2 interface to request a content categorization (flow #1), and may then receive a result carrying the categories that the content is associated with (flow #2).”
	Status: OPEN



	014
	2006.09.24
	
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

Figure 2, 3, 4 and 5 introduce components such as Content Categorization Requestor, Content Screening Requestor, Content Producer, Content Consumer, Content Screening Rules Management Requestor. These components are nowhere defined.

Propose to add them to section 5.4 and describe them. Propose to reflect these components in the architectural diagram in section 5.2. 
	Status: OPEN



	015
	2006.09.24
	
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP 

“When observing the logical flow for the Content Screening Component callable usage pattern (Figure 3). It should be noted that typically the end user would not request a content screening.”

First sentence is incomplete.

Propose to complete the sentence or combine it with the next sentence if that was the intent
	Status: OPEN
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