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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2006-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

· Submitters are encouraged, but not required, to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible

· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 <doc ref>

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	4 para 2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “This information, in the form of property names and values, will be communicated from the device to an Application Service Provider (ASP), allowing an enhancement of the quality of the services provided to the device.:
Proposed Change: any SP (or enabler) can use DPE function so remove “Application” and “(ASP)”.  Remove “ASP” from acronym section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	4 para 4 and throughout doc
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “Any ASP willing to get information on the device capabilities of a given user…”
Proposed Change: change “ASP” to SP” everywhere in the doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	4. bulleted list
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

· manage the Authentication and Authorization of the DPE Clients

Proposed Change: delete the bullet since authentication and authorization handled by PE, not by DPE server
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	4. bulleted list
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  verify the coherence of the policies wanted to be applied by the ASP
Proposed Change: delete this bullet unless you really think DPE will determine coherence of policies – a very hard problem
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  I don’t think the DPE client nor server should define how to authenticate the other component – this should be handled by PE of the OSE
Proposed Change: delete material dealing with authentication or say that it is outside of the enabler’s scope
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  Saying that the enabler performs authorization is misleading given the statement that “Once a DPE Server is authenticated by a DPE Client, it gets full authorization to send any DPE request to that DPE Client.”
Proposed Change: PE will handle any authorization so this subject should be removed from the section, or said that it is outside scope of DPE
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “Once authenticated by a DPE Server, a DPE Client is only authorized to advertise information pertaining to its dynamic device properties.”
Proposed Change: This operation is performed by PE not DPE so say it is outside scope of DPE
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	4.2.2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “No data encryption is required for DPE communications, though the DPE enabler provides some mechanisms for confidentiality and data integrity. In addition, the DPE enabler includes mechanisms to protect against security threats such as denial-of-service attacks.”
Proposed Change: I don’t think any of these functions will be specified by DPE.  PE should be handling these operations – they are dependent on the deployment not on the DPE spec.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

  “applying one or several policies (using Interface DPE-2)”
Proposed Change: Is “applying” the correct word (I think it implies “executing” to me).  Does the server actually just transmit the policies down to the client, where they are actually “applied”?  Delete the bullet.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “processing any request concerning the retrieval of the value(s) of a single (or a group of) dynamic device property”
Proposed Change: Does DPE deal only with “dynamic” properties, or can they actually be static?  If any property, then delete “dynamic” throughout the doc (like in the next sentences about the Cache mgr).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.1.3 and 5.3.1.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  move these sections out of the “component” section into a new “Other elements” section – “components” is only for components of this enabler
Proposed Change: move these sections to different “higher level” section
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “This unique identifier will be used afterwards for all the subsidiaries DPE communications.”  What does “subsidiaries” refer to?  DPE client?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The DPE-1 interface allows the communication between the DPE Client and the DPE Server, in order for the DPE Client to retrieve a unique identifier assigned by the DPE Server.”
Proposed Change: The interface does not force the sender to be a DPE client so reword to “The DPE-1 interface allows the DPE Server to assign a unique identifier to each registering requestor.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The DPE-2 interface allows the communication between a DPE Server and a DPE client, in order to request the value(s) of a single (or a group of) dynamic device property (ies), to apply policies to a DPE Client and to respond to those requests and policies.” --- define in terms only of exposing component.  
Proposed Change: “The DPE-2 interface allows the DPE client to deliver a single (or a group of) device property (ies) and to send policies to a DPE Client.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A001
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The ASP also uses the DPE-3 interface to apply policies to the dynamic device properties it is asking for.” – the policies are not applied (ie executed) but rather sent so that they can be sent to client and applied there.
Proposed Change: change “apply policies to” to “send policies for”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The DPE-3 interface is used by an ASP to ask a DPE Server for the value(s) of a single (or a group of) dynamic device property (ies) of a given DPE Client, in order to provide the end-user with the best suited content or service to its current device capabilities.” – your enabler does not know what the requestor does with the information
Proposed Change: terminate the sentence after “DPE client”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.4.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The flows indicate that the DPE client id and DPE server address used by the SP is delivered as part of the first flow – is this really the way things work now?  Is there a way that DPE can be used even without such changes to existing flows?  Is it necessary to introduce this new identifier for clients – could an existing value (e.g., MSISDN, SIP URI, phone number) be used instead?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
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