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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 OMA-AD-DM-DiagMon-V1_0- 20070611-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	July 3, 2007
	E
	5.2
(diagram)
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software
Form: <INP doc

Comment:  OMA-ORG-Architecture_Best_Practices-V1_0_1-20070417-A suggests that  “The color of lines and boxes should not need to be understood to comprehend the intent of the diagram and associated text, i.e. the text refers to labels and relationships of aspects of the diagram rather than the color. However, if a diagram’s usage of colors and/or size is significant, the significance must be documented. It is recommended, to use black, white and tones of grey.”
Proposed Change: Clarify the diagram with regards to meaning of colors (if any) and follow the recommendation of using black, white and grey colors. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A002
	July 3, 2007
	T
	5.2

(diagram)
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  OMA-ORG-Architecture_Best_Practices-V1_0_1-20070417-A suggests that “Diagrams should distinguish components that are specified by the enabler from components that are specified somewhere else.

(1) It is recommended to depict the components that are specified by the enabler with a solid border line

(2) It is recommended to depict the components that are not specified by the enabler (e.g. specified by another enabler, actors associated with the enabler) with a dashed border line”

Proposed Change: use proper line styles to distinguish the parts that are specified by the enabler from those not specified by it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A003
	July 3, 2007
	T
	3.2
Definitions
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  DiagMon has normative reference to DM enabler. 

Is it needed to define “DM Client”, “DM Server”, “Management Object”, “Management Authority”. 
Is it in the scope of DiagMon to define them ?

Proposed Change: consider dropping these definitions, or reuse DM Enabler’s definition (either by referring or by copying)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A004
	July 3, 2007
	T
	3.2

Definitions of DM Client

and Device Management Server
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “that conforms to the OMA Device Management Enabler static conformance requirements specified for DM Clients”

A normative reference is missing; Compliance needs to address the enabler and not just SCR’s.

Proposed Change: add a normative reference and drop “static conformance requirements”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A005
	July 3, 2007
	T
	3.2 definition of Device Management Authority
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The definition is consistent with ConnMO (“Device Management Authority” in OMA-RD-ConnMO-V1_0-20051206-C and OMA-AD-ConnMO-V1_0-20051019-D) but different than the one in OMA-RD-DiagMon-V1_0-20070306-C and OMA-RD-DM-V1_2-20070209-A (“Management Authority”).  

Proposed Change: Consider using the Approved definition of DM 1.2 and DiagMon RD
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A006
	July 3, 2007
	E
	3.2 definition of Device Management Authority
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  typo entitity

Proposed Change: entitity ( entity
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A007
	July 3, 2007
	E
	3.2 definition of DM Server
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The definition is consistent with “Device Management Server” as defined in DM docs (OMA-TS-DM_Bootstrap-V1_2-20070209-A, OMA-TS-DM_Security-V1_2-20070209-A), “Management Server” in OMA-TS-DM_TND-V1_2-20070209-A, “Device Management System” in OMA-RD-DM-V1_2-20070209-A and OMA-RD-DiagMon-V1_0-20070306-C

Proposed Change: : Consider dropping the definition or reusing the Approved definition of DM 1.2
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A008
	July 3, 2007
	E
	3.2 definition of DM Client
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The definition is consistent with “Management Client” as defined in OMA-TS-DM_TND-V1_2-20070209-A
Proposed Change: : Consider dropping the definition or reusing the Approved definition of DM 1.2
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A009
	July 3, 2007
	T
	3.2 definition of “Network Operator”
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  the definition seems to refer to Mobile Network Operator.

Proposed Change: consider refining the term to “Mobile Network Operator”, or refine the definition to also address fixed Network Operator
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A010
	July 3, 2007
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The DiagMon agent function is responsible for…”

It is not clear whether the Agent is a function or a logical entity
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A011
	July 3, 2007
	T
	5.3.1.2

5.3.1.3
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  DM Client and DM System seem to be part the scope of DM Enabler rather than DiagMon

Proposed Change: Following the approach proposed for DCMO, separate section 5.3 (Functional components) to ‘Functional components defined by this enabler’ and ‘other components and enablers’.

Put DM Client and DM System under the second sub-section
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A012
	July 3, 2007
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The interface DIAG-1 describes interactions between the Device Management System or server and the device “

‘or server’ is not clear

Proposed Change: clarify the distinction between DM System and server;  
Alternatively drop either “System or” or “or server”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A013
	July 3, 2007
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “…delivering diagnostics and monitoring packages, and…”
It is not clear what is meant by ‘diagnostics and monitoring packages’

Proposed Change: clarify the term or repharse 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A014
	July 3, 2007
	E
	5.3.2.3
and

diagram in section 5.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  DM-2 interface is said to be out of scope for DiagMon, but according to the line format shown in the diagram it is in scope.
Proposed Change: fix the diagram to be consistent with the text
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A015
	July 3, 2007
	E
	All
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  [OMA-DM] is used across the document, but not mentioned in the references.

[ERELDDM] is also used (and mentioned in the references section)

It is not clear whether the distinction is needed.

Proposed Change: consider whether [ERELDDM], [OMA-DM] or both need to be used. Fix the references to reflect the decision
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	A016
	July 3, 2007
	E
	5.4.3
	Source: Elad Granot, Red Bend Software

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The section is marked Informative. It might make sense to change it to Normative

Proposed Change: consider whether section 5.4.3 needs to be Normative
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
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