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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

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

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment
R01: to indicate the duplicates.
2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Source & Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	See Section 3 below.

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Formal Review
	2008.10.28
	Email / ConfCall
	ARC
	OMA-AD-GSSM-V1_0-20081020-D


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-AD-GSSM-V1_0-20081020-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.11.07
	E
	General
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Document uses 2007 template 

Proposed Change: After the review, request DSO to port to latest template
	Status: OPEN

	A002
	2008.11.8
	T
	Scope
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: The scope section seems to distinguish the notions of subscription versus subscription profile without providing any details about the implied distinction that we in fact do not believe exist in reality nor in the AD text
Proposed Change: replace “subscription profile by subscriber profile” and define it as information about the subscriber including information about subscription details for particular services. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A003
	2008.11.09
	E
	1

2nd paragraph
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: resume is a verb

Proposed Change: replace resume with resumption
	Status: OPEN 



	A004
	2008.11.8
	T
	Scope
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  The sentence “[…]This document provides the architecture for the GSSM enabler. The role of the GSSM enabler is to specify how authorized principals are managing the service subscription[…]” seems to limit the scope to management. The AD also explicitly provides access to the information.

Proposed Change: rephrase as “[…]This document provides the architecture for the GSSM enabler. The role of the GSSM enabler is to specify how authorized principals are accessing and / or managing the service subscription[…]”
	Status: OPEN 



	A005
	2008.11.07
	E
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Reference for OSE is incorrect, it misses the document ID 

Proposed Change: Add “OMA-AD-Service_Environment-V1_0_4” to the reference.
	Status: OPEN

	A006
	2008.11.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: OSE is nowhere referenced in the doc

Proposed Change: Remove OSE reference
	Status: OPEN 



	A007
	2008.11.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: PEEM RD is nowhere referenced in the doc

Proposed Change: Remove PEEM RD reference
	Status: OPEN 



	A008
	2008.11.9
	T
	2.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: why isn’t the OMA Dictionary a normative reference?

Proposed Change: move the OMA Dictionary to section 2.1
	Status: OPEN 
A008 and A009 are duplicates.

	A009
	2008.11.09
	T
	2.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: OMA dictionary is a normative reference 

Proposed Change: Move OMA-DICT to section 2.1
	Status: OPEN 

A008 and A009 are duplicates.

	A010
	2008.11.09
	T
	2.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [3GPP TS 32.141] is nowhere referenced in the doc

Proposed Change: Remove [3GPP TS 32.141] reference
	Status: OPEN 



	A011
	2008.11.07
	E
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: The term “Service Provider” is also included in the OMA Dictionary (and is exactly the same as here)

Proposed Change: Please replace with a reference “See [OMA-DICT]”, just like for other entries.
	Status: OPEN
A011, A012, A015,A016 are duplicates.

	A012
	2008.11.9
	T
	3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  Service Provider is defined in the OMA dictionary

Proposed Change: refer to the OMA Dictionary, rather than give a definition
	Status: OPEN 

A011, A012, A015, A016 are duplicates.

	A013
	2008.11.07
	T
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Consider adding a definition for the term “Validation Criteria” (or even qualified as “Subscription Validation Criteria”). This term is used, e.g. in section 4.2.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A014
	2008.11.8
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: We believe that the notions of subscription profile, subscriber profile and subscription data are not distinguishable by any criteria (they are all data about a subscriber) and subjective to particular service, perspective or deployment... 

Proposed Change: We recommend following A001.Oracle and add accordingly a definition for subscriber profile that is as discussed in A003.Oracle and replace the definition for subscription profile as portion of the subscriber profile subjectively identified as specific to a particular subscription.

Alternatively add subscriber data to subscription profile as “The set of information required for describing a subscriber, a service subscription, e.g. the subscriber identity, subscribed service, service preferences and/or service usage constraints.” And still mention subscriber profile as all the data about a subscriber and equivalent or encompassing subscription profile.
	Status: OPEN 

	A015
	2008.11.09
	T
	3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Service Provider is defined in the OMA dictionary 

Proposed Change: Replace definition with See [OMA-DICT]
	Status: OPEN 

A011, A012, A015, A016 are duplicates.

	A016
	2008.11.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: input document

Comment: definition of “Service Provider” is copied from the OMA dictionary.

Proposed Change: replace the definition with a reference to the OMA dictionary and that makes it consistent with other terms.
	Status: OPEN 
A011, A012, A015, A016 are duplicates.

	A017
	2008.11.07
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Abbreviations missing: IPSec, TLS, ID, FFS (see also comment A014 and A022 – if these are addressed by removing the items for further study, then there is no need to add this FFS abbreviation).

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A018
	2008.11.07
	E
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: First paragraph, there is a typo

Proposed Change: 

“The GSSM enabler allows an authorized principal to setup, terminate, change, query his/her subscriptions by actions such as subscribing and unsubscribing to Iservices,”
	Status: OPEN

	A019
	2008.11.09
	E
	4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo 

Proposed Change: Replace lservices with services
	Status: OPEN 



	A020
	2008.11.9
	E
	4.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: line 2 has “Iservices”

Proposed Change: change to “services”
	Status: OPEN 

	A021
	2008.11.9
	T
	4.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  remove “operator or” in 2nd sentence since an operator is an example of a service provider

Proposed Change: remove “operator or”
	Status: OPEN 



	A022
	2008.11.8
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  As discussed in comment A001.Oracle, we recommend that the text be broadened to include subscriber profile.

Proposed Change: “The GSSM enabler allows an authorized principal to access a subscriber’s profile and to setup, terminate, change, query […]”
	Status: OPEN 



	A023
	2008.11.8
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: The authorized principal may not be the same as the target subscribers whose profile or subscription information is accessed. The sentence “The GSSM enabler allows an authorized principal to setup, terminate, change, query his/her subscriptions by actions such as subscribing and unsubscribing to Iservices, registering authorized user(s) for using the service, and setting subscription preferences and/or service usage constraints for associated users(s).” reads incorrectly as it might be restricted to the requester’s own…

Proposed Change: replaces his / her by “target subscriber”
	Status: OPEN 

	A024
	2008.11.8
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  in “The main objective of this enabler is to specify a set of common functions for all of the service subscriptions within the operator or service provider’s domain and thus avoids the unnecessary complexity of a silo approach to subscription management.

“ the sentence should be broadened.

Proposed Change: Use:” The main objective of this enabler is to specify a set of common functions for all of the subscriber profile including service subscriptions within the operator or service provider’s domain and thus avoids the unnecessary complexity of a silo approach to subscription management.

”
	Status: OPEN 



	A025
	2008.11.8
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: “The purpose of this document is to define the functional components and interfaces for GSSM Architecture. By defining the architecture for service subscription management, it aims to cover the following areas:

· Service subscription handling

· Service subscription validation

· Service subscription notification and confirmation

“ is too narrow

Proposed Change: 

“The purpose of this document is to define the functional components and interfaces for GSSM Architecture. By defining the architecture for service subscription management, it aims to cover the following areas:

· Subscriber and Service subscription handling

· Service subscription validation

· Service subscription notification and confirmation
”
	Status: OPEN 

	A026
	2008.11.07
	E
	4.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Consider adding a reference to [GSSM-RD]

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A027
	2008.11.10
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: input document

Comment: The first sentence  “This architecture document covers all requirements of GSSM” is not true since requirement AC-1 to AC-4 are not covered by the AD.

Proposed Change: Either add text to support those requirements or change to the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	A028
	2008.11.9
	E
	4.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: para 3 – should be “principal” not “principle”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 
A028 and A035 are duplicates.

	A029
	2008.11.07
	E
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Consider applying new AD Template and moving the section Security Considerations to section 5 (Normative)

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A030
	2008.11.07
	T
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: It’s suggested that security mechanisms defined in [OMA SEC_CF] can be used for GSSM.
Proposed Change: For both cases appropriate security measures should be considered, such as security mechanisms defined in [OMA SEC_CF], IPsec, TLS and web service security.
	Status: OPEN

	A031
	2008.11.07
	T
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: It’s better to describe to how to secure the management interface exchanges.
Proposed Change: It should be possible to authenticate requestors, (e.g., an end-user, or other principles authorised by service provider or third party) and secure provide data integration and data confidentiality for the management interface exchanges for both the intra-domain and the inter-domain case
	Status: OPEN

	A032
	2008.11.07
	T
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: It’s not necessary to mention key management here. It’s suggested to delete this sentence.
Proposed Change: Appropriate key management and selective encryption when delegating functions may be required and may be specified by the Validation Criteria.


	Status: OPEN

	A033
	2008.11.9
	T
	4.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  first sentence seems to try to say why security is needed, but it is not very compelling.

Proposed Change: say that it is necessary to permit only authorized principals to make changes.
	Status: OPEN 



	A034
	2008.11.9
	T
	4.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: I don’t understand how the validation criteria would specify how to do security for the exchange.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	A035
	2008.11.09
	T
	4.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: typo 

Proposed Change: Replace principles with principals
	Status: OPEN 

A028 and A035 are duplicates.

	A036
	2008.11.07
	T
	5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: First sentence reads: “GSSM Architecture includes four interfaces and three components.” Actually, there is also the I2 interfaces, and the interfaces to delegated resources. This may lead to confusion
Proposed Change: 

“GSSM Architecture includes specifies four interfaces and three components.”
	Status: OPEN

	A037
	2008.11.09
	E
	5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo 

Proposed Change: Replace recourses with resources
	Status: OPEN 



	A038
	2008.11.09
	T
	5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: GSSM can provide ….

Proposed Change: Replace with “GSSM provides …”
	Status: OPEN 

A038 and A040 are duplicates.

	A039
	2008.11.9
	E
	5.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  what is “recourse”

Proposed Change: delete the word
	Status: OPEN 



	A040
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: Why does second sentence say “can provide”

Proposed Change: change to “provides”
	Status: OPEN 
A038 and A040 are duplicates.

	A041
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: First sentence reads: “The GSSM Enabler depends on PEEM [PEEM-AD] for its callable interface (a.k.a. PEM-1) and management interface (a.k.a. PEM-2)”. This is not true for GSSM-1 and GSSM-2.

Proposed Change: 

“For Service Subscription Validation, tThe GSSM Enabler depends on PEEM [PEEM-AD] for its callable interface (a.k.a. PEM-1) and management interface (a.k.a. PEM-2)”
	Status: OPEN
A041 and A042 are duplicates.

	A042
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: The GSSM Enabler depends on PEEM for Service Subscription Validation only. 

Proposed Change: Change beginning of sentence to “For Service Subscription Validation the GSSM Enabler depends …” 
	Status: OPEN 

A041 and A042 are duplicates.

	A043
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Figure 1. The legend states that “Interfaces to other resources” is for further study (FFS). This is no longer true, as we replaced this with I2.

Proposed Change: Remove “(FFS)” form the legend
	Status: OPEN

	A044
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Third bullet “Also delegates notification and confirmation”. Question: notification and confirmation of what?

Proposed Change: Need to clarify what is being notified and confirmed.
	Status: OPEN

	A045
	2008.11.07
	E
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Second bullet list. Is there any specific reason why this is not an ordered list? E.g. why is the order “GSSM-1, PEM-1, PEM-2, GSSM-2”, and not “GSSM-1, GSSM-2, PEM-1, PEM-2”? If we decide to change this, then also change the order of sections 5.3.1, 5.3.2, 5.3.3, and 5.3.4.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A046
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Figure 1 contains a dashed box labeled Supporting Enablers/Resources and the interface exposed is I2. Enablers expose an I0 interface. 

Proposed Change: Change “Supporting Enablers/Resources” to “Supporting Resources” or remove the I2 label
	Status: OPEN 



	A047
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Figure 1 contains dashed boxes labeled according to the various requestors. Shouldn’t these entities be defined/described in the AD? 

Proposed Change: Add appropriate definitions/descriptions
	Status: OPEN 



	A048
	2008.11.09
	E
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence reads “illustrates GSSM architecture” 

Proposed Change: Replace with “illustrates the GSSM architecture”
	Status: OPEN 



	A049
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2

2nd bullet point
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: aggregated is neither defined nor does it add any value 

Proposed Change: Remove aggregated
	Status: OPEN 



	A050
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2

3nd bullet point
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Whether subscription management operations are delegated is an implementation choice

Proposed Change: replace Delegates with Performs
	Status: OPEN 

A050 and A060 are duplicates.

	A051
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2

3nd bullet point
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: “… received via GSSM-1 resources …” ???  

Proposed Change:  Delete resources or replace with interface
	Status: OPEN 

A051 and A061 are duplicates.

	A052
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2

3nd bullet point
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Whether notification and confirmation is delegated is an implementation choice

Proposed Change: replace delegates with performs
	Status: OPEN 

A052, A062and A068 are duplicates.

	A053
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2

2nd paragraph,

2nd bullet point

And throughout the document
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment:  subscription validation interface ( here lower case is used 

Proposed Change: agree on whether to use lower case or upper case and use it consistently throughout the document
	Status: OPEN 



	A054
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2

Paragraphs 3 and 4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Isn’t this also true for the subscription profile component. 

Proposed Change: Combine both paragraphs and make it generic so that it may apply to all GSSM components or delete both paragraphs.
	Status: OPEN 



	A055
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.2

Last paragraph
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: This is also true for the other requestors.

Proposed Change: Either generalize or delete paragraph
	Status: OPEN 



	A056
	2008.11.10
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: input document

Comment:  

It is not clear what is the difference between the "Delegated Resources" box and the "Supporting Enablers/Resources" box and the corresponding interfaces with the GSSM ?

Proposed Change:  Remove the “Delegated Resources” box
	Status: OPEN 
A056 and A057 are duplicates.

	A057
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  what is the difference between “delegated” and “supporting” resources?  Both perform functions not done directly by GSSM

Proposed Change: delete “delegated” box
	Status: OPEN 

A056 and A057 are duplicates.

	A058
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: why label “interface to other resources” – obvious because of arrow.

Proposed Change: delete label
	Status: OPEN 

	A059
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  why does arrow to “delegated resource” come out ONLY from subscription mgmt box

Proposed Change: delete “delegated resource” box
	Status: OPEN 



	A060
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: sub mgmt component –AD should not require “delegation” (implementation choice).

Proposed Change: say “Provides …”
	Status: OPEN 
A050 and A060 are duplicates.

	A061
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  “received via GSSM-1 resources”

Proposed Change: received via GSSM-1 interface
	Status: OPEN 

A051 and A061 are duplicates.

	A062
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: last sentence requires delegation of notification which is an implementation choice

Proposed Change: “Performs notification and confirmation”
	Status: OPEN 
A052, A062and A068 are duplicates.

	A063
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  2 paras about sub mgmt and sub validation – isn’t this true for Profile component too?

Proposed Change: I don’t think it is necessary to say either para, but if need it, say that ALL components can use other resources to perform defined functions.
	Status: OPEN 



	A064
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  last para – any requestor can reside in device or on network.

Proposed Change: delete sentence, or say that any requestor can be anywhere
	Status: OPEN 



	A065
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  In figure 1, it is not clear why we should / would distinguish between the internals of GSSM. This is application specific and therefore bad logical architecture practice.

Proposed Change: Remove the internal box and components. Limit the architecture to one box with 4 interfaces.

Rephrase accordingly the text in rest of document to remove the notions of components and replace with notion of “function” or “capabilities”
	Status: OPEN 



	A066
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: text too narrow and making “implementation assumptions:

”
· Subscription Profile Component: Provides aggregated data access functions (i.e. only read) for subscription profile data via GSSM-2 to Subscription Profile Requestor; an example of Subscription Profile Requestor is the Subscription Validation Component;

· Subscription Management Component: Delegates subscription management operations (e.g. subscribing to a service, unsubscribing from a service, change an existing subscription) received via GSSM-1 resources; Also delegates notification and confirmation.

“

Proposed Change: 

Change to:

“

· Subscription Profile Component: Provides data access functions (i.e. only read) for subscriber profile including subscription profile data via GSSM-2 to Subscription Profile Requestor; an example of Subscription Profile Requestor is the Subscription Validation Component; The accessed data may be the result of aggregation, federations and/or virtualization
	Status: OPEN 

	
	
	
	
	· Subscription Management Component:  performs or delegates subscriber profile or subscription management operations (e.g. write / modify subscriber data, subscribing to a service, unsubscribing from a service, change an existing subscription) received via GSSM-1 resources; Also delegates notification and confirmation”
	

	A067
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  In ext indicated in previous comment A009.Oracle about subscription management, it also seems that “write” operations are considered as only delegation to data owner. This is only when it is needed to delegate. Otherwise write can take place that discussion is missing or has been dropped.

Proposed Change: Update AD text to re-establish that GSSM-1 may be used to perform write that may be performed or delegated as needed to a data owner... Check consistency across whole AD.
	Status: OPEN 



	A068
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: Unclear why and how GSSM-1 is expected to “Also delegates notification and confirmation”
Proposed Change: The reviewer does not understand what is meant here. No solution proposed. 
	Status: OPEN 
A052, A062and A068 are duplicates.

	A069
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  Text 

· “GSSM-1 (Subscription Management Interface): Interface that provides subscription management functions (e.g. subscribing to a service, un-subscribing a service, changing an existing subscription, etc.) to the Subscription Management Requestor;

“ has lost notion of read / write.

Proposed Change: 

Fix by updating as proposed:

· “GSSM-1 (Subscription Management Interface): Interface that provides subscriber and subscription management functions (e.g. write of subscriber data,  subscribing to a service, un-subscribing a service, changing an existing subscription, etc.) to the Subscription Management Requestor;
“
	Status: OPEN 



	A070
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: text too narrow

Proposed Change: 

Chage as:

· “GSSM-2: Interface for subscriber including subscription profile data access, (i.e. read).
“
	Status: OPEN 

	A071
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  “replace will by may”

Proposed Change: 

“The GSSM Subscription Validation MAY use interfaces provided by supporting enablers/resources for either querying necessary information or delegating part of its validation function to supporting enablers for performing the subscription validation function. 

The GSSM Subscription Management MAY use interfaces provided by supporting enablers/resources for performing required provisioning related operations (to provision necessary information of subscription to other resources/enablers; to notify authorized principals for subscription changes, etc.). 

”
	Status: OPEN 



	A072
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: 1st paragraph and 1st bullet: both contain a list of what you can do with subscription management, but the lists are not the same. I.e. the list in the bullet item includes “suspension/resume/renewal” which is not part of the list in the 1st paragraph.

Proposed Change: Make consistent.
	Status: OPEN

	A073
	2008.11.07
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Typo in the first main bullet

Proposed Change: 

“subscription suspension/resume/renewal.) amy may include:”
	Status: OPEN

	A074
	2008.11.07
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: First sub-bullet list. Please capitalize all bullets. I.e. the last two bullets start with lower case. That should be upper case.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A075
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: Sentences “The Subscription Validation Requestor can either reside on the network or on a client device.  GSSM architecture does not introduce any limitation on such options.

” are confusing. It has no rason to be particularized to validation request.

Proposed Change: 

Remove the sentences.
	

	A076
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  Section should explicitly emphasizes that

a) Management includes read / write operation on any subscriber data

b) That these are read / write operations

c) That delegation may or may not be done, it all depends who is the data owner and these are implementation or data type / owner considerations 

Proposed Change: 

Agree with change and correct text to address concern. Add explicitly:

· Identity of the subscriber of  the service provider or the service subscription


	

	A077
	2008.11.8
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  typo

Proposed Change: 

· The subscription management request message (e.g.  Subscribing to a service, unsubscribing from a service, change of subscription (parameters), subscription suspension/resume/renewal.) may include:
	

	A078
	2008.11.09
	E
	5.3.1

1st bullet point
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo

Proposed Change: Replace “amy” with “may”
	Status: OPEN 



	A079
	2008.11.09
	E
	5.3.1

1st bullet point
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: resume is a verb

Proposed Change: replace resume with resumption
	Status: OPEN 



	A080
	2008.11.10
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: input document

Comment:  First bullet change the “amy include” to “may include”

Proposed Change:  The subscription management request message (e.g.  Subscribing to a service, unsubscribing from a service, change of subscription (parameters), subscription suspension/resume/renewal.) may include:
	Status: OPEN 



	A081
	2008.11.07
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: 4th sub-bullet, there is a semi-colon “:” at the start of the sentence

Proposed Change: Remove the semi-colon
	Status: OPEN

	A082
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: 5th sub-bullet reads: “Specific parameters of the corresponding service request”. Why is this not called “Subscription specific parameters” like in section 5.3.1. Is this different type of information?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A083
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  I don’t think the requestor will know the subscriber.  I don’t think it is a necessary parameter anyways

Proposed Change: delete
	Status: OPEN 



	A084
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: The heading of the section is PEM-1 Interface and then the first sentence starts with The GSSM subscription validation interface. This is confusing for the innocent reader.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A085
	2008.11.10
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: input document

Comment:  Remove the “:” from the sentence “:Identity of the subscriber of the service subscription”
Proposed Change:  “Identity of the subscriber of the service subscription”
	Status: OPEN

	A086
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: The heading of the section is PEM-2 Interface and then the last sentence reads “The interface is derived from PEM-2”. This is confusing for the innocent reader. It says PEM-2 is derived from PEM-2

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A087
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  what is an “active aggregation data schema”?

Proposed Change: explain or delete
	Status: OPEN 

A087and A089 are duplicates.

	A088
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: what is the “service requested” – isn’t it a “read data”

Proposed Change: delete
	Status: OPEN 


	A089
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.4

1st bullet, 1st sub-bullet
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: What is an aggregation data schema?

Proposed Change: Delete aggregation or explain
	Status: OPEN 

A087and A089 are duplicates.

	A090
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.4

2nd  bullet, 2nd  sub-bullet
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: A user uses a service

Proposed Change: Delete subscription
	Status: OPEN 



	A091
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  text should include access to any subscriber data.

Proposed Change: 

Agree with change and correct text to address concern. Add explicitly:

· The identity of subscriber of the service provider or of service subscription
	Status: OPEN 



	A092
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: 3rd sub-bullet states that the source of the criteria is FFS. Do we leave that like this? Did we resolve this issue or not?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
A092 and A099 are duplicates.

	A093
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: The 2nd main bullet is more appropriate description of the interface, not of the function.

Proposed Change: Consider removing the 2nd main bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A094
	2008.11.9
	E
	5.3.5
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  “validation function which”.  

Proposed Change: “validation function by” and change “acquires” to “acquiring” and “validates” to “validating”
	Status: OPEN 



	A095
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: delete 2nd bullet about delegation.  No information since this is always true, and is implementation choice

Proposed Change: delete bullet
	Status: OPEN 

	A096
	2008.11.9
	E
	5.3.5
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  the error code is always provided if the result is “not”, so don’t use “or”

Proposed Change: reword
	Status: OPEN 



	A097
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment:  Replace mentions of component by  “ function”  or “capabilities”
Proposed Change: Implement above.
	Status: OPEN 



	A098
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.5


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Text on Subscription Validation Criteria management is missing

Proposed Change: Add description 
	Status: OPEN 



	A099
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.5


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: “(where the validation criteria is coming from is FFS)”
Proposed Change: remove the sentence
	Status: OPEN 

A092 and A099 are duplicates.

	A100
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: 2nd bullet: Similar as previous comment A023

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A101
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  reword so don’t need notion of “active schema”

Proposed Change: “by the schema specified in the request”
	Status: OPEN 



	A102
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  the response MUST indicate success or failure (either explicitly or implicitly by giving back data)

Proposed Change: delete last sentence
	Status: OPEN 

A102 and A104 are duplicates.

	A103
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: Same as A019.Oracle applied to this component (remove component) + make sure that the functions include subscriber data / profile (not just subscription data) both on request and responses.

Proposed Change: Implement above
	Status: OPEN 



	A104
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.6

2nd bullet


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: A response should always indicate success or failure

Proposed Change: Replace may include with includes
	Status: OPEN 

A102 and A104 are duplicates.

	A105
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.3.7
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: 4th bullet: Similar as previous comment A023

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A106
	2008.11.07
	E
	5.3.7
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: There is an empty page following section 5.3.7

Proposed Change: Please remove.
	Status: OPEN

	A107
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.7
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  indicate which functions are required (first and last) and which are optional.  Is option dictated by implementation (so a spec option) or by parameter set in request/profile?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

A107 and A110 are duplicates.

	A108
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.3.7
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  remove notion of delegation from first bullet – implementation choice

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

A108 and A111 are duplicates.

	A109
	2008.11.8
	T
	5.3.7
	Source: Oracle

Form: input document

Comment: Same as A019.Oracle applied to this component Remove component)+ make sure that:

a)  the functions include subscriber data / profile (not just subscription data) both on request and responses.

b) Read/write of data is supported and delegation is a particular case

Proposed Change: Implement above
	Status: OPEN 



	A110
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.7


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: “ … may have the following features” . 

Proposed Change: Indicate which features this component has and which are optional or change may have to has.
	Status: OPEN 

A107 and A110 are duplicates.

	A111
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.3.7


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Whether subscription management function is delegated is an implementation choice

Proposed Change: remove the delegation part of the sentence
	Status: OPEN 

A108 and A111 are duplicates.

	A112
	2008.11.07
	E
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Consider applying new AD Template and move section 5.4. to Informative Appendix

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
A112, A113, A114 and A115 are duplicates.

	A113
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  are the flows informative or normative?

Proposed Change: put in header
	Status: OPEN 

A112, A113, A114 and A115 are duplicates.

	A114
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Flows are informative

Proposed Change: Indicate that flows are informative
	Status: OPEN 

A112, A113, A114 and A115 are duplicates.

	A115
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Recommend to apply new AD template and to move the flows to the Appendix

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

A112, A113, A114 and A115 are duplicates.

	A116
	2008.11.07
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Step 6. Consider removing (Operation Support System), because it is already defined in section 3, and also you do not add such an explanation for BSS in the same sentence.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A117
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: message is not sent to subscriber but to resource that will send

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN 

	A118
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.1


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: step 2 “based on configuration”. Where and how is this configured? Could also be provided with the request.

Proposed Change:  Delete “based on configuration”
	Status: OPEN 



	A119
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.1


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: step 3 “message enabler”. In the flow there is no such box.

Proposed Change:  Replace message enabler with other resources
	Status: OPEN 



	A120
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.1


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: step 4 “delegated message enabler”. In the flow there is no such box.

Proposed Change:  Replace delegated message enabler with other resources
	Status: OPEN 



	A121
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.1


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: step 8 “based on configuration”. Where and how is this configured? Could also be provided with the request.

Proposed Change:  Delete “based on configuration”
	Status: OPEN 



	A122
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: where is the notion of “group” defined in OMA?  Is this just a list of users?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 
A122 and A123 are duplicates.

	A123
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.2


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: What is a group? A number of users or subscribers or both? .

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

A122 and A123 are duplicates.

	A124
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.2


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: step 6 “based on configuration”. Where and how is this configured? Could also be provided with the request.

Proposed Change:  Delete “based on configuration”
	Status: OPEN 



	A125
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Step 6 is skipped in the diagram, while step 7 is missing from the description. See also next issue A024

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
A125 and A126 are duplicates.

	A126
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.3


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Step 6 is described but missing in the flow, Step7 is in the flow but a description is missing

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

A125 and A126 are duplicates.

	A127
	2008.11.07
	T
	5.4.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-GSSM-2008-0079

Comment: Step 8 is a separate step in the flow for Group Validation, but it is an implicit part of step 6/7 in the flow for Subscription Validation.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A128
	2008.11.9
	T
	5.4.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  I don’t understand how one validates a “group”.  Does a group request use of a service?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A129
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.5


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: step 6 “based on configuration”. Where and how is this configured? Could also be provided with the request.

Proposed Change:  Delete “based on configuration”
	Status: OPEN 



	A130
	2008.11.09
	T
	5.4.5


	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: step 4 “based on configuration”. Where and how is this configured? Could also be provided with the request. Step 3 indicates that such a list could be provided by the subscription data owner.

Proposed Change:  Delete “based on configuration”
	Status: OPEN 



	A131
	2008.11.11
	T
	5.4.5


	Source: ZTE

Form: INP doc

Comment: Step 2 is a separate step in the flow for Subscription Management, but it is an implicit part of step 1 in the flow for Subscription Modification. And There is no “check if a subscription can be changed” interface in the Subscription Validation Component. 
Proposed Change:  Delete step 2 and 3
	Status: OPEN 
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