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	Review Report Document Id
	OMA-CONRR-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP-V1_0-20131105-D
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
	OMA-ERP-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP-V1_0>

	Group Presenting Document:
	ARC

	Date of This Report:
	05 Nov 2013


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, 'T' for Technical comment and ‘Q’ for Question for clarification
2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	REL
	Host
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full 
	2013.10.15

to

2013.11.04
	R&A
	ARC, REL
	OMA-CONR-2013-0051-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP_CONR_comments_DT
OMA-CONR-2013-0050-VVoIP_CONR_comments_from_Ericsson
OMA-CONR-2013-0049-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP_CONR_comments_Alcatel_Lucent
OMA-CONR-2013-0048-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP_CONR_comments_ATT
OMA-CONR-2013-0047-INP_REST_NetAPI_VVoIP_CONR_comments_Nokia
OMA-CONR-2013-0041-VVoIP_ETRI


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP-V1_0
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A01 
	2013.11.04
	T
	2
	Source: DTAG

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051
Comment: some references are work in progress

Proposed Change: mark this as work in progress
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A02 
	2013.11.04
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: The latest version for [IETF_ACR_draft] is dated March 1, 2012. 

Proposed Change: Update the date to reflect the latest version of the document.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A03 
	2013.11.04
	E
	2.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing hyperlink.

Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[Autho4API_10]”.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. We have a policy of not using hyperlinks to external references.

	A04 
	2013.11.04
	E
	2.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing hyperlink.

Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_SUP_VVoIP]”.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. We have a policy of not using hyperlinks to external references.

	A05 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	2.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051
Comment: Discuss whether the W3C_WebRTC reference should be rather informative or not.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A06 
	2013.11.04
	E
	2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: The latest version for [IETF_RTCWeb_Overview] is dated Sep 3, 2013. 

Proposed Change: Update the date to reflect the latest version of the document.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A07 
	2013.11.04
	E
	2.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing hyperlink.

Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_WP]”.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. We have a policy of not using hyperlinks to external references.

	A08 
	2013.11.04
	T

	3.2

Appendix H1

and general
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051

Comment: The usage of the definitions Participant , Originator, etc is inconsistent. Sometimes the application is the “Originator’s application”, sometimes it is just the “Originator”. 

Proposed Change: Please use it consistently throughout the spec and make in the definitions text clear whether the app is meant or the user.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
Reclassified by CR 0041.

	A09 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Some abbreviations spelled with lower-case letters. For example, for JSEP, RTCWeb, W3C, WebRTC  

Proposed Change: Use upper-case for abbreviations.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A010 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing abbreviation “CDATA”.

Proposed Change: Add “CDATA”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A011 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing abbreviation “IP”.

Proposed Change: Add “IP”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A012 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing abbreviation “MSISDN”.

Proposed Change: Add “MSISDN”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A013 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing abbreviation “UTF”.

Proposed Change: Add “UTF”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041

	A014 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo.

Proposed Change: Replace “Javascript session establishment protocol” with “Javascript Session Establishment Protocol”
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A09
Closed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A015 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo.

Proposed Change: Replace “Real-time communication on the Web” with “Real-Time Communication on the Web”
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A09

Closed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A016 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo.

Proposed Change: Replace “Voice and Video Over IP” with “Voice and Video over IP”
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A017 
	2013.11.04
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo.

Proposed Change: Replace “Web real-time communication” with “Web Real-Time Communication”
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A09

Closed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A018 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc#0050
Comment: The second paragraph reads: “This Network API provides a method for the signalling of voice and video over IP sessions under the assumption that the applications which use this signalling are based on JSEP [IETF_RTCWeb_JSEP]”. Dos this mean that applications that are not based on JSEP would not be able to use this API?   

Proposed Change: If the answer is NO then the paragraph shall be rephrased.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A019 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: The last sentence in the second paragraph is not clear in terms to which specifications it applies since IETF, W3C and the API are mentioned in the same paragraph.   

Proposed Change: Move the sentence to the beginning of the next paragraph and mention which specifications it relates to.
	Status: CLOSED


Sentence reads now (with inserted text): “The IETF RTCWeb specifications fully define how the media are transmitted, however, they do only partially specify the signalling.”

	A020 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: The last sentence in the third paragraph describing provisional answers is too long and difficult to understand.   

Proposed Change: Rephrase the sentence and make it shorter.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A21

	A021 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc#0050
Comment: The last sentence in the third paragraph describing provisional answers is too long and difficult to understand.   

Proposed Change: Rephrase the sentence and make it shorter (removing the sentence is also an option).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A022 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Paragraph 4 that starts with “Also, WebRTC..” hangs out.   

Proposed Change:  Combine it with the previous paragraph.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A023 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Paragraphs 5 and 6 can be combined.   

Proposed Change:  Combine these 2 paragraphs into one. The last sentence in paragraph 6 referring to Common data types should be listed as a separate paragraph.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A024 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc#0050
Comment: The last sentence describing Appendix H too short and not clear enough.   

Proposed Change:  Rephrase sentence to state that it provides information on mappings between REST requests and SIP protocol messages.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A025 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049
Comment: 
Several comments: 

.2nd par. refers to peer to peer as it would be the only option. 

. client, server, application, end point, browser terms are used in this text, but these term are not introduced. Add a figure or point to one existing figure. Is application, client the same concept?
Proposed Change: 
.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A026 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5
	Source: AT&T

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: unnecessary bracket “)”

Proposed Change: remove ending bracket “)” from the following sentence: “… for a graphical representation)” 
	Status: CLOSED

No change.

There is a matching opening brace: “(see [W3C_WebRTC] for a graphical representation)”

	A027 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment: Wording needs to be improved 

Proposed Change: change “as far as possible” to “as much as possible” in the following sentence:

“when the server would have to otherwise convert an offer into an answer (and vice versa) as part of its mediation role which should be avoided as far as possible”
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A028 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing cross reference at page 17.

Proposed Change: Add cross reference at the “Appendix E”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A029 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing cross reference at page 17.

Proposed Change: Add cross reference at the “Appendix H”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A030 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	5 

2nd paragraph
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051
Comment: I thought the normative part of JSEP use is just about the state machine defined there. This sentence reads different to me. 
Proposed Change: 

Please clarify and/or rephrase.

Also it is probably better to separate the second part of the sentence from the first (see previous comment)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A031 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Missing connection line for resource “/session” in Figure 1.   

Proposed Change:  Add missing connection.
	Status: CLOSED

Cannot be reproduced.

	A032 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Description of POST method for resource “Client notification about conflicts” incomplete/incorrect.   

Proposed Change:  Rephrase the description to reflect notifications about conflicts.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A035

	A033 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5.1
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment: Tables use the wording “audio and video” as opposed to “voice and video” and else where in the documents the voice and video wording for VVIoP is used

Proposed Change: change the Note in section 5 to include the word audio… “Note: Throughout this document, client and application, audio and voice as well as WebRTC and RTCWeb, can be used interchangeably.”

	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A034 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5.1
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment: Description for VvoipAcceptanceNotification notification is not clear

Proposed Change: “This operation notifies a client the acceptance of a session invitation by the Terminating Participant, or a session update acceptance by the Update Recipient


	Status: CLOSED

Changed similar to proposed by CR 0041 (made both parts symmetric).
This operation notifies a client about a session invitation acceptance by the Terminating Participant, or a session update acceptance by the Update Recipient.

	A035 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5.1
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment: Description for VvoipConflictNotification notification is not correct (copy/past typo)

Proposed Change: “This operation notifies the client about a conflict that violates the offer-answer sequence rules

	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A036 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing sentence at page 18.

Proposed Change: Add “The figure below visualizes the resource structure defined by this specification. Note that those nodes in the resource tree which have associated HTTP methods defined in this specification are depicted by solid boxes.” at the figure 1 above.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A037 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing sentence at page 18.

Proposed Change: Add “The following tables give a detailed overview of the resources defined in this specification, the data type of their representation and the allowed HTTP methods.” at the resource table above.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A038 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Page header missing at page 19.

Proposed Change: Add page header.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A039 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Page header missing at page 22.

Proposed Change: Add page header.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A040 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Incorrect description for usage of the root element (under the table). The element is not used in the request bodies.

Proposed Change:  Remove phrase “request and/or” from the description.
	Status: CLOSED

Reclassified and changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A041 
	2013.10.16
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment: vvoipSubscriptionList only used in response to GET

Proposed Change: A root element named vvoipSubscriptionList of type VvoipSubscriptionList is allowed in  response bodies.


	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A040.

	A042 
	2013.10.16
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment: inconsistent description in 5.2.2.1 and 5.2.2.2 

Proposed Change: change description in 5.2.2.1 to line up with description in 5.2.2.2. That is: change   “This type represents a list of voice and/or video over IP notification subscriptions” 

To

 “This type represents a list of VVoIP notification subscriptions “
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A043 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “vvoipNotificationSubscription” at the table in section 5.2.2.1.
Proposed Change: Add period.
	Status: CLOSED

 Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A044 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.10
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “callbackData”, “link”, “eventType” and “eventDescription” at the table in section 5.2.2.10.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A045 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.11
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “callbackData”, “link”, “originatorName”, “tParticipantAddress” and “tParticipantName” at the table in section 5.2.2.11.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A046 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.12
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “callbackData” and “link” at the table in section 5.2.2.12.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A047 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.13
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “callbackData” and “link” at the table in section 5.2.2.13.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A048 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.14
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “callbackData” and “link” at the table in section 5.2.2.14.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A049 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.14
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, element “Link”.

Proposed Change: Replace “Link” with “link”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A050 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.14
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, element “Answer”.

Proposed Change: Replace “Answer” with “answer”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A051 
	2013.11.04
	E/T
	5.2.2.14, 5.2.2.15
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Element name starts with a capital letter.
Proposed Change:  Rephrase element names for “Link” and “Reason” to start with lower-case letter.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A052 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.15
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, element “Link”.

Proposed Change: Replace “Link” with “link”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A053 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.15
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, element “Reason”.

Proposed Change: Replace “Reason” with “reason”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A054 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “callbackReference” at the table in section 5.2.2.2.
Proposed Change: Add period.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A055 
	2013.11.04
	E/T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc#0050
Comment: More clarification in terms of usage for elements “answer” and “update” needed.  The data type is used for both creation of a new session and in the response to the retrieval of session information, however it seems that the above 2 elements are used only in the response bodies.
Proposed Change: If the elements are not used in both creation and retrieval requests, clarify in the descriptions when these elements are used.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A056 
	2013.11.04
	T/Q
	5.2.2.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049
Comment: 
.In which case is the tParticipantAddress provided in the URL? 

. In which case does the servcer modify originator and terminating addresses? How does the application react if those are changed?
Proposed Change: 
.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Part 1 can be closed with no change. It is part of the URL if the application acts on behalf of the tParticipant.
Part 2 is for discussion.

	A057 
	2013.10.16
	T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment:  tParticipantAddress is not part of the request URL

Proposed Change: remove the following “If tParticipantAddress is also part of the request URL, the two MUST have the same value.”
	Status: CLOSED

No Change. In fact, it actually _is_ part of the URL if the application acts on behalf of the tParticipant.

	A058 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the first sentence describing “tParticipantAddress” at the table in section 5.2.2.3.
Proposed Change: Add period.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A059 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051

Comment: originator address, originator name if omitted by client will be filled in by the server. 

Proposed Change: Shouldn’t that be changed to normative language?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A060 
	2013.10.16
	T
	5.2.2.4
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment:  vvoipAnswer can also be allowed in response bodies 

Proposed Change: correct the description under the table: “A root element named vvoipAnswer …”
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A061 
	2013.10.16
	T
	5.2.2.4

& 5.2.2.5
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment:  mediaIndicators not defined

Proposed Change: change mediaIndicators to mediaIndicator to align with XSD
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A062 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	5.2.2.4
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051
Comment: allowVideoUpgrade element’s description says that it depends on the actual underlying network whether or not this information can be conveyed end-to-end.

Proposed Change: Do not understand understand under which circumstances this information could not be conveyed. Please clarify.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A063 
	2013.10.16
	Q
	5.2.2.4 & 5.2.2.5
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment:  should the table say sdp is of type string or SDPType? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

No change needed. There is no SDPtype in XML schema. Also, so far we have not defined simple types in our spec. The spec contains all information needed.

	A064 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	5.2.2.4,

5.2.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Isn’t element “mediaIndicators” duplication of the information already included in sdp/sdpBase64?
Proposed Change:  
	Status: CLOSED

Yes it is duplicated. This is by design, to provide an easier-to-parse representation of key information that’s in the SDP.
No change proposed, hence no change done.

	A065 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.2.2.4,

5.2.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Inconsistent spelling of element name. Element name for “mediaIdicators” in the data types “VvoipAnswer” and “VvoipOffer”  is spelled as a plural while in the rest of the document (and XSD) it is spelled as a singular (mediaIndicator)

Proposed Change:  Align spelling of the element name.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A061. Singular is the correct spelling.

	A066 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	5.2.2.5
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051

Comment: serviceType and allowVideoUpgrade element’s description says that it depends on the actual underlying network whether or not this information can be conveyed end-to-end.

Proposed Change: Do not understand understand under which circumstances this information could not be conveyed. Please clarify.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A067 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.2.7
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “payloadType” at the table in section 5.2.2.7.
Proposed Change: Add period.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A068 
	2013.11.04
	E/T
	5.2.2.9
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Incorrect description for the data type.
Proposed Change:  Rephrase the sentence above the table to reflect a session status rather than ICE status.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A069 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.2.3.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049
Comment: 
Ringing is really about the originator beeing informed that the tParticipant is being alerted. Right?
Proposed Change: 
Rephrase.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A070 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.2.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049

Comment: 

Closed: The session is closed by Delete. How are the closed sessions not removed if there is an explicit DELETE on the ressource?

Proposed Change: 

Remove this option.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Agreed for DELETE. However, the session may also be closed by a BYE from the remote end. In that case, it is at server’s discretion when to remove the resource, and in such scenario the “Closed” status makes sense.
Uwe to Add a note to the TS that states that for the “other end”, the session object stays on the server until it is deleted according to operator policies.

	A071 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.2.3.4
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “Audio”, “Video” and “Data” at the table in section 5.2.3.4.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A072 
	2013.11.03
	T
	5.2.x

6.x.y.z

Annex D
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: We do not need both CDATA and space:preserve in SDP examples.

Proposed Change: Remove space:preserve
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.


	A073 
	2013.11.03
	T
	5.2.x

6.x.y.z
Annex D
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: We do not need base64 encoded SDP if we are using CDATA. The only character sequence in a CDATA section that breaks the parser is “]]>”. This sequence is unlikely to appear in SDP.
Proposed Change: Remove base64 encoded SDP from data type definition, XSD and examples.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A074 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3 fig 1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049

Comment: 

Step 3 should not be dashed. 

Proposed Change: 

.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. Response is always dashed in REST NetAPI.

	A075 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Numbering of steps in “Outline of the flows” not aligned with the numbers in the sequence diagram.

Proposed Change:  Align the numbering.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A076 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.11
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: A definition “Originator” in the first paragraph starts with a lower-case. 
Proposed Change:  Change the definition to start with a capital.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A077 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.3.11
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Wrong method (POST) specified for step 4 in Figure 13. 
Proposed Change:  Replace “POST” with “PUT”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A078 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.11, 5.3.12,
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc#0050
Comment: Inconsistent style for description of alternatives in “Outline of the flows” between these sections and section 5.3.3
Proposed Change:  Align the styles (preferably use the same style as in 5.3.3).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A079 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: References to a server and application start with a capital.

Proposed Change:  Change references to lower-case.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed globally, as proposed, by CR 0041.

	A080 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049

Comment: 

"Note that the HTTP responses have been ommitted for brevity reasons" is not accurate. Responses are shown.

Proposed Change: 

.
	Status: CLOSED

Note removed by CR 0041.

	A081 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049
Comment: 
Explain where and when the session instance was created in this flow.
Proposed Change: 
.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A082 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment:  statement staring with “this means… which media flows are used (e.g. audio-only or also video) belong to the session etc.” does not read well towards the end of the sentence 

Proposed Change: reword as necessary.
	Status: CLOSED

Reworded by CR 0041 as follows: 
“..., the media flows used in the session (e.g. audio-only or also video) etc.”

	A083 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Superfluous (confusing) the last sentence in the description of the step 16.

Proposed Change:  The sentence that starts with “Since the answer …” doesn’t give any value and it should be removed.
	Status: CLOSED


Duplicate of A86.

	A084 
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049
Comment: 
Step 12: This cannot be a provisional answer.
Proposed Change: 
Remove provisional answer.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A085 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment:  wording enhancement 

Proposed Change: “…changes of the ICE status” would be better to be “changes in the ICE status”
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by CR 0041. Proposed rewording:
In the TS: “To indicate to the server changes of the ICE status, update the resource ”
New: “To indicate ICE status changes to the server, update the resource  ”

	A086 
	2013.10.16
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: 

Form: AT&T
Comment:  step 16 explanation is contradictory in regards to the availability of “answer” and also does not go with the step 16 in diagram where “answer” is available  

Proposed Change: remove contradictory statement. It seems like we need to remove the last statement ”… Since the answer was already sent, the notification does not contain an answer.” From step 16


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A087 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Erroneous reference in the third bullet under “The resources:”

Proposed Change:  Update reference.
	Status: CLOSED

Fixed by CR 0041.

	A088 
	2013.10.16
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: 

Form: AT&T

Comment:  unresolved reference “Error! Hyperlink reference not valid.”  

Proposed Change: correct the reference in 3rd bullet

	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A87

	A089 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing resource at page 46.

Proposed Change: Add resource at the sentence “To indicate that the user is being alerted of an incoming call, update the resource” below.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A87

	A090 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.7
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Missing a blank character between 2 words in the last sentence of the section. 
Proposed Change:  Add an extra space between “see” and “5.3.12”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A091 
	2013.11.04
	E
	5.3.7, 5.3.10
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: A definition “Originator” in the first paragraph starts with a lower-case. 
Proposed Change:  Change the definition to start with a capital.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed globally by CR 0041.

	A092 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Superfluous the last sentence in the main section that starts with “Anyway these...”.

Proposed Change:  Suggestion is to remove the sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A093 
	2013.11.04
	T
	6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Inconsistent spelling of element name for media indicators (see comments for 5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5)

Proposed Change:  Align spelling of the element name.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A61.

	A094 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, unnecessary blank “[RFC 2616]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RFC 2616]” with “[RFC2616]”.
	Status: CLOSED

Search & Replace applied globally by CR 0041.

	A095 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: An example for “userId” in hyperlink.

Proposed Change:  Remove hyperlink.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A096 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.1.1, 6.2.1, 6.3.1, 6.4.1, 6.5.1, 6.6.1, 6.7.1, 6.8.1, 6.9.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing cross reference.

Proposed Change: Add cross reference at the “section 6”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A097 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.1.1,6.2.1, 6.3.1, 6.4.1, 6.5.1, 6.6.1, 6.7.1, 6.8.1, 6.9.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Missing cross reference.

Proposed Change: Add cross reference at the “section 5.1”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A098 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.11
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Unspecified definition “Receiver” used in the last 2 paragraphs below the table.

Proposed Change:  Use lower-case for “Receiver”, or use the existing definition such as “Terminating Participant”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR0041 (alternative 2 “Terminating Participant” was chosen)

	A099 
	2013.11.04
	T
	6.11.5.2.1
And others
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051

Comment: originatorAddress = tParticipantAddress

Proposed Change: Please fix


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Reclassified by CR 0041 as T.

Digging deeper yields:

1) Notification receivers should have either application-alice or application-bob as host

2) Alice always has ...100 and Bob always ... 101 phone number
Needs to be aligned globally.

	A0100 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.12
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Resource name in the header not aligned with resource name in the table in section 5.1. 

Proposed Change:  Align resource names (e.g. add “acceptance” at the end of resource name in this section).
	Status: CLOSED

Aligned with name in 5.1 by CR 0041.

	A0101 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.12.6, 6.13.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Yellow highlighted blank space in the header in front of “DELETE”.

Proposed Change:  Remove the yellow blank space.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 0041.

	A0102 
	2013.11.04
	T
	6.15.5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc#0050
Comment: From the header of the example it is not clear the reason for cancellation of the subscription.
Proposed Change:  As the example corresponds to the cancellation of the subscription due to an expiry (no Reason included), rephrase the header to reflect cancellation due to an expiry. Perhaps it could be also considered an example for cancellation due to an error.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Reclassified as T by CR 0041.

	A0103 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.3.5.1.2,

6.3.5.2.2,

6.3.5.3.2,

6.3.5.4.2,

6.4.3.1.2,

6.6.3.1.2,

6.6.4.1.2,

6.7.3.1.2,

6.7.4.1.2,

6.8.3.1.2,

6.8.4.1.2,

6.8.4.2.2,

6.11.5.1.1,

6.12.5.1.1,

6.12.5.2.1,

6.13.5.1.1,

6.13.5.2.1,

6.14.5.1.1,
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: Replace “<mediaIndicator>” and “</mediaIndicator>” with “<mediaIndicators>” and “</mediaIndicators>”.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A061. Singular is the correct spelling, see change in A061.

	A0104 
	2013.11.04
	E
	6.3.5.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: Replace “ACR (Anonymized Customer Reference)” with “ACR (Anonymous Customer Reference)”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Changed as proposed by CR 0041.

	A0105 
	2013.11.03
	T
	6.x.y.z
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: All SDP examples need to be aligned with the latest JSEP draft and draft-nandakumar-rtcweb-sdp. 

Proposed Change: CR needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0106 
	2013.11.03
	E
	6.x.y.z

Annex D
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047

Comment: Even though indenting the SDP looks nice, the SDP examples are currently not valid, as they have leading whitespace. 

Proposed Change: Remove leading whitespace in all SDP examples.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 0041.

	A0107 
	2013.11.04
	T
	Appendix D
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Inconsistent spelling of element name for media indicators (see comments for 5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5)

Proposed Change:  Align spelling of the element name.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A061

	A0108 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	Appendix D
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc#0050
Comment: SDP values in JSON examples are listed on more than one line, and some JSON formatters and parsers may understand blank spaces between the lines as non-escaped LF or CR characters, which is not acceptable for JSON string element.
 
Should the API consider using LF and CR characters in JSON examples escaped (e.g. using unicode strings, or double escaping)?
Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0109 
	2013.11.04
	E
	Appendix D
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, unnecessary blank “[RFC 4627]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RFC 4627]” with “[RFC4627]”.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 0041.

	A0110 
	2013.11.04
	E
	Appendix H.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051
Comment: 2nd paragraph: ….the INVITE, or to instruct the Terminating Participant not to alert the user until…

The Terminating Participant is the user, it is rather terminating application which should not alert the Terminating Participant. And again the originators app instead of the originator.
Proposed Change: please rephrase

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0111 
	2013.11.04
	E
	Appendix H.1.1
	Source: DTAG
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051
Comment: 2nd sentence: the provisional answer terminates at the originators application, not at the originator

2nd paragraph: it is rather the terminating participants application that does not have to run the Ice procedure. 
Proposed Change: please rephrase accordingly

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0112 
	2013.11.04
	E
	D.6, D.7

D.8, D.9

D.10, D.15

D.16, D.17

D.18, D.19

D.20, D.21

D.26, D.28

D.29, D.30

D.31, D.32 Response
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: Replace “<mediaIndicator>” and “</mediaIndicator>” with “<mediaIndicators>” and “</mediaIndicators>”.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A061

	A0113 
	2013.11.04
	E
	G.1.1.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, unnecessary hyphen “sub-sections”.
Proposed Change: Replace “sub-sections” with “subsections”.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 0041.

	A0114 
	2013.11.04
	E
	G.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Wrong spelling of the keyword in the second paragraph/sentence.

Proposed Change:  Replace ‘Authorization’ with ‘auth’.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 0041

	A0115 
	2013.11.04
	E
	G.1.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0041
Comment: Typo, reference “[REST_Common_TS]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[REST_Common_TS]” with “[REST_NetAPI_Common]”.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 0041

	A0116 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	General
	Source: Ericsson
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Many normative sections in the document refer to W3C Working Draft for WebRTC which create concerns such as:

 1. It may appear that API is specifically designed to work with WebRTC compliant browsers only,

 2. As W3C draft is a work in a progress it may change significantly which would require change of the TS also,

3. W3C itself does not recommend to make strong reference to the draft document. Following is the statement from the draft: “This is a draft document and may be updated, replaced or obsoleted by other documents at any time. It is inappropriate to cite this document as other than work in progress”.

Should the API be made more generic and make references to W3C softer?

Proposed Change: Discuss within the group how to use references to W3C Working Draft; just as informative or normative?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0117 
	2013.10.16
	T
	General
	Source: AT&T
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: General: Suggest using a better known API name such as “RESTful Network API for webRTC Signaling”. VVIoP name is not well understood and people don’t realize that it can be used for webRTC signaling.

Proposed Change: Discuss in ARC and choose a better API name such as  RESTful Network API for webRTC Signaling”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0118 
	2013.11.04
	Q/T
	General
	Source: DTAG

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0051
Comment: RESTful Network API for VVOIP is not a name that helps to surf on the big WebRTC wave. 

Proposed Change: The name should include WebRTC in order to participate of the big hype around it. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Related to A117.

	A0119 
	2013.11.04
	T
	H.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049
Comment: 
We need an additional flow for offerless invite when 100rel option is not supported.
Proposed Change: 
CR to be provided.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

ALU to provide CR

	A0120 
	2013.11.03
	Q
	n/a
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: Did we reflect all GSMA requirements in the TS?
Proposed Change: Action to Nokia to check
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0121 
	2013.11.03
	T/Q
	n/a
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: The abbreviation “VVoIP” is a bit strange, though generic. Is the API really generic enough for VVoIP? Probably not. Or is it truly a WebRTC API? At least it is pretty close to SDP o/a, with WebRTC extensions such as ICE usage and pranswer.
Proposed Change: Consider renaming.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Related to A117.

	A0122 
	2013.11.03
	T
	n/a
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: The following GSMA requirement seems to be only partially fulfilled: ”UNI-VVOIP-015: The VVOIP API SHALL allow to accept or reject the upgrade of a VOIP call to a VideoIP call. – Comment: If the user accepts the upgrade, it will also be allowed to specify whether it wants to send back video or not.”

Currently, accepting or rejecting an upgrade offer as a whole is possible. By looking at the list of media items, it is also possible to detect whether or not this is an upgrade request.

What is not possible using the API but must be done by SDP munging is the following:

1) To accept only a part of the update

2) To set the information whether or not the user wants to send back video.

Proposed Change: It may be possible to achieve this by working on the VvoipMediaIndicators. This would require exposing them as (lightweight?) resources. CR required.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


3.2 OMA-SUP-XSD_rest_netapi_vvoip-V1_0

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B01
	2013.11.04
	T
	VvoipAnswer, VvoipOffer
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc#0050

Comment: Inconsistent spelling of mediaIndicator(s) between XSD and TS.  

Proposed Change: Although the TS is a parent document it is suggested to fix the inconsistency in the TS.
	Status: CLOSED

Related to A061.
No change needed, the XSD uses singular which is the way forward. See A061.

	BB02
	2013.11.03
	T
	sdp
	Source: Nokia
Form: CR0041
Comment: We have removed in the TS “space:preserve” in “sdp”.(see resolution of A072)
Proposed Change: Remove space:preserve also from XSD.
	Status: OPEN/CLOSED

Newly introduced by CR 0041.




3.3 OMA-ERELD-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP-V1_0
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C01
	2013.11.03
	T
	(new)
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: New ERELD template has now an API section.
Proposed Change: Add API section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


3.4 OMA-ETR-REST_NetAPI_VVoIP-V1_0
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D01
	2013.11.03
	T
	5.1

5.1.1

5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-CONR-2013-0047
Comment: Is looks strange to keep all the stuff from the template in case there is no IOP testing envisioned
Proposed Change: Remove the unnecessary stuff. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	D02
	2013.11.04
	T
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: #0049
Comment: 
All tests are empty.  If not IOT is planned why not publish the specs as reference releases?
Proposed Change: 
.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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