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1. Instructions
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3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-AD-MSrchFramework-V1_0-20091110-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	T001
	2009.11.23
	T
	2.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: Neither Location nor Presence are in the arch picture.  The TS will probably not specify how to use them.  They are choices of the implementations, but not dependencies since not part of TS.

Proposed Change: Remove both Location and Presence from section
	Status: CLOSED

CR105

	T002
	2009.12.03
	T
	2.2, 5.1, 5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: In the section 5.3.1.1.3, there is reference to MobAd Enabler, but it is missed the related reference and bookmark in the informative reference section and in the dependencies too. 

Proposed Change: add the row in the informative reference section, and bookmark it in the 5.3.1.1.3. For the dependencies section, MobAd reference could be added but following the proposal related to the TI comment on section 5.1.  
	Status: CLOSED

CR105

	T003
	2009.12.03
	T
	4
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: the sentence “The main component identified for this enabler is Mobile Search Server (MSS) and Mobile Search Application Server (MSAS).” refers to a non-updated version of the architecture; now in the architecture there are 2 more entities: MSF-Client and MSF-Source. 

Proposed Change: update the sentence in order to add the missed components MSF-Client and MSF-Source.
	Status:  CLOSED

104R01

	T004
	2009.12.03
	T
	4
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: figure 1 depicts a possible deployment of this enabler and its components, so it is better to update the picture including the missed entities that were included. 

Proposed Change: modify the picture to include the missed components MSF-Client and MSF-Source instead of icons of respectively the user, the application, the experts and SE.
	Status: Closed

By 109R01

AI on Deepanshu to provide a related CR

Group users and application, expert, and SE in another.

	T005
	2009.12.03
	T
	4
	Source: ZTE Corporation

Form: ARC doc #0408

Comment: Subscribe/Push and Q&A are important functions of this enabler. They should be included in the Introduction section

Proposed Change: Add Subscribe/Push and Q&A to Section 4.
	Status: CLOSED

CR104R01 and CR106R01

	T006
	2009.12.03
	T/Q
	5.1, 2.1
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407 

Comment: it is not clear through the document why the [OMA-PRS-IMPS-AD], [OMA-PRS-SIMPLE] and [OMA-MLS-AD] are dependencies (and normative reference) for this enabler. 

Proposed Change: 

Clarify the reason. 

Move the reference to those enablers from the normative reference section to the informative reference section

Improve the dependencies text as: 

“The MSF Enabler does not have any dependency to other OMA Enablers. 

However deployments of the MSF Enabler can use other OMA Enablers such as:

· The Presence Enabler as described in [OMA-PRS-IMPS-AD] and [OMA-PRS-SIMPLE-AD].

· The Location Enabler as described in [OMA-MLS-AD].”
	Status: CLOSED

CR105<provide response>



	T007
	
	
	
	
	

	T008
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: Since MSF-2 can be between 2 MSSs, perhaps we should show an MSF-2 arrow parallel to MSF-5 (so just not coming from MSAS)

Proposed Change:
	Status: Closed
By 008R01, The group decided to use MSF-4 instead of MSF-2.
Will be closed with the revision of CR008.

	T009
	2009.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0406

Comment:  OMA does have an enabler (MobAd) for advertisement and the text also says to interact with it. But how that will be done is not specified.

Proposed Change: Add some text to specify what interface to use and what information, if any, can be provided to MobAd enabler and how. Some change to AD Diagram may also be required.
	Status: Closed

By 0120

AI on Deepanshu to provide a CR.

	T010
	2009.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: the query building function seems that imply some functionality on interfaces but there isn’t any reference to this functionality in the interfaces already defined. In our view the query building is a function that allows the MSrchFramework to use search capabilities from search engine that don’t provide the standard interface MSF-4 for the query/results exchange then it is a functionality needed only for the external source and not for the MSF-source.

In our view it is better to differentiate the different kind of sources (MSF-Source and external source) and also differentiate the mechanism to interface those sources with the MSS. 

Proposed Change: add a new external entity that acts as a manger for the sources not compliant with MSF-3 and MSF-4, and  add the related interface (between MSS and the new entity) to allow the query mapping inside the MSS
	Status: Closed

By CR007R04
AI on Carmen and Deepanshu to produce a related CR

	T011
	2009.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: this section provides the description of the registration functionality but the wording at the beginning “This function provides an interface…” is not correct. 

Btw this function is responsible for the registration of the MSF-Source. A complementary registration function is needed for the external SE: only in this case they will provide the “valid request format” indicated in the examples in bracket. 

Proposed Change: change the section as proposes:

“This function is responsible for allowing MSF-Source to register them with the framework providing some of the information (e.g expertise) about themselves.”

Add a new section for the registration related to the external SE. 
	Status: Closed

By CR007R04


Related with R010

	T012
	
	
	
	
	

	T013
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: The box in 5.1 for MSF-Client must be solid, not dashed.

Proposed Change: either remove MSF-Client as a component, or make the box solid in 5.1
	Status: Closed

AI to Jin Peng to make the MSF-Client in bold lines.

	T014
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  The statement “The MSF- Client can be a client on user’s device or an application on application server” seems to be deployment statement and should not be in the AD.

Proposed Change: replace “The MSF- Client can be a client on user’s device or an application on application server” with “The MSF-Client can be deployed on a user’s device or in an application server”.
	Status: Closed

By 0110

	T015
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: MSF-6 is just the “response” part of the “subscribe” request from MSF-1

Proposed Change: Remove the MSF-6 arrow, and remove it from 5.3.2.  Any references to -6 should be to -1.
	Status: Closed

No changes made. Rejected by the group

	T016
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  don’t say what component uses an interface, just which component exposes it – anything can use an interface.

Proposed Change: in 5.3.2.1, remove “to MSF-Client” from first sentence, and similar deletions later.  Likewise in first bullet.
	Status: Closed

By 111R04

	T017
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  Like the comment about MSF-6, I think MSF-7 is a “response” to an earlier “Question” request, so it is not a separate interface.

Proposed Change: delete the section, and the arrow in 5.2
	Status: Closed

By 118

	T018
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: what is MSF-Requestor?

Proposed Change: Replace all MSF-Requestor with MSF-Client.
	Status: Closed

By 119R01

	T019
	2009.12.03
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0406
Comment:  MSF-1 is meant for sending Q&A also.

Proposed Change: Make appropriate changes to show the same.
	Status: Closed

By 112R02

	T020
	2009.12.03
	T/Q
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment:  It is said that MSF-2 will be used also between two MSS in order to fulfill the interworking functionality between them. It is not clear to me way it is used the MSF-2 and not the MSF-4. For a logical point of view, the MSS receives the query from the MSAS, then selects the SE and sends to it the query. If the MSS doesn’t found an appropriate SE registered to it, then sends the query to the foreign MSS that can help it in accomplishing the search request. So from the MSS perspective the foreign MSS is similar to a source. In addition to that the MSF-2 is an intra SP domain interface, whereas the MSF-4 is an extra SP domain interface, and the foreign MSS is an extra SP domain entity.       

Proposed Change: 

Delete in the 5.3.2.2 the reference of the usage of this interface between two MSS. 

Use the MSF-4 as interface for exchange the request/response between MSSs and improve the 5.3.2.4 section accordingly. 
	Status: Closed

By 008R01
Will be closed with the revision of CR008.

	T021
	2009.12.03
	T
	5.3.2.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0406
Comment:  MSF-4 is meant for sending Q&A also.

Proposed Change: Make appropriate changes to show the same.
	Status: Closed

By 113R03

	T022
	2009.12.03
	T/Q
	5.3.2.5
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment:  MSF-5 seems very similar to MSF-3: is a kind of registration of sources that the foreign MSS can provide, and we think that the same interface can be reused. 

In addition to that, between two MSS it is missed the asynchronous message delivery that however it is supported in MSF-3. 

Proposed Change: delete MSF-5 interface and use the MSF-3 instead, improve the MSF-3 description in order to allow also the exchange of list of Meta-Index between MSSs
	Status: Closed
By 26R01
Offline discussion is needed to know the need of Q&A retrieval related stuff between MSSs.

	T023
	2009.12.03
	T
	5.4
	Source: ZTE Corporation

Form: ARC doc #0408

Comment: Section 5.4 is empty. Should be filled up.

Proposed Change: Fill up this section.
	Status: Closed
by CR011

	T024
	2009.12.03
	T
	B
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: About "Appendix B.Flows", the AD template says "The objective of this section is to describe the high-level logical flows between the architectural entities. These flows should just serve for a better understanding of the architecture. Therefore it is recommended to add a minimum number of flows, which should be very high-level"

There are 11 flows identified, quite detailed in the bullet lists, whilst some introductory text is missing.  

Proposed Change: Add a sentence just after the "Appendix B.Flows" title saying 

"This section describes some high-level logical flows between the architectural entities. These flows just serve for a better understanding of the architecture. For normative details see the Technical Specification"
	Status: Closed
By 0006

AI on Carmen to provide a CR to close T024

	T025
	2009.12.03
	T
	B.1, B.2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment:  in the steps P.5 an P.7 in B.1 flow and in step F.3 in B.2 flow, is described the functionalities of query mapping and registration that are related only to the external SE and are note applicable for the MSF-Source.  

Proposed Change: Modify the flow by improving the description of the step by specifying that the functionalities are related to the external source and/or add in the flow also the external sources.
	Status: Closed

By CR007R04

 

Related with T20



	T026
	
	
	
	
	

	T027
	2009.11.23
	T
	5.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment:  Why section 5.4 is empty?

Proposed Change: Text for Security Consideration must be provided
	Status: Closed
By 11R01

Will be closed by the revision of 107

	T028
	2009.12.03
	T
	B
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: About "Appendix B.Flows", the AD template says "The objective of this section is to describe the high-level logical flows between the architectural entities. These flows should just serve for a better understanding of the architecture. Therefore it is recommended to add a minimum number of flows, which should be very high-level"

There are 11 flows identified, quite detailed in the bullet lists, whilst some introductory text is missing.  

Proposed Change: Add a sentence just after the "Appendix B.Flows" title saying 

"This section describes some high-level logical flows between the architectural entities. These flows just serve for a better understanding of the architecture. For normative details see the Technical Specification"
	Status: CLOSED

Same as T024

	T029
	2009.12.03
	T
	B.1, B.2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment:  in the steps P.5 an P.7 in B.1 flow and in step F.3 in B.2 flow, is described the functionalities of query mapping and registration that are related only to the external SE and are note applicable for the MSF-Source.  

Proposed Change: Modify the flow by improving the description of the step by specifying that the functionalities are related to the external source and/or add in the flow also the external sources.
	Status: CLOSED

Same as T025

	T030
	2009.11.23
	T
	B.7
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0403
Comment:  Every MSF-Source may have there own mechanism for Feedback. How Feedback from MSF-Source can be used for recommendations. May be the Feedback form different MSF-Source is not comparable or MSrchFramework Enabler does not understand the Feedback format at all.

Proposed Change: Provide some text explaining what will be or what may be done in those situations.
	Status: Closed

By verbal clarification.

	T031
	2009.11.23
	T
	B.11
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01

Comment: F1: Since time “interval” is decided to be a triggering condition and it has to be specified by the MSF-client, the following changes are required. 

Proposed Change: F1: MSF-Requestor sends subscription request to MSAS with several filtration criteria and triggering condition. MSF-Requestor may specify a different receiver’s ID for pushed content.
	Status: Closed

By 0114R01

	T032
	2009.11.23
	T
	B.11
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0403
Comment:  Time “interval” is considered to be the triggering condition not filtration criteria.

Proposed Change: replace “filtration criteria” with “triggering condition”. 

Same change must be done in F3.
	Status: Closed

BY 114R01

	E001
	2009.11.23
	E
	5.3.1.1.5
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: The last sentence needs to be clarified.
Proposed Change: managing receiver(s) authorizations e.g negotiating for receiving pushed content, for using context information.
	Status: Closed

As proposed

	E002
	2009.11.23
	E
	B.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: fix “form”
Proposed Change: P1: MSAS may generate users Interest Model (IM) considering user profile and search history. User IM will be retrieved every time the request is received from MSF-Client.
	Status: Closed

As proposed

	E003
	2009.11.23
	E
	B.9
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment: 
Proposed Change: F6: MSS confirms the list of those search engines for which it require Meta-Index (MSS may only require Meta-Index for those SE which are useful for it. The criterion of selection is implementation specific)
	Status: Closed

As proposed

	E004
	2009.11.23
	E
	5.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  Why does the MSF-Source have white background, but other components are blue??

Proposed Change:
	Status: Closed

All components are not with same background.

	E005
	2009.11.23
	E
	4.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  No text for section 4.2

Proposed Change: delete section 4.2 and any sub-section
	Status: Closed

As proposed

	E006
	2009.11.23
	E
	5.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  The diagram is the architecture itself not the example.

Proposed Change: delete “Example of the” form the figure label.
	Status: Closed

Editor Note: replace the label with “Architecture Diagram”

	E007
	2009.11.23
	E
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  editorial

Proposed Change: ……….Search Domain is specified by the user. This function…………
	Status: Closed

As proposed

	E008
	2009.11.23
	E
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  editorial

Proposed Change: It can transfer the User related information….
	Status: Closed

As proposed

	E009
	2009.11.23
	E
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0395R01
Comment:  editorial

Proposed Change: replace “This function is responsible for store, maintain and manage the Search History” with “This function is responsible for the management (storing, maintaining) of Search History”
	Status: Closed

Comment is rejected by the group.

	E010
	2009.11.23
	E
	B.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0403

Comment:  The box for MSF-Client and MSF-Source are shown in dashed lines.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed

Both MSF-Client and MSF-Source are in bold lines now.

	E011
	2009.11.23
	E
	B.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0403
Comment:  Font for F4 and F5 is not consistence with rest of the document

Proposed Change:
	Status: Closed

Font changes

	E012
	2009.11.23
	E
	B.6
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0403
Comment:  flow bullets needs to be fixed.

Proposed Change:
	Status: Closed

Bullets fixed

	E013
	2009.11.23
	E
	B.8
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0403
Comment:  Spelling mistake

Proposed Change: Replace “done” with “done”. Additional “g” is to be replaces at the end of sentence. 
	Status: Closed

As proposed

	E014
	2009.11.23
	E
	B
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0403
Comment:  Bullets are malfunctioning

Proposed Change: Bullets in almost all flows need to be fixed.
	Status: Closed
All bullets are fixed.

	E015
	2009.12.03
	E
	2.1
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: The row [@@@-RD] should be deleted because is the placeholder for the Mobile Search Framework RD already present in the table.  

Proposed Change: Delete the row labeled as “[@@@-RD]”
	Status: Closed
As proposed



	E016
	2009.12.03
	E
	3.2, 5.3.1.1.1, 5.3.1.2.1, B.1
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: the term “search history”, through the sections listed in the related column nearby, refers to the Search History term in the definition section.  

Proposed Change: Capitalize “search history” instances through the sections listed.
	Status: Closed
As proposed



	E017
	2009.12.03
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: in the last sentence of the Meta-Index definition there is the function “Search Engine Selection” capitalized. 

Proposed Change: make the “Selection” term lower case. 
	Status: Closed
As proposed



	E018
	2009.12.03
	E
	4, 4.1
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: there is the reference to the MSFramework RD but it is missed the bookmark to the normative reference section.

Proposed Change: bookmark it
	Status: Closed
as proposed

	E019
	2009.12.03
	E
	4.2, 4.2.1
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: those two sections should be deleted because not applicable for this version of the enabler.

Proposed Change: delete the two sections 4.2 and 4.2.1
	Status: Closed
Already done with other comment


	E020
	2009.12.03
	E
	5.2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: several meetings ago was decided to consider the MSF-Client as a component of the enabler because of the notify interface that it must expose to fulfill the enabler functionalities related to Push. But in the diagram the MSF-Client is still in dashed line even if an AI was assigned to the AD editor. 

Proposed Change: make it as solid line.
	Status: Closed
Done

	E021
	2009.12.03
	E
	5.3
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: in the title of this section there is still the term “reference point” but in the document there aren’t reference points any more.

Proposed Change: delete the “reference point” in the title. 
	Status: Closed
As proposed

	E022
	2009.12.03
	E
	5.3.1.1.5
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #407

Comment: the bullet list is missed 

Proposed Change: add the bullet list for the second and third sentence in the section. 
	Status: Closed
As proposed

	E023
	2009.12.03
	E
	All
	Source: ZTE Corporation

Form: ARC doc #0408

Comment: There are some spelling mistakes, like “from” as “form”.

Proposed Change: Correct the spelling mistakes.
	Status: Closed

By 0108
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