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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, '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
	Requestor, Host
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full
	2010.02.14
	Select: Email
	ARC
	OMA-AD-SUPM-V1_0-20100114-D


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-AD-SUPM-V1_0-20100114-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001 
	2010.02.14
	E
	1, 2nd par 


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Second sentence of 2nd paragraph is redundant and possibly leading to wrong understanding that principals may indicate to SUPM which data they want to access on a given data source.
Proposed Change: remove this second sentence as the main idea is already captured in the first paragraph.
	Status: CLOSED
See also A069
Proposed resolution in CR 47R04

	A002 
	2010.02.14
	T
	2.1

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: SUPM may only have a normative dependency on data format definitions at TS level. SUPM does not have any normative dependencies on and Enabler at AD level. All AD references should be moved to informative (should be aligned with section 5.1).
Proposed Change: move to informative references.
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 

	A003 
	2010.02.14
	E
	2.1

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: alphabetize the list of references
Proposed Change: alphabetize the list of references
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change 

	A004 
	2010.02.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  References to SUPL, PRS, GSSM and UDC should not be normative.  These are implementation/deployment choices, not required for SUPM. 

Proposed Change: Move these references to informative section, or delete them completely
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A005 
	2010.02.14
	E
	3.2

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Add a reference to definition of “Authorized Principal” and “Application”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change

	A006 
	2010.02.14
	E
	3.2

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Consider adding a definition for Data Consumer
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
Confirm the use of “Data Consumer” in A008
Resolution in CR 66R01

	A007 
	2010.02.14
	E
	3.3

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: missing abbreviations LDAP, UDC, XDM, LOC, CPM, GSSM

Proposed Change: Add abbreviations.
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change 

	A008 
	2010.02.14
	E
	4 and all doc 


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Data requesters are described with various terms in the AD. 

· Section 1:  “OMA enablers or other resources”.
· Section 4: resources and enablers or resources/enablers
· Section 4: resources offering user services
· Section 5:  “applications and/of other resources implementing the services”
· Section 5: “Service providers and their resources”
· Section 5:”Requestor”
· Section 5.2: “Data consumer”
In addition resource is too generic as a term and may confuse the reader when used both as data source and data consumer. Applications should be identified as possible data consumer. 

Proposed Change: Propose a unique wording and use it consistently in the document. “Data consumer” as architecture component. In descriptive chapters use “Applications or Enablers” 
	Status: CLOSED
Decision to consistently use: applications and/or enablers and “ 

	A009 
	2010.02.14
	E
	4 and all doc

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Data sources are described with various terms in the AD. 

· Section 4: “network applications, enablers and or any data repository” 
· Section 4: applications, enablers, and data repositories.
· Section 5: service provider repositories
Proposed Change: Propose a unique wording and use it consistently in the document:  “Data sources” when referring to a functional component. “Enabler or other resources” in the descriptive 
	Status: CLOSED

Changes agreed as proposed 

	A0010 
	2010.02.14
	E
	4 and all doc

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Operations on SUP data are described with various terms in the AD (use/manage, manipulate, access/manage, read/create/delete/update. 
Proposed Change: Use either “access/manage” as in RD for general description and a specific list like “create, read, update, delete”
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed change.

	A0011 
	2010.02.14
	E
	4 and all doc

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Structure of SUP data is referred with various terms (data elements, information items…) 
Proposed Change: Chose consistent wording and possibly add a definition? 
	Status: CLOSED
Decision to use data elements.

	A0012 
	2010.02.14
	E
	4

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Several typos: 

· Services User profile Management > Service User Profile Management
· User-related information > user-related information
· Authorised > authorized
· information.The SUPM > information. The SUPM 
Proposed Change: As in comment. 
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0035R01 

	A0013 
	2010.02.14
	E
	4 

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Section 4 could be streamlined for better reading. 
Proposed Change: update section 4 with following guidelines: 

· Start with paragraph 1 

· Add use case examples of par 2 and 5 

· Introduce the description of a service use profile (par. 3 of section 4, 

· Introduce SUPM functionalities (par. 4 of section 4);

· Conclude with par. 6 of section 4)
	Status: CLOSED withdrawn no change.

	A0014 
	2010.02.14
	E
	4.1 


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Should describe the version 1.0 as a textual summary. 
Proposed Change: Use a simplified version of RD or ERELD description. 
	Status: CLOSED 
CR 56 withdrawn, with no change.

	A0015 
	2010.02.10
	T
	4.0 first para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  change “get” to “get and manage”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0035R01 



	A0016 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	4.0 third para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  what does “belonging to a managed set of information” mean?  Is there info that does not below to a managed set?

Proposed Change: remove phrase
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0035R01 



	A0017 
	2010.02.10
	T
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Reword the sentence to say that SUPM has ability to transform format of data provided across interface and of underlying resource.  Current sentence is confusing, and seems to imply in only one direction of transform.   

Proposed Change: SUPM has the ability to transform the format of data between that (either supplied or received) on the SUPM interface and the underlying resources/repositories.
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0035R01 



	A0018 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  What does “aggregation” mean?  How does this occur?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
CR 52R01


	A0019 
	2010.02.10
	E
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  change to “SUPM enabler” not enablers

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change 


	A0020 
	2010.02.10
	E
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  last sentence is not a sentence.  Is something missing?

Proposed Change: After “for ex”, replace “to use” with “a service can use SUPM to get”
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change 


	A0021 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  second to last para: states that SUPM will standardize names for data items; does this mean schema/views too?  Also need to say that SPs can define their own data item names.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
R55 R03
Related to A0047, A0024

Issue 1: OMA Data item name definitions / Schemas/view. Owner Mark P
Issue 2: Extensibility of data item name definitions by SPs. Owner Mark P
(SUPM-0040)
Proposal change for interface description section for addressing issue 2

SUPM exposes an User Service profile composed of data elements. Data elements may be defined by the SUPM Enabler (names and formats), by other specifications or may be defined by Service providers for a given deployment.
See CR 67R01 for resolution
 

	A0022 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.0 fourth para from end
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  “not tied to the physical technology used to access the user’s information” – does “access” have a physical technology (which I think of as silicon or metal).  
Proposed Change:  delete “physical”.  Is “access” or is “storage” the key aspect, or perhaps both??
	Status: CLOSED 
Resolution CR 49R02

	A0023 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.0 second to last para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove the word “optional” which refers to required function (I think).  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
Resolution CR 49R02


	A0024 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.0 second to last para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  do the standardized names identify a single data element?  Or can a single name expand into a set of data elements?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 

Resolution in CR55R03 was noted. 

 


(SUPM-0042)


	A0025 
	2010.02.14
	E
	5.0 


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Section 5 is mostly redundant with section 4 and with technical description. Simplify and move details in detailed sections. 
Proposed Change: Section 5.0: “SUPM architecture specifies one interface and one component described in following sections.” 

Move description of User profile data (paragraph 2 plus bullets, and paragraph 5) to the SUPM-1 interface definition section. Explain better “computed type”

Move paragraph 4 to SUPM component description or to informal appendix. Clarify the second sentence by removing “even if SP may not be able to identify all the resources that manage/use this information”
	Status: CLOSED
See also A0071

Editorial update, low priority.
See resolution in CR 49R02

	A0026 
	2010.01.28
	T
	5
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei

Form: input document

Comment:  Clarify the issues stated in INP ARC-SUPM-0007 in the AD.

Proposed Change:
To specify where the same user data is stored in different locations.
	Status: CLOSED, agreed  resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0036    
Related to A0053.

	A0027 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  UDC and GSSM are not dependencies, but rather, choices of the implementation or deployment

Proposed Change: remove these as dependencies
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0028 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.1
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  4 OMA enablers are identified as dependencies – are these the only ones that MUST be handled by SUPM implementations?  Why are they singled out?  Must SUPM be able to use/manage the parameters of other OMA enablers?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0029 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.1
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Are the data items identified in the RD actually accessible via standard interfaces?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0030 
	2010.02.14
	E
	5.1


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment:  4th bullet not coherent same for 8th bullet.

Proposed Change: XML document management (XDM) [OMA-XDM-AD]
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change

	A0031 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1 second para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  what is a “generic data element”?  Are there non-generic ones?  Does this mean that SUPM must be able to expose any data item, not only those defined by the 4 enablers.

Proposed Change: delete “generic”
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0032 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1 second para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Why were these 4 bullets chosen – why not others?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0033 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1 second bullet under fig
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  does “consolidation” mean the same as “aggregation”?  Does it mean that one “name” can expand to multiple data elements?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
See also A018

Issue 4: Aggregation/consolidation. Owner Pierre-Henri
Resolution CR 52R01

	A0034 
	2010.02.12
	T
	5.1 first para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0030, Telecom Italia
Form: INP doc

Comment:  the following sentence is true: “The SUPM enabler SHALL support being able to expose data elements (subject to their availability in the deployment) defined by following OMA Enablers”

But this does not mean that there is a dependency from the ADs mentioned here. There may be a dependency in case the same interfaces defined in one of those ADs is reused here, but this is not the case.

Proposed Change: remove the bullet list with the references to OMA-CAB-AD, OMA-CBCS-AD, OMA-CPM-AD, OMA-XDM-AD.
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0035 
	2010.02.12
	T
	5.1 second para
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0030, Telecom Italia
Form: INP doc

Comment:  the sentence “Depending on the deployment architecture SUPM may optionally use interfaces defined in following specifications:” is an implementation issue, and it does not represent a dependency to be mentioned here.

Proposed Change: remove the above-mentioned sentence and the bullet list with the references to OMA-GSSM-AD, 3GPP-UDC-TS, OMA-SUPL-AD, OMA-PRS-AD.
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0036 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  delete “Reference Points” from title

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change 


	A0037 
	2010.02.14
	E
	5.3


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment:  We do not define reference points.

Proposed Change: remove.
	Status: CLOSED, duplicate of A0036 

	A0038 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  We should have some normative texts to say, the data items in the data sources and the data items to be requested from SUPM-1 interface can be mapped, e.g. through Data Item ID. Also the User ID needs to be mapped.

Proposed Change: Add some normative texts.
	Status:  CLOSED
See also A0058, A0049
Issue 3: Data element mapping or not. Owner Pierre-Henri (SUPM-0042)
Issue 5: User ID mapping or not. Owner Kepeng (closed by SUPM-0043R02)

	A0039 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  We should have some normative texts to say, the data items requested from SUPM-1 interface are consistent. That means, if Data Consumer sends two requests through SUPM-1 interface, the two results should be the same, rather than give back different values as long as the underlying data has not been changed by other (non-SUPM) means.
Proposed Change: Add some normative texts.
	Status: Closed by CR 0044R01
Related to A0058

Issue 8: Consistency on SUPM-1. Owner Kepeng

	A0040 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.1 second sentence
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  remove “If needed,” which is an execution time option.  The enabler spec defines how this function works. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
See also A0074.
Resolution CR 52R01


	A0041 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.3.1 bullet 1


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment:    Bullet 1 refers to data validation and may lead to confusion that it refers to validation of data from data sources.
Proposed Change: Remove “validation” as this is not usually an operation described on the interface in other architecture documents. 
	Status: CLOSED 
See also A0075
Resolution CR 57R03

	A0042 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.3.1 bullet 2


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment:    Bullet 2: the second sentence is confusing. Incoming request seems to be on SUPM-1 interface.
Proposed Change: Remove “incoming request” and rephrase.
	Status: CLOSED
See also A0075
Resolution in CR 57R03

	A0043 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.3.1 


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment:    Due to Privacy requirement PRV-001, we need to add a sentence about requirements to check Data Consumer ID and to filter exposed data and authorized operations (or refer to security chapter). 
Proposed Change: Add a bullet, refer to security section. Note that access control is implementation specific.
	Status: Closed by CR 0045R01
Issue 9: Privacy. Owner Kepeng

	A0044 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.3.1


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment:     "Note that sometimes it is needed to collect some data element before determining where and how to access other data elements."

Not sure what this means. 

Proposed Change: Clarify. 
	Status:CLOSED

Resolution in CR 57R03

	A0045 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  the list needs to include the desired formats of the returned data elements

Proposed Change: 
	Status:CLOSED

Resolution CR 59R04


	A0046 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Can data transformation (i.e. formatting) be specified for write operations (so SUPM knows the format of the incoming data)?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
Related to A0048

Issue 6: Data transformation/Format transformation. Owner Pierre-Henri
(SUPM-0042)
Resolution in CR 59R04

	A0047 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  it is very unclear what "Identification of the set of data" means.  Is this a set of data item names (e.g., "Firstname", "sex", "hobby")??  Will OMA standardize some of these data item names?  Or is this the name of a schema/view (i.e. a set of data items, configured some other way, and conveyed to requestors out-of-band) -- will SUPM support this type of indirect identification of a set of data?  Will there be a standard interface to set up this association?  Will there be a standard set of such schema/views?  Can the set be extended or changed?  Can the set of data item names or schema/view names be discovered?

Proposed Change: 
	Status:CLOSED
Related to A0021, A0024

Related to Issue 1. Owner Mark P
(SUPM-0040)
Resolution in CR 59R04 and 55R03

	A0048 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  There is nothing in the interface about how to specify the data transformation/formatting to be done.  How would this function work if schema/views are allowed for "identification of the set of data"?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
Related to A0046.

Issue 6: Data transformation. Owner Pierre-Henri
(SUPM-0042)
Resolution in CR 59R04

	A0049 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Is the "identification of user" known identically by all the data owners or might it be necessary to translate this Id when accessing various data items.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed by SUPM-0043R02
Related to A0038
Issue 5: User ID mapping or not. Owner Kepeng

	A0050 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  some data items may be accessible in real time and some not (e.g., held in BSS, requiring workflow or even admin approval).  How is this handled if SUPM is "real time"?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution in CR 59R04


	A0051 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.3.2


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: This section is inconsistent with the appendix B1. In particular Data consumer identification is needed to perform access control. Set of data is unclear.

Proposed Change: Bullet should be based from those of appendix B1. 
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution CR 59R04 

	A0052 
	2010.02.12
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0030, Telecom Italia
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This section has to describe also the operations allowed through the SUPM-1 interface.

Proposed Change: add a sentence along the line “The SUPM-1 interface supports requests to read/update/create/delete Service User Profile data”.
	Status: CLOSED 
Resolution CR 59R04


	A0053 
	2010.02.10
	T
	Informative material
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  some material needs to be added to make clear that an implementation must be able to have multiple “locations” where a data element exists

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
Related to A0026.

Proposed resolution in ARC-SUPM-0036.



	A0054 
	2010.01.28
	T
	4, 5.3.1, 5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei

Form: input document

Comment:  Read operation is too general, and should be explained as query and search.

In the RD, we have mentioned search, but in the AD, there is no such statement.

Proposed Change: 
See CR ARC-SUPM-0016
	Status: CLOSED, resolution in ARC-SUPM-2010-0016R04
See also A0076



	A0055 
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.4
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  need some text here.  It should say that this enabler does NOT specify authentication or authorization, or integrity or confidentiality functions.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: 

Closed with ARC-SUPM-0015



	A0056 
	2010.01.28
	T
	5.4
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei

Form: input document

Comment:  There is no text for security considerations. It should be added.

Proposed Change:
See CR ARC-SUPM-0015
	Status: 

Closed with ARC-SUPM-0015



	A0057 
	2010.02.10
	Q
	General
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  we need a normative section that states what sorts of configuration support must be available for any SUPM implementation; we will not standardize how this is done, but it must be available.  For ex, one must be able to define multiple data owners for any given data item.  Also, one must be able to data items via standardized and non-standardized interfaces.  Also, the set of data items must be extendible by the SP beyond any set defined in OMA.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
Related to A0021.

Issue 7: What type of configurability is supported in SUPM. Owner Kepeng 

Issue 2: Extensibility of data item name definitions by SPs. Owner Mark P
(SUPM-0040)
Resolution in CR 67r01


	A0058 
	2010.02.10
	T
	Appendix
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0017R02, Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  We should add some informative texts to say, if the Data Consumer uses the SUPM-1 interface to write the data items, the data items in different data sources should be kept consistent as long as the underlying data has not been changed by other (non-SUPM) means. That means, the values should be the same. (or is it an implementation choice to make them consistent or not?)

Proposed Change: Add some informative texts.
	Status: Closed by CR 0044R01 

Related to A0039.

Issue 8: Consistency on SUPM-1. Owner Kepeng


	A0059 
	2010.02.14
	E
	Appendix A.1


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: clean up

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change (i.e. remove placeholder table rows) 

	A0060 
	2010.02.14
	E
	Appendix B.1


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Figure 2 caption is bold.

Proposed Change: Unbold
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change 

	A0061 
	2010.02.14
	T
	Appendix B.1, step 2


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: step 2a: what is a service identifier? This is not defined.

Proposed Change: Remove.
	Status: CLOSED resolution in CR 63R03

	A0062 
	2010.02.14
	T
	Appendix B.1, step 2d


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: what is other information?

Proposed Change: Add example: value of modified data element for update operation.
	Status: CLOSED resolution in CR 63R03

	A0063 
	2010.02.14
	T
	Appendix B.1, step 3


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Check the security restriction is in line with security chapter. Also clarify what access control is performed. 

Proposed Change: Replace data model with configuration at deployment time.
	Status: CLOSED resolution in CR 63R03


	A0064 
	2010.02.14
	T
	Appendix B.1, step 4


	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Unclear how a data model helps to find where the data resides and its format.

Proposed Change: Replace data model with configuration at deployment time.
	Status: CLOSED resolution in CR 63R03




	A0065 
	2010.02.14
	E
	Appendix C, figure 3

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Correct the figure caption and update the Table of Contents, remove the note on security. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution in CR 58R01 

	A0066 
	2010.02.14
	E
	Appendix C.

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: Rephrase the text to “The following figure presents a possible deployment scenario”. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED with proposed change 

	A0067 
	2010.02.14
	T
	Appendix C, figure 3

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: The figure should be updated to include CAB, UDC (or UDR), Presence, and other resources or data repositories. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution in CR 58R01

	A0068 
	2010.02.14
	T
	Appendix C, figure 3

	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0027, Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP

Comment: The figure could be updated to add example of data consumers (applications, OMA enablers, non OMA enablers). 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution in CR 58R01

	A0069 
	2010.02.14
	Q
	1 

1st parag.
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO

Form: INP

Comment:  

(is it a central point?

(telecommunication services only?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
Related to A001.
Proposed resolution in CR 47R04


	A0070 
	2010.02.14
	T
	3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO

Form: INP

Comment:  Definition of Service User Profile includes User Context. User Context is defined in the RD as:

A set of information which describes the current status of the User (e.g. location, presence, current device capabilities, body temperature, blood pressure, weather).

Proposed Change: this definition needs improvement! E.g. the user is cloudy would fit this definition,…
	Status: CLOSED 
Resolution in CR 65R01

	A0071 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.0 
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO

Form: INP

Comment:  This section consists of information either expected in the introduction section (here redundant) or in detailed technical description (there missing).

Proposed Change:  move text to appropriate sections
	Status: CLOSED 
Related to A0025
Resolution in 49R02


	A0072 A
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.1
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO

Form: INP

Comment:  SUPM has to none of listed enablers a dependency

Proposed Change: remove all dependencies 
	Status: CLOSED, proposed resolution in OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0034R01 



	A0073 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO

Form: INP

Comment:  SUPM enabler is composed of a single component. The role of this component is to:

· be the single contact point for data consumer requests to access and manage Users related data

· process all requests including potential transformation and/or consolidation of data from different data sources

NOTE: In some deployment scenario, several instances of this component may exist.

Proposed Change: remove this text here. If something is missing in the component description (5.3.1), add it there
	Status: CLOSED
Resolution in CR 65R01 



	A0074 
	2010.02.14
	T
	5.3.1
1st paragraph
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO
Form: INP

Comment:  

This component allows provides the following features:

· A data consumer to read, update, create, or delete Service User Profile data. If needed, this component may perform some 
· data transformation (for data to be presented in a given way), as well as some
· data consolidation (grouping of data).

Proposed Change: 
Change as proposed in comment (may need further improvement)
	Status: CLOSED 
Related to A0040 to A0044.
Resolution in CR 49R02, CR 65R01


	A0075 
	2010.02.14
	Q/T
	5.3.1
2nd to last paragraph
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO
Form: INP

Comment:  

· Analysis and validation of the request: decodes the request in terms of which data elements are to be accessed, and what operation is to be performed on those data elements

· For each data element, determine where the data is stored, performs the requested operation, and captures any resulting information to be returned to the data consumer.  The format of the data may have to be changed between the incoming request, where it is actually stored, and the outgoing response.

Note that sometimes it is needed to collect some data element before determining where and how to access other data elements.
Note that in the implementation, SUPM Component could cache the Service User Profile data retrieved from different data sources. The cached Service User
Profile data should be kept consistent and how to achieve this is out of scope of SUPM enabler.

Proposed Change: 
Will analysis and validation be specified? If not delete this bullet.

2nd paragraph: Isn’t it configured where it is stored and in which of data sources, etc.?  Delete it?

Are last 2 paragraphs necessary?
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution in CR 57R03

	A0076 
	2010.02.14
	T/Q
	5.3.1, 5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO
Form: INP

Comment:  Clarify difference of read vs search? 

Proposed Change: 
Add search if necessary
	Status: CLOSED, by OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0016R04 
See also A0054



	A0077 
	2010.02.14
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO

Form: INP

Comment:  What is meant by "Identification of the set of data"?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
See also A0047, A0021, A0024
Resolution CR 59R04

	A0078 
	2010.02.14
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: OMA-ARC-SUPM-2010-0031, TMO

Form: INP

Comment:  response is missing

Proposed Change: add description of response (only request mentioned)
	Status: CLOSED

Resolution in CR 59R04
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