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1 Reason for Change

This CR aims to improve the TS to address the following issues:
1. Table 2.1 normative references should be sorted in alphabetical order

Done.
2. Table 2.2, the latest approved version number of the OMA Dictionary is v2_8

Done.
3. The table in section 3.1.1 should have a table caption

Done.
4. Section 3.3 is missing the following abbreviations: OE, HTTP, SNMP, FTP, IP, XML, TS, MIB

Done.
5. There are editor’s notes in sections 5, 8.2.2.1, 8.2.3.1, 8.2.4.2, 8.2.5.2, 8.4.1. These should use the MSWord style for “Editor’s Note” or be otherwise highlighted (like the yellow highlight for the editor’s note in section 5), otherwise they are difficult to spot and may be mistaken for regular spec text

Done.  The Editor Notes in 8.2.2.1, 8.2.3.1, 8.2.4.2 and 8.2.5.2 have been solved in this CR.
6. Section 7 is still completely empty. It is important to complete the abstract definition of the interface, especially because KPIinOMA has three different bindings for this interface.

Not addressed in this CR. See separate CR 0048R01.
7. Consider making the format of the second column in table 2 consistent with the 3rd column of the tables that directly follow the sequence diagrams for the HTTP binding (e.g. the table directly following figure 1 in section 8.2.2). In other words, do not use arrows in the cells, but rather have a column called “direction”. By the way, all these tables that follow a sequence diagram should have a table caption

Done.
8. Suggestion to rename section 8.2.7 into “HTTP Data Structures”

Done.
9. The structure of sections 8.2 (HTTP Binding), 8.3 (SNMP Binding) and 8.4 (FTP Binding) are not consistent. I recommend using the same structure for all three sections on protocol bindings. My suggestion is the following structure:

· 8.2 HTTP Binding

· 8.2.1 General

· 8.2.2 Performance Measurement Report

· 8.2.2.1 ABC Message

· 8.2.3 Configuration Command

· 8.2.3.1 XYZ Message

· 8.3 SNMP Binding

· 8.3.1 General

· 8.3.2 Performance Measurement Report

· 8.3.2.1 ABC Message

· 8.3.3 Configuration Command

· 8.3.3.1 XYZ Message

· 8.4 FTP Binding

· 8.4.1 General

· 8.4.2 Performance Measurement Report

· 8.4.2.1 ABC Message

· 8.4.3 Configuration Command

· 8.4.3.1 XYZ Message

Partially done by this CR. Also see CR 0048R01. 
10. The sequence flow diagrams (e.g. figure 1) may be common for each protocol binding. Therefore, you may consider moving these to section 7 “KPI-1 Interface”

See CR 0048R01.
11. I suggest that the table captions in sections 8.2, 8.3 and 8.4 repeat in their caption the specific binding protocol. For example, the caption for table 3 could be changed to “HTTP InstancePMReport message parameters” and the caption of table 12 then becomes “FTP InstancePMReport message parameters”. This makes it easier to compare as well as to distinguish these tables.

Done.
12. Consider moving the content of section 8 to section 7, as this is a general description of the interface itself, not of its bindings. Section 8.1 then becomes section 8

Done.
13. The relationship between the functions, the commands/reports, and the messages is not clear. How do these relate? The TS includes the following 4 functions (Collection Function, Reporting Function, Configuration Management Function, KPI Calculation Function), the following 5 commands/reports (Performance Measurement Report, Configuration Command, Configuration Query, Performance Measurement Query Request and Response, Performance Measurement Collection Command), and the following messages (InstancePMReport, OEConfigurationCmd, OEConfigQueryRequest, OEConfigQueryResponse, OEPMQueryRequest, OEPMQueryResponse, OEPMCollectionCmd).

Open.
14. The names for “Configuration Query” and “Performance Measurement Query Request and Response” are inconsistent. Both queries consist of a request and a response, so the names should be consistent

Done.
15. It seems to me that the only mandatory message is InstancePMReport, because that is the only message that is supported by all three protocol bindings. If that is the cause, I recommend this is explained somewhere in the specification.
Open.
16. Table 5: Should the name of parameter “OE” be “OEID” in stead?

Done.
17. According to section 8.2.7.2 table 11, the structure of parameter PMItem consists of three attributes (Name, Value, Description). I had expected this structure to be the KPI Template from section 5, did I misunderstand something?

Open.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

It is recommended to discuss the contribution and agree with the changes proposed to be included in the TS.
6 Detailed Change Proposal
Change 1:  Overall Improvements
See the attached document: OMA-TS-KPIinOMA-V1_0-20100713-D_CR55
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