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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

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

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2010-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and Q for Question for clarification
· For Editorial comments and Technical comments, the submitters are required to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible, for Question for clarifications this is not required.
· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 <doc ref>

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2010.02.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A002
	2010.02.10
	T
	4.0 first para
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  change “get” to “get and manage”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A003
	2010.02.10
	Q
	4.0 third para
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A004
	2010.02.10
	T
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A005
	2010.02.10
	N
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  What does “aggregation” mean?  How does this occur?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A006
	2010.02.10
	E
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  change to “SUPM enabler” not enablers
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A007
	2010.02.10
	E
	4.0 fourth para
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A008
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.0 fourth para from end
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A009
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.0 second to last para
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

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



	A010
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.0 second to last para
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A011
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.0 second to last para
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A012
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A013
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.1
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A014
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.1
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Are the data items identified in the RD actually accessible via standard interfaces?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A015
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1 second para
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A016
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1 second para
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Why were these 4 bullets chosen – why not others?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A017
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.1 second bullet under fig
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A018
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  delete “Reference Points” from title
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A019
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.4
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A020
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  the list needs to include the desired formats of the returned data elements
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A021
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Can data transformation (ie formatting) be specified for write operations (so SUPM knows the format of the incoming data)?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A022
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.1 second sentence
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: INP doc

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



	A023
	2010.02.10
	T
	Informative material
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A024
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Kepeng Li
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: OPEN 



	A025
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Kepeng Li
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.
Proposed Change: Add some normative texts.
	Status: OPEN 



	A026
	2010.02.10
	T
	Appendix
	Source: Kepeng Li
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. 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: OPEN 



	A027
	2010.01.28
	T
	4, 5.3.1, 5.3.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, 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: OPEN

	A028
	2010.01.28
	T
	5.4
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei

Form: input document

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

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

	A029
	2010.01.28
	T
	5
	Source: Kepeng Li, 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: OPEN

	A030
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

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 (ie 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: OPEN 



	A031
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A032
	2010.02.10
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A033
	2010.02.10
	T
	5
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A034
	2010.02.10
	Q
	General
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 



	A035
	2010.02.10
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Pozefsky

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: OPEN 
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