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	Fixing editorial comments from CONRR for Notification Channel
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 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	ARC REST-NetAPI

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_NotificationChannel-V1_0-20110921-D

	Submission Date:
	26 Oct 2011

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Editorial

	Source:
	Vitomir Ilic, Ericsson, vitomir.ilic@ericsson.com

	Replaces:
	 n/a


1 Reason for Change
This CR provides editorial changes for Notification Channel TS, based on the CONRR comments that are highlighted in green colour in the following table:

3.1 OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_NotificationChannel-V1_0-20110921-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2011.09.23
	T
	Many
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056
Comment: Inconsistent usage of HTTP headers. Many request examples do not include Accept header.

Proposed Change: Align the usage of HTTP headers and include Accept headers where applicable
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A002
	2011.11.09
	E
	Many
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Defined terms must be capitalized throughout the document (see also comment on introducing definitions).

Proposed Change: 

Capitalize defined terms throughout the document.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A003
	2011.11.09
	Q/E
	2. and others; applies to all documents reviewed
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: General question across all documents, regarding reference tags. Noticed some TS use “-“ while most use “_” in reference tags. Should we use a convention always to use “_” as a separator? (e.g. [W3C-URLENC] vs [[IETF_ACR_draft]

Proposed Change:

Use “_” as a separator in reference tags.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A004
	2011.11.09
	T
	3.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Missing agreed definitions for Long Polling, Notification Channel, Notification Server. 

Proposed Change:
Add agreed definitions (see  other TSs that have added correct definitions). 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A005
	2011.11.09
	T
	3.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Missing abbreviation MIME.
Proposed Change:
Add it
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A006
	2011.09.23
	T
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056
Comment: In the paragraph describing prevention of disclosure underlying network topology, it is not clear which servers are involved.

Proposed Change: Add clarifications in terms of servers mentioned in this paragraph.
	Status: OPEN 

	A007
	2011.11.09
	T
	5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: A reference to OMA PUSH is made, but is missing in the reference section.
Proposed Change:
Add an informative reference. 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A008
	2011.11.09
	E
	5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: This comment applies to all TSs. The text describing section 5 does not mention the resources hierarchy diagram.

Proposed Change: Amend the text in Section 5 as follows (changes in red): “Section 5 starts with a diagram representing the resources hierarchy, followed by a table listing all the resources (and their URL) used by this API, along with the data structure and the supported HTTP verbs (section 5.1).”

	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A009
	2011.11.09
	E
	5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Typo in Appendices names. Appendix E provides the operations mapping to a pre-existing baseline specification, where applicable. Appendix E provides a list of all light-weight resources, where applicable. Appendix F defines authorization aspects to control access to the resources defined in this specification.” 

Proposed Change:
Replace: E, E, F in the text of the TS with respectively E, F, G.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A010
	2011.11.09
	E
	5 first, then other places
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: use of term “call-back”. In all other documents we are using it without a hyphen (callback).

Proposed Change:
Search and replace all call-back with callback (including in data types).
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A011
	2011.11.09
	Q
	5 first, then throughout the TS
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: terms “callBackURL” and “channelURL” seem to refer to elements in a data Type that is introduced later. Would it be better to use “callback URL” and “channel URL” as generic terms (in which case maybe without double quotes)? Or would it be better to define these terms? If changed, make sure you change also in diagrams.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A012
	2011.11.09
	E
	5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: inconsistent use of hyperlinks to other sections (Appendix hyperlinks).

Proposed Change:
Make all “Appendix X” hyperlinks, or all not hyperlinks.

Note: we could also decide on a general approach for all documents.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330
This is a general comment to all TSs!!

	A013
	2011.11.09
	E
	5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Typo, unnecessary “y” in “delivery” in resource summary table title.
Proposed Change:

Purpose: To allow the notification server to deliver notifications to the client by using long polling
	Status CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A014
	2011.09.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056
Comment: Text describing URL for Notifivcation list resource shall add clarification that the URL is received with channelURL in response from the server.

Proposed Change: Add clarification to the text.
	Status: OPEN 

	A015
	2011.09.23
	Q
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056
Comment: Would it be practical to consider PUT operation or light–weight resource to update maxNotifications or channelLifeTime?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	A016
	2011.11.09
	Q/T
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Should we also support PUT (update) for the Individual notification channel resource? (see resource summary table). It seems that looking at the data type “channelLifetime”, “maxNotifications” could be candidates for update.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

Duplicate of A015 !!!

	A017
	2011.11.09
	T
	5.1 (possible other places depending on agreed resolution).
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: This is a general comment for ALL TSs: need to change the text referring to “apiVersion”.
Proposed Change:
OMA ARC to agree on a solution for versioning, then apply the solution here (and all other TSs).
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

This is a general comment to all TSs!!

	A018
	2011.11.09
	Q/T
	5.2.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Shouldn’t “channelType” be part of “channelDataType”? It seems like a “patch this way. If “channelDataType” characterizes the channelData, then it should include channelType as one of its elements.
Proposed Change:
Note: If such changes are decided, it will affect the XSD. 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A019
	2011.09.23
	Q
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056
Comment: Would it be possible to include “channelType” info as a part of  channelData?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

Duplicate of A018 !!

	A020
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: the name “ChannelDataType” is unusual (we do not usually add Type, we just capitalize it).
Proposed Change:
Use “ChannelData” instead.

Note: If such changes are agreed, it will affect the XSD.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

This should be technical comment !!

	A021
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.2.2.5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: extra period in last description sentence for “maxNotifications”.

Proposed Change:

Remove extra period.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A022
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: in several places in section 5.3 (resource path, other), the text is using different font type and/or size.

Proposed Change: 

Use Times Roman font, size 10.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A023
	2011.11.09
	T
	5.3.1 and other chapters.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: the text in bullet 2  “Application creates a subscription for notifications towards enabler X server” (and similar in the diagram) may be misleadingly interpreted that the notifications are towards the enabler X server.
Proposed Change:
Replace with “Application creates a subscription for notifications from enabler X server” (and equivalent text in diagram).
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A024
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.1 and other sub-sections in 5.3.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: the text “. (This operation is not part of this API.)” appears sometimes after a period, sometimes before a period; sometimes the text itself in () includes a period, sometimes not.

Proposed Change:
Make it consistent. Suggest to use no period before the (), lower case “this” to start the sentence inside the (), no period inside the (), and a period only after the ().
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A025
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Long-polling with hyphen in diagram (may also appear in other places in document).

Proposed Change:
No need for hyphen, use “Long Polling” everywhere.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A026
	2011.11.09
	Q/T
	5.3.4
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: this triggers a general question for OMA ARC. A client that receives multiple notifications originating  from different enabler servers may benefit from a general subscription/notification data structures.
Proposed Change: 
Should we design an overall re-structure notification data structure (possibly an overall subscription structure as well – both in Common) as containers, with an element that identifies the type of notification, followed by the specific existing data structures as Choices?
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

This is a general comment to all TSs !!

	A027
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.4 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Extra space in bullet 3, after “server” in sentence: “A response to the notification received in step 2 is sent to enabler X server  after the response is delivered to the application”.
Proposed Change: 

Remove 1 space.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A028
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.5 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: ‘maxNotifications limit’ is sometimes used with with “limit” inside the quotes, other times outside the quotes.
Proposed Change:

Move “limit” outside the quotes consistently.. (as a general topic, we may want to decide when to use single quotes, double quotes, etc across all TSs).
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A029
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Extra period at the end of the sentence: "A new event occurs; in this case another presence update notification is received at the notification server (This operation is not part of this API)..“
Proposed Change: Remove extra period.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A030
	2011.10.09
	E
	6. (and other places in all TSs)
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: use of x-www-form-urlencoded, www-form-urlencoded, form-urlencoded, application/x-www-formurlencoded (correct), application/x-www-formurlencoded (missing “-“), etc is inconsistent throughout the document).

Proposed Change: 

Decide on a single format and apply everywhere – e.g.:

application/x-www-form-urlencoded
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330
This is a general comment to all TSs !!

	A031
	2011.11.09
	E
	6.1.5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: The end of the sentence “This operation is used for creation of a notification channel in order to receive notifications from an enabler server that the client has subscribed for notification from.” does not read well.

Proposed Change: 

This operation is used for creation of a notification channel in order to receive notifications from an enabler server to which the client has subscribed for notifications.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A032
	2011.11.09
	E
	6.1.5.1.2 & 6.1.5.2.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: First example has hyperlink and font is underlined. The other example has same issues, and font is blue.

Proposed Change: Remove hyperlink and underline in and use automatic black color:

http://example.com/exampleAPI/1/.../ch123/notifications
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A033
	2011.09.23
	E
	6.1.5.1.2

6.1.5.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056

Comment: Value of element “channelURL” in hyperlink style.

Proposed Change: Change the value to normal text style.
	Status: CLOSED 

<Duplicate of A032>

	A034
	2011.11.09
	E
	6.2, possibly other places in the TS.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: “The resource used is” should not be in bold font. SCR for returning distance between 2 terminals seems to be missing.

Proposed Change: 

Use Times Roman regular, size 10.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330
The second part of the comment (SCR stuff) does not relate to this API!!

	A035
	2011.11.09
	E
	6.2.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: In the request URL table description for channelId, misplaced “:”

Proposed Change:  

Replace “channel identifier:” with “channel identifier.” 
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A036
	2011.09.23
	E
	B
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056

Comment: Mixing bold and regular letter types in headings for tables

Proposed Change: Align usage of letter type.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A037
	2011.11.09
	E
	B.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: SCR  labels slight inconsistency.

Proposed Change:
Replace “REST-NOTIFCH-SUPPORT-S-004-O” with  “REST-NC-SUPPORT-S-004-O”
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A038
	2011.11.09
	Q/T
	B.1 and may be applicable to other TSs
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: We have moved mormative text referring to XML/JSON from section 5 to section 6. Should the references in B.1 point to section 6 instead?
Proposed Change:
If answer is yes, change reference to section 6 in B.1 SCR table.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A039
	2011.09.23
	T
	C
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0056
Comment: Missing a section that describes usage of POST for retrieving notifications from the server.

Proposed Change: Include POST for retrieving of notifications.
	Status: OPEN 

	A040
	2011.11.09
	E
	C.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing  “applicationTag” in table.

Proposed Change: 

Add period. Make sure all sentences in TS are ended with a period (not necessary in text that is not a sentence, i.e. does not contain a verb, and is not followed by another sentence)
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A041
	2011.09.23
	E
	D
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0075

Comment: Some JSON examples contain \n charachters

Proposed Change: Remove these
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A042
	2011.11.09
	Q/E
	E/F
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Appendix E in all TSs (not present here) is for equivalency to ParlayX, while Appendix F is for handling lightweight resources, and Appendix G is for authorization. At some point we discussed keeping those in sync across TSs, and having a sentence that declares an Appendix empty if it is not needed. Do we make exceptions on a case-by-case basis?
Proposed Change: 
Depends on decision on how to handle empty Appendices.
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330
This is a general question to all TSs!!

	A043
	2011.10.09
	Q/E
	F (also general for all TSs)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Appendix title is somewhat redundant. Should we keep it at  “Light-weight resources”?

 Proposed Change:  

Remove redundant words
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

This is a general question to all TSs!!

	A044
	2011.10.09
	Q/T
	G (also general for all TSs)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0067

Comment: Content missing for this Appendix. Should we for now at least replace the “yellow box” with text that says it is empty?
Proposed Change:  

As this version of the specification does not define any authorization aspects, this Appendix is empty.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

This is a general question to all TSs!!

	A045
	2011.09.23
	Q
	n/a
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0075
Comment: The relationship between “remainingDuration” and “channelLifetime” may not be so clear.

Proposed Change: Clarify it for the reader.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A046
	2011.10.06
	E
	general for all TSs
	Source: Ericsson

Form: R&A comment

Comment:.

Proposed Change: OAuth 2.0 informative annex must be added
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

This should be technical comment !!

	A047
	2011.10.06
	E
	general for all TSs
	Source: Ericsson

Form: R&A comment

Comment:.

Proposed Change: Versioning resolution must be included
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

This should be technical comment !!

	A048
	2011.10.06
	E
	general for all TSs
	Source: Ericsson

Form: R&A comment

Comment:.

Proposed Change: XML Validation findings must be solved if any error reported
	Status: CLOSED 

Solution provided with CR 0330

	A049
	2011.10.11
	T
	6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: SIP is missing from the bullet list.

Proposed Change: Add it as follows:

Section 2.1

[RFC3261] “SIP: Session Initiation Protocol”, J. Rosenberg et al., June 2002, URL: http://www.rfc-editor.org/rfc/rfc3261.txt 

 

Section 3.3

SIP          Session Initiation Protocol

Section 5.2.2:

For structures that contain elements which describe a user identifier, the statements in section 6 regarding 'tel', 'sip' and 'acr' URI schemes apply.

Section 6: Add after tel: URI

· If a user identifier (e.g. address, userId, etc) of type anyURI is in the form of a SIP URI, it MUST be defined according to [RFC3261].

Note that this also applies to those TSs not under CONR (suggestion: assign actions to editors)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A050
	2011.10.11
	T
	x.y
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: The versioning issue needs to be addressed, together with OneAPI and WAC

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A051
	2011.10.11
	Q
	x.y
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: Discuss whether it is legal to use shortcuts that point to oAuth as a means of user identifications in the resourceURL (suh as “me” and “acr:authorization”. If the answer is yes, define the mechanism. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

This is a general question to all TSs!!

	A052
	2011.10.11
	T
	B.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: The third SCR entry (JSON) points to section 5 but in fact there is nothing about JSON in section 5. Similar for XML. The datatypes in section 5.2 are format-agnostic. 

Proposed Change: Suggested to point to section 6 for JSON and XML support, as the normative text has been moved from section 5 to section 6.

This affects multiple APIs, also those not in CONR.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

This is a general question to all TSs!!

	A053
	2011.10.11
	T
	many
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: Remember to fix the issues from the NetAPI and ParlayREST issue lists before going Candidate.

Proposed Change: See issue lists.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A054
	2011.10.11
	Q
	many
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: To check in all TSs whether the change in CR NetAPI-0246R01 was implemented in all TSs (from AI REST-NetAPI-2011-A122 )

Proposed Change: See issue CR 0246R01.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


R01: Fixes HTTP headers in examples.
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

The recommendation to the group is to agree with the proposed changes for Notification Channel TS. 

6 Detailed Change Proposal

For details about proposed changes see attached document, OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_NotificationChannel-V1_0-20110921-D_changes_CR0330.
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