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1 Reason for Contribution

Section 3 below raises a number of consistency review comments for TS SG. For almost all comments also a proposed resolution is given.
2 Summary of Contribution

Section 3 below raises a number of consistency review comments for TS SG. For almost all comments also a proposed resolution is given.
3 Detailed Proposal

Nokia raises the following comments against OMA-TS-BCAST_Service-Guide-V1_0_0-20060324-D:
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Some BCAST abbreviations missing.

Proposed resolution:

Add following abbreviations from OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01:
3GPP
3rd Generation Partnership Project

BCAST
Mobile Broadcast Services

BCMCS
Broadcast Multicast Service

BDS
Broadcast Distribution System

BSM
BCAST Subscription Management

DRM
Digital Rights Management

DVB
Digital Video Broadcast

DVB-H
Digital Video Broadcast – Handheld

ESG
Electronic Service Guide

FLUTE
File Delivery over Unidirectional Transport

GZIP
GNU zip

KMS
Key Management System 

IP 
Internet Protocol

IPDC
IP DataCast

MBMS
Multimedia Broadcast / Multicast Service

SG-C
Service Guide-Client

SG-D
Service Guide-Distibution
	OPEN

	*
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The following text in the description on “Content” is not correct (the SG tables and diagram are correct): “The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment.”

Proposed resolution:

In the description of “Content” in 5.1.1, remove the following text “The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment.”
	OPEN

	
	
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The text in Note 1 is a bit confusing. Although the group understands the meaning it is better to clarify this.

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, which is only one to either Service, Schedule, or Content Fragment.”

By

“Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, but one PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL NOT have links to more than one type of Service Guide fragment.”
	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The terminal capabilities is not a feature of the service. 

Proposed resolution:




No proposal.
	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The PreviewData Fragment does not reference the Service Fragment. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“As the part of the Service Guide, the Service fragment forms a central hub referenced by the other fragments including Access, Schedule, Content, PreviewData and PurchaseItem fragments”

By

“As the part of the Service Guide, the Service fragment forms a central hub referenced by the other fragments including Access, Schedule, Content and PurchaseItem fragments. In addition to that, the Service fragment may reference PreviewData.”
	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Last sentence of Schedule fragment description is not true (in conflict with both the normative table and the diagram). 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“This fragment may also be associated with the Service fragment, in which case it defines the timeframe of the Service availability”

By

 “This fragment is always associated with the Service fragment.  If it also references one or more Content fragments, then it defines the validity timeframe of those content items belonging to the service.  On the other hand, if the Schedule fragment does not reference any Content fragment(s), then it defines the timeframe of the Service availability”

	OPEN


	*
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Last two sentences of Content fragment description need to be clarified wrt direction of referencing. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment. It may also have a reference to Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments.”

By

“The Content fragment may be referenced by Schedule, PurchaseItem or InteractivityData fragment. It may reference PreviewData or Service fragment”
	OPEN

	
	
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Typo in the description of Access fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to a the service.”

By

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to access the service.”
	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Normative text in otherwise informative descriptions of Access and Session Description.

Proposed resolution:
Replace

“If there are multiple Access fragments valid at the same time, the user MAY be given a chance to select which one to use”

By

“If there are multiple Access fragments valid at the same time, the user can be given a chance to select which one to use”

AND

Replace

“The session information SHALL be provided using syntax of SDP in text format.

Auxiliary information is provided in XML format and SHALL contain either 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions or Associated Delivery Descriptions.”

By

“The session information is provided using syntax of SDP in text format.

Auxiliary information is provided in XML format and contains either 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions or Associated Delivery Descriptions.”

AND

Replace

“A certain end-user MAY have a “preferred” purchase channel (e.g. his/her mobile operator) to which all purchase requests should be directed.”

By

“A certain end-user can have a “preferred” purchase channel (e.g. his/her mobile operator) to which all purchase requests should be directed.”

	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Last sentence of description of Session Description is confusing and does not add information value.

Proposed resolution:

Replace the following sentence:

“Note that SessionDescription may be used both for Service Guide delivery itself as well as for the content sessions.”
By:

“Note that Session Description as a concept may be used both for Service Guide delivery itself as well as for the content sessions.”


	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Clarify the description of PurchaseData by removing confusing parts.

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“It carries information about pricing of a service/service bundle/content item and may target the service bundle to a specific user group. Also, information about promotional activities may be included in this fragment, e.g. coupons related to a certain service bundle.”

By

“It carries information about pricing of a service, a service bundle, or, a content item, and may target the service bundle to a specific user group. Also, information about promotional activities may be included in this fragment.”
	

	
	
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Missing reference in the description of PurchaseChannel

Proposed resolution:




No resolution proposal.
	

	
	
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Typo in the first sentence of PurchaseChannel

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The PurchaseChannel fragment carries the information about the entity from which purchase of access and/or content rights for a certain service, service bundle or content item may be obtained, as defined in the PurchaseData fragment.”

By

“The PurchaseChannel fragment carries information about the entity from which purchase of access and/or content rights for a certain service, service bundle or content item may be obtained, as defined in the PurchaseData fragment.”
	

	
	
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Cleaning up the description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor (use better English).

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“Its purpose is to allow quick validation of the Service Guide fragments that are either cached in the terminal or being transmitted. For that reason, the ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is preferably repeated if distributed over broadcast channel. It also provides the grouping of related Service Guide fragments and thus a means to determine completeness of such group.”

By:

“A SGDD allows quick identification of the Service Guide fragments that are either cached in the terminal or being transmitted. For that reason, the SGDD is preferably repeated if distributed over broadcast channel. The SGDD also provides the grouping of related Service Guide fragments and thus a means to determine completeness of such group.”


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Delete the yellow note in section 5.1.1.

Proposed resolution:

Delete:

“Note: The necessity of scoping multiple SGDDs is to be further studied.”


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The description of InteractivityData fragment is missing. It needs to be added.


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Many tables normatively defining the Service Guide fragments have a section tagged between “Start of program guide” and “End of program guide”. However, there is no descriptive text what this means. Such a description is needed.


	

	
	
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The element and attribute names are inconsistently formatted. Some start with capital letter while the others do not. Also some names use underscores. The format of naming should be made consistent.
Proposed resolution:
Resolution is to follow the rules below to unify naming and address the above comment.

1.
For elements/attributes coming from other specifications (e.g. MLP, FLUTE), their names will remain the same as in the original specifications

2.
For other elements/attributes created by BCAST SWG, elements name shall start with Upper case and attribute names shall start with lower case.

	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Because all the fragments have the last element “<proprietary elements/attirbutes>”, it would be better to express this early on in section 5.1.2.

Proposed resolution:

The following text is to be added just in the beginning of the section 5.1.2:

“All the Service Guide fragments specified in this section are extensible by proprietary elements or attributes. Terminals being able to interpret the Service Guide fragments as specified in this section but not able to interpret the proprietary extensions MAY discard  those extensions, and in any case terminals SHALL NOT get into an error state when they encounter unknown extensions.”

	

	
	
	
	
	






	

	
	
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
Clean up PreviewDataIDRef throughout section 5.1.2.
Proposed resolution:

Throughout section 5.1.2, replace the current description of PreviewDataID:

“Reference to the PreviewData fragment which specifies an icon, pictogramme, animation or audio.”

By:

“Reference to the PreviewData fragment.”


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
There are few occurrences of element “ParentalRating” in the fragments. The cardinality of the element is “0..n” and the value “string”. The cardinality allows use of multiple Parental rating systems. However, interpreting just the string value does not allow one to understand which parental rating system is used.

Proposed resolution:

For “ParentalRating” element, add attribute “RatingSystem”

· Category: “NO/TO”

· Cardinality: “0..1”

· Description “Specifies the parental rating system in use, in which context the value of ParentalRating element is semantically defined.” 

· Value: “string”


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
There are few occurrences of element “UserRating” in the fragments. The description of this element is confusing (i.e. may mean any kind of user rating). 

Proposed resolution:

Remove all occurrences of element “UserRating”.


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The legend under each fragment table should extend beyond E2 elements.

Proposed resolution:

Replace, for all fragment tables:

“
Legend: 

Type: E=Element A=Attribute E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element

”

By:

“

Legend: 

Type: E=Element, A=Attribute, E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element, E[n]=sub-element of element[n-1]
”


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The first paragraph of 5.1.2.2 is very confusing and not understandable: “The schedule fragment is the technical declaration of the media sources of which is a content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of. This information can be completely hidden from the user. This can be composed of broadcasted streaming media, locally stored clipcast files or advertisements that should be presented at a certain time.”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The schedule fragment is the technical declaration of the media sources of which is a content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of. This information can be completely hidden from the user. This can be composed of broadcasted streaming media, locally stored clipcast files or advertisements that should be presented at a certain time.”

By:

“The Schedule fragment specifies the time when content item(s) of a service are made available for distribution and/or presentation. For scheduling purposes a set of content items can be associated with each other through schedule fragment. In such cases the detailed breakdown of scheduling information can be hidden from the user.”
	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
According to second paragraph of 5.1.2.2 the timing information related to schedule fragment is determined from Session Description for the case of live streaming media. This means that when one wants to schedule live streaming media ahead of time, one needs to provide not only schedule fragment but also the Session Description fragment. There is no technical problem with this – i.e. it works. Thus this comment is more a finding of a possible operational restriction. Therefore we would like to ask whether the group sees such method is practical or not.


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The following bullets in 5.1.2.2 are missing normative text and use slightly wrong terminology:

“

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SDP fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.
“

Proposed resolution:

Replace:
“

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SDP fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.
“

By:

“

• For live streaming media this *time* SHALL be defined in the SessionDescription fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* SHALL be declared by the presentation window.
“


	

	
	
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
E1 element ServiceIDRef is in conflict with the description of Content fragment in section 5.1.1. (“The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment”) 
Proposed resolution:

Proposed resolutions for 2nd and 7th comment* in the present document solve the problem. 
	OPEN


	
	
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
PurchaseItem top level element summary contains sub-element “PurchaseDataIDRef” which is not present in the fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Delete “PurchaseDataIDRef” from the top level element summary of PurchaseItem fragment
	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The fact that a PurchaseItem always requires at least one PurchaseData to refer to the Purchase item is captured in section 5.1.1. but should also be included in this normative section.

Proposed resolution:
Replace a part of the description of PurchaseItem in paragraph 5.1.1:

“This fragment is always associated with PurchaseData fragment(s) offering more information on different service bundles.”

By:

“This fragment can be referenced by PurchaseData fragment(s) offering more information on different service bundles.”



	OPEN

	
	
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01
Comment:
The specification of Service Guide Update and Management with respect to validTo should be enhanced to allow implicit interpretation when validity of fragment ends.
Proposed resolution:

In the very end of last paragraph of 5.4.5, add the following text:

“If the set of fragments belonging to the Service Guide are announced using the mechanism defined in section 5.4.1.1, then the terminal MAY assume from the absence of any fragment in the updated version of the  SGDDs that the validity of the fragment has ended.”


	


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 raised comments should be resolved.
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