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1 Reason for Contribution

This Input Contribution is for the internal collection of comments and resolutions related to [BCAST10-ESG] for BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review. The content of this IC will be reflected in the formal BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review Report later. 

2 Summary of Contribution

Collection of comments and resolutions related to [BCAST10-ESG] for BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review.
3 Detailed Proposal

Review Comments

< OMA-TS-BCAST_Service-Guide-V1_0_0-20060324>
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG001
	2006.04.01
	N
	ALL
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-325R01
Comment:

32 bits NTP time for second filed is valid to use for all timestamps in BCAST specs unless the seconds field overflows on February 6, 2036 06:28:16 UTC, but current [BCAST10-ESG] and [BCAST10-Services] is using the data type of int (32bits), i.e. signed 32-bit integer, for NTP time. Because the left most bit of a signed integer is a "sign bit", we actually only have 31 useful bits for second field which is overflowed already. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change the data type of all NTP time parameters in [BCAST10-ESG]] from int (32 bits) to unsignedInt.
	Status: OPEN 
temporally agreed


	SG002
	2006.03.30
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Some BCAST abbreviations missing.

Proposed resolution:

Use abbreviations as presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01.
	Status: OPEN
BCAST requested Nokia to clarify which abbreviation is to be used in TS-SG ( by using 298R1 )

	SG003
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG004
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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 of more than one type.”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG005
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The terminal capabilities is not a feature of the service. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Depending on the terminal capabilities and the type of Service it may or may have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).”

By

“Depending on the type of Service it may or may have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).”
	Status: OPEN


	SG006
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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 associated with the other fragments including Access, Schedule, Content, PreviewData and PurchaseItem fragments”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG007
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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

“A service shall not be associated with more than one schedule fragment declaring default schedule and having no reference to content.”
	Status: OPEN


	SG008
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Last sentence of Content fragment description need to be clarified wrt direction of referencing. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“It may also have a reference to Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments.”

By

“It may also be associated with Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments”
	Status: OPEN
BCAST temporally agreed.with the proposed resolution.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!!!)

	SG009
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)


	SG010
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.”

	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG011
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Last sentence of description of Session Description is confusing and does not add information value.

Proposed resolution:

Delete the following sentence:

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

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG012
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG013
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
Missing reference in the description of PurchaseChannel

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The PurchaseChannel maps to the BSM or Broadcast Subscription Management in the BCAST AD.”

By

“The PurchaseChannel maps to the BSM or Broadcast Subscription Management in the BCAST AD [BCAST10-Architecture].”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG014
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG015
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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:

“The descriptor allows quick identification 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. The descriptor also provides the grouping of related Service Guide fragments and thus a means to determine completeness of such group.”


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)


	SG016
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.”


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG017
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
The description of InteractivityData fragment is missing. It needs to be added.


	Status: OPEN
same as SG042 below

	SG018
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.

Proposed resolution:

See CR: OMA-BCAST-2006-0367
	Status: OPEN


	SG019
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia,Panasonic
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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 made consistent.

Proposed resolution:

1. For elements/attributes coming from other specifications eg. MLP, FLUTE, their names will remain the same as in the original source.

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

	Status: OPEN

Temporally agreed
Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1??. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG020
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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. An implementation being able to interpret the Service Guide fragments as specified in this section but not able to interpret the possible extensions will be able to ignore those extensions.”


	Status: OPEN


	SG021
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:
In many fragments there is an unnecessary restriction that the “id” of the fragment must be globally unique. While we agree that URI provides a possibility having globally unique values, enforcing it in all cases is restrictive.

Proposed resolution:

Throughout section 5.1.2, in the context of “id”, replace the words “globally unique” with the words “unique at least within a Service Guide provided by a single Service Guide Generation/Adaptation/Distribution function”.


	Status: OPEN


	SG022
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.”


	Status: OPEN


	SG023
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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. If this optional attribute is not present, the default RatingSystem SHALL according to ParentalRatingDescriptor of EIT in ETSI EN 300
·  468.” 

· Value: “string”


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG024
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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”.


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG025
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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]
”


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG026
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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 scheduling purposes a set of content items can be associated with each other through schedule fragment (e.g. main content followed by advertisement). In such cases the detailed breakdown of scheduling information can be hidden from the user.”
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG027
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.


	Status: OPEN


	SG028
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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.
“


	Status: OPEN


	SG029
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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”) It seems that the informative text makes a lot more sense.

Proposed resolution:

Change ServiceIDRef E1 element cardinality from “0..N” to “1” and the category from “NO/TM” to “NM/TM”. 
	Status: OPEN


	SG030
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed.

Note : the temporally agreed proposed resolution is located at OMA-BCST-2006-0313R1. (313R01 Not Available Yet!)

	SG031
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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:

1)
The following sentence is to be added as the last sentence of the first paragraph of 5.1.2.6:

“Every PurchaseItem fragment SHALL have at least one PurchaseData fragment associated with it.”

2)
Update the Service Guide data model diagram in section 5.1.1. For the link between PurchaseData and PurchaseItem, change the cardinality on the PurchaseData side from “0..n” to “1..n”.


	Status: OPEN


	SG032
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

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 that the validity of the fragment has ended.”


	Status: OPEN


	SG033
	2006.04.01
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

At the end of this section, the note “Note: fragmentTransportID[i] and fragmentVersion[i] are entities to support caching of service_guide_fragments without requiring the terminal to decompress the service_guide_fragments.” is confusing and incorrect, because compression is performed at SGDU level not fragment level.

Proposed Resolution:
Remove this note.
	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed.



	SG034
	2006.04.01
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

To ease SGDU de-capsulation and fragment parsing efficiency at terminal-end, suggest to add an additional field “fragmentType[i]” immediately after “fragmentEncoding[i]” to indicate the detailed type of every fragment.

Proposed Resolution:
See OMA-BCAST-2006-0342-CR-adding-fragmentType-into-SGDU.doc


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed


	SG035
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

There is no formal definition of SG fragment in [BCAST10-ESG].
Proposed Resolution:

Copy the definition of Service Guide Fragment as below from [BCAST10-Architecture] to [BCAST10-ESG] section 3.2.
“Service Guide Fragment: An atomic information component of the Service Guide, which can be compressed, encapsulated and transported in the absence of other parts of the Service Guide.” 


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed


	SG036
	2006.03.25
	N
	5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5
	Source : Qualcomm and Bamboo

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R03
Comment : 

The current description of Session Description in Sec. 5.2.2.4 – Access is not clear in distinguishing session description related information from its instantiation either as a Session Description fragment, or encapsulation within the Access fragment.  Similarly, Sec. 5.2.2.5 – Session Description is not clear in its description of session description vs. associated delivery procedure description components of the MBMS User Service Description.  In addition, since only Session Description fragment is currently defined in the SG data model, for correctness it is proposed to replace the terms “SessionDescription fragment” and “AuxiliaryDescription fragment” in Sec. 5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5 by “session description information” and “auxiliary description information”, respectively.  This CR proposes modified text for these sections.

During the Seoul meeting, a comment was raised that auxiliary description information (as possibly contained in the Session_Description fragment) does not exist in the SDP.  Therefore, this revision contains the corresponding correction.  In addition, it contains some other text improvements relative to the previous version of the CR.  Lastly, the latest version of the SG TS is referenced for the proposed changes of this CR.
Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R03 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
Temporally agreed



	SG037
	2006.03.24
	N
	5.4.2.2. and 5.4.4
	Source : Siemens

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0275R01
Comment: During the BCAST meeting in Seoul, the BCAST group decided that the service guide transport shall not prevent future extensions. This contribution fulfils the action assigned to analyse if the current spec allows future extensions to service guide transport in a way which is backwards-compatible.

The analysis has shown that currently, service guide transport does not offer a mechanism for extensibility – both SGDD and SGDU do not support extension elements. This contribution proposes a bug fix to solve that.
Proposed Resolution : Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0275R01 resolves this one.


	Status : Open

Temporally agreed

	SG038
	2006.03.30
	N
	Appendix G
	Source : Samsung and LGE

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0315R02
Comment : 

The usage of current Global Status code is missing.

The description about the usage of Global status code for BGI is missing.

Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0315R02 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN

Temporally agreed

	SG039
	2006.04.02
	Y
	5.1.2.4

5.4.2.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
 “Poll” is different with “Pull”. Currently  “Poll” is used  in the description and the name of “NotificationPollURL”, it is not perfect.

Proposed Solution:

Change “Poll” to “Pull”. The detail changes are presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.
	Status: OPEN


	SG040
	2006.04.02
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
The description of NotificationRequestURL and NotificationPollURL need be exchanged.

And it will be “NotificationPullURL”, not “NotificationPollURL”
Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.

	Status: OPEN


	SG041
	2006.04.02
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
TransportObjectID is E3 of E2 SessionInformation not an element of E1 DeliverySession. But it is also shown in the description column of E1 DeliverySession.

Proposed Solution:

It needs to be deleted from the description column of DeliverySession. Related change is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.
	Status: OPEN


	SG042
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The description of InteractiveData fragment is absent in 5.1.1.
Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0335-Add-InteractiveData-element-description
	Status: OPEN
same as SG017 above

	SG043
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The description of ‘EndTime’ in Content fragment has some editorial error.

Proposed Solution:

Change as:

The StartTime EndtTime of the content which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.
	Status: OPEN


	SG044
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
E1:’StartTime’ and ‘EndTime’ is not included in the description column of PurchaseItem.

Proposed Solution:

Add ‘StartTime’ and ‘EndTime’ before ‘ExtensionURL’ in the description column of PurchaseItem
	Status: OPEN


	SG045
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
PurchaseDataIDRef is not E1 of PurchaseItem, so it is not needed in the description column of PurchaseItem fragment. 

Proposed Solution:

Delete the PurchaseDataIDRef in the description column of PurchaseItem.
	Status: OPEN


	SG046
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
In the first sentence of the second paragraph of 5.1.2.10, it states InteractiveData fragment can be associate with access fragment. But the InteractiveData fragment has no association with access fragment base current data model. 

Proposed Solution:

Delete the “access fragment” in the first sentence of the second paragraph.

	Status: OPEN


	SG047
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
There is an error in description of E2:PresentationWindowID. It is reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the schedule fragment belongs, not access fragment belongs.

Proposed Solution:

Suggest change the description of PresentationWindowID into “Relation reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the schedule fragment belongs.” 

	Status: OPEN


	SG048
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The difference of E1 ScheduleReference and InteractiveWindow is not clear. Need more definition or change them.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0336
	Status: OPEN


	SG049
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
Base on SDP(RFC2327), media announcement (media name and transport address) is mandatory in media description. There is an error in SDP Example. So “m=..” is absent before “i=application-specific Service Guide flow “ in the SDP example.
Proposed Solution:

Add “m=application 16997 udp/ecm 0” before “i=application-specific Service Guide flow”
	Status: OPEN


	SG050
	2006.04.21
	N
	Appendix
	Source: LGE

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0357

Comment:
BCAST SHOULD use DM for terminal provisioning, but there is no BCAST MO specified in SG TS.
Proposed Solution:

See CR: OMA-BCAST-2006-0357
	Status: OPEN


	SG051
	2006.04.21
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is not a SG fragments but the description of SGDD is mixed with other fragments in 5.1.1. 
Proposed Resolution:

Move the description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor to the very rear of this section.
	Status: OPEN


	SG052
	2006.04.21
	Y
	1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The wording of this section is not very suitable as Scope description

Proposed Resolution:

See CR: OMA-BCAST-2006-0368


	Status: OPEN


	SG053
	2006.04.21
	N
	7.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

After discussion in MO action group, it is agreed notification entry information is not necessary to be provisioned by MO. But in section 7.1 it is specified to discover notification access through Terminal Provisioning, which is conflict with our latest discussion result. 
Proposed Resolution:

See CR: OMA-BCAST-2006-0369
	Status: OPEN


	SG054
	2006.04.21
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The content-type of SGDU has two different values specified in SG TS: in section 5.4.1.2 it is "application/bcast-sgdu", in section 5.4.3 it is “application/sgdu”. We should unify the content-type value. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change "application/bcast-sgdu" in section 5.4.1.2 to “application/sgdu"
	Status: OPEN


	SG055
	2006.04.21
	N
	7.4.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

In section 7.4.3

“Response to the HTTP Request SHALL be Notification Message encapsulated in HTTP message. Content-Type of the HTTP message SHALL be set to <TBD4>” 
Proposed Resolution:

Replace “<TBD4>” by “application/notification”
	OPEN

	SG056
	2006.04.21
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The abbreviation of “BSDA: BCAST Service Distribution and Adaptation” is not consistent with the term defined in AD and used in other BCAST TSs
Proposed Resolution:

Change from

“BSDA: BCAST Service Distribution and Adaptation”

To 
”
BSD/A: BCAST Service Distribution/Adaptation”
	


CRs tracking

	CR ID
	Addresses Comments
	Status of CR

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01
	SG002
	Tentatively Agreed as the resolution for DA004, not for SG002.

BCAST requested Nokia to clarify which abbreviation is to be used in TS-SG ( by using 298R1 )


	OMA-BCAST-2006-0342
	SG034
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R3
	SG036
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0275R01
	SG037
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0315R02 
	SG038
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0330
	SG040
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0330
	SG041
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0335
	SG042, SG017
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0336
	SG048
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0357
	SG050
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0367
	SG018
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0368
	SG052
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0369
	SG053
	


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

This is BCAST internal working document to collect and resolve Consistency Review comments that apply to BCAST Service Guide Technical Specification. Recommend including above comments and relevant resolutions to be agreed in BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review Report at the end of Consistency Review.
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