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	Title:
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 OMA Confidential

	To:
	BAC BCAST

	Submission Date:
	12 June 2006

	Source:
	Frank Hartung (as TS Services editor), Ericsson, Frank.Hartung@ericsson.com 

	Attachments:
	n/a

	Replaces:
	0377R03


1 Reason for Contribution

This Input Contribution is for the internal collection of comments and resolutions related to [BCAST10-Services] for BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review. The content of this IC will be reflected in the formal BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review Report later. 
R04: re-arranged comments by section and added links for corresponding comments
R05: version after Osaka meeting
2 Summary of Contribution

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

Review Comments

<OMA-TS-BCAST_Services-V1_0-20060419-D>

Note: OMA-TS-BCAST_Services-V1_0-20060419-D (official consistency review version) should be identical to OMA-TS-BCAST_Services-V1_0-20060326-D (version used for inofficial BCAST internal review)

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SE-001
	2006.04.01
	Y
	All
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

The TS Services uses template from 2004. 

Proposed resolution:

Use template from 2006.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
BCAST temporally agreed with the proposed resolution at Vancouver meeting.

	SE-002
	2006.04.01
	Y
	All
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Document template guidelines (instructions on yellow notes) should be removed.

Proposed resolution:

Remove all document template guidelines (instructions on yellow notes). In section 3.1 remove also the text: “This is an informative document, which is not intended to provide testable requirements to implementations.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
BCAST temporally agreed with the proposed resolution at Vancouver meeting.

	SE-105
	8-May 2006
	
	All
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete all Yellow template information notes
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-002

	SE-010
	2006.04.01
	Y?
	ALL
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-325
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-Services] from int (32 bits) to unsignedInt (32 bits).
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
OMA-BCAST-2006-325R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.


	SE-118
	8-May 2006
	
	All
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Verify all Font sizes and Font types
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Task for editor to resolve

	SE-258
	2006.05.23
	Y
	all


	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

Data Type of either the element or the attribute in semantics table is described as the data type of XML Schema. But currently there exist many inconsistencies between the Data Type used in the table and defined in XML Schema. 
Proposed Resolution:

Correct those errors in all semantics tables of current Service TS to make it compliant with XML Schema:
   Integer -> integer
   Integer (32bit) -> int (32bit)
   Integer (16bit) -> short (16bit)
   Integer (8bit) -> byte (8bit)

   UnsignedInt (32bit) -> unsignedInt (32bit)
   UnsignedInteger (16bit) -> unsignedShort (16bit)
   UnsignedInt (16bit) -> unsignedShort (16bit)

   String -> string
   AnyURI -> anyURI
   Boolean -> Boolean

   Base64-encoded binary -> base64Binary

  
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as proposed except 
· change to “boolean” not “Boolean”
· change to “int” not “int (32bit)”

	SE-016
	
	N
	Multiple
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Throughout this document, the term ‘ESG” is used in error in the place of “SG”, and which should be corrected.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “ESG” by “SG” throughout the spec.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed

	SE-253
	
	Y
	document template
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

OMA-Template-Spec-2004-0928-I is visible in the lower right-hand corner of all pages. Presumably this should be removed.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Remove that text. Task for the editor to remove.

	SE-275
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

* Naming conversion: Would be good to have consistent element and attribute names constructions (here "_" are used)

Proposed Resolution:

 Make use of uppercase/lowercase and underscores consistent 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Do same as in TS SG:
· Start with uppercase for elements

· Start with lowercase for attributes

· No underscores, no spaces
· Exception if name tags come from other enablers

Task for the editor to change as proposed

	SE-297
	
	Y
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
Reference to DVB IPDC CDP spec is outdated.

This is an updated version of comment SG143 which was targeted at section 2.1 only. In fact, search and replace through multiple sections is necessary to resolve the comment. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace reference 

[DVB JTC 188] 

by 

[ETSI 102 472]
ETSI TS 102 472 v1.1.1 [(2006-04) ( delete], “Digital Video Broadcasting (DVB); IP Datacast over DVB-H: Content Delivery Protocols”, URL:http://portal.etsi.org/”

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as proposed (but remove version number, i.e. “[ETSI 102 472] ETSI TS 102 472, “Digital Video Broadcasting (DVB); IP Datacast over DVB-H: Content Delivery Protocols”, URL:http://portal.etsi.org/””)
(this overrides proposal in 2006-0392 which still has version number)

	SE-298
	
	Y
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
Many of the references from TS Services to TS SvcCntProtection are wrong due to the re-organization of TS SvcCntProtection.

Proposed resolution:

This must be corrected.


	Status: OPEN
Waiting for CR to solve this (action on Uwe and David)


	SE-152
	15-5-2006
	N
	Whole spec
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

There are still many notes and TBD in the spec which needs to be resolved. 

Complete lack of description of the messages in the subsequent section. It is not clear what this whole spec is about. 

Also the introduction in section 4 does not provide any info.

The tables in the documents do not have a proper structure when attributes or E1 elements are specified.
	Status: OPEN

Resolution:

· Notes and TBDs: no change on global level needed, to be handled on case by case basis through other comments. To be checked by editor towards the end of the review resolution.
· Lack of descriptions In section 5.1, explanations of the tables is required. Also, levels of elements and attributes in the tables need to be reworked (many tables contain several “E” level elements). CR from Samsung expected.
· Introduction (section 4): CR from KPN expected



	SE-220
	
	Y
	ALL tables
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Several tables are in the document, should these not be labeled so that we know what they are for?
	Status: OPEN

Table captions needed. Waiting for CR. Samsung CR will cover that for section 5.1 (see SE-152). Editor will add caption for InteractivityMedia (section 5.3.6.1). Section 5.8 will be covered by CR 439R01. Orange will provide a CR for the remaining tables. 

	SE-104
	8-May 2006
	
	1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Need and introduction section.  Current text is filler from the template
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-003

	SE-003
	2006.04.01
	N
	1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Scope of the document missing.

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0323 resolves this one.

 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
OMA-BCAST-2006-323R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE-200
	
	N
	1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Scope is missing. What is the document about, what is it for, what does it contain? How is it related to the other BCAST documents etc.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-003

	SE-284
	
	N
	1
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Scope section empty

Proposed resolution:

Text to be added
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-003

	SE-201
	
	Y
	2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Delete yellow OMA template box.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-002

	SE-285
	
	N
	2
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Refernce to 3GPP 26.246 missing (used in 5.3.6.1.2)

Proposed resolution:

Add reference
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add reference. Task on editor to add normative reference

	SE-017
	
	N
	2.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The normative references are missing 3GPP and 3GPP2 references pertaining to Smartcard Profile registration mechanisms.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following entries in Sec. 2.1:

[3GPP TS 33.246]: “Security of Multimedia Broadcast/Multicast Service”, 3rd Generation Partnership Project, Technical Specification 3GPP TS 33.246, http://www.3gpp.org/
[3GPP2 S.S0083-A]: “Broadcast-Multicast Service Security Framework”, http://www.3gpp2.org/
	Status: OPEN

Left open for now. Please make proposal for a reference in the text that would use the proposed reference.


	SE-106
	8-May 2006
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Move the Informational Reference [MMSCONF] to the normative section.  In section 5.3.6.1.4 it is references normatively
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as proposed i.e. move reference to normative section

	SE-107
	8-May 2006
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Move the Informational Reference [MMSTEMP] to the normative section.  In section 5.3.6.1.2 it is references normatively
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as proposed i.e. move reference to normative section


	SE-108
	8-May 2006
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add reference for [OMAMLP] (referenced in section 5.3.6.1.2.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-099

	SE-109
	8-May 2006
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add reference for [XHTMLMP11] (referenced in section 5.3.6.1.2.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add reference “[XHTMLMP11]    "XHTML Mobile Profile 1.1", Open Mobile Alliance. OMA-WAP-XHTMLMP-V1_1. URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/”

	SE-110
	8-May 2006
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add reference for 3GPP 26.246
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-285

	SE-111
	8-May
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add reference to BCMCS Adaptation Spec
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add references to adaptation spec in sections 4 and 5.8.1.1. (task for editor)


	SE-112
	8-May
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add reference to MBMS Adaptation Spec
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add references to adaptation spec in sections 4 and 5.8.1.1. (task for editor)




	SE-113
	8-May
	
	2.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add reference to DVB-H Adaptation Spec
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add references to adaptation spec in sections 4 and 5.8.1.1. (task for editor)




	SE-202
	
	Y
	2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Order references alphabetically
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Editor will do. 

	SE-054
	2006.05.07
	Y
	2.1 & 5
	Source: Samsung Electronics  

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

ESG is not BCAST terminology.  

Proposed Resolution

[BCAST10-ESG] should be changed to [BCAST10-SG] in all BCAST specification.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-016

	SE-099
	
	Y
	2.1
5.9
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
Reference to OMA MLP to be added.
Proposed resolution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0451 proposes a resolution.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add normative reference “[OMA MLP]“Mobile Location Protocol”, Open Mobile AllianceTM, OMA-TS-MLP-V3_2, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/”

	SE-114
	8-May 2006
	
	2.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add reference for the OMA Charging AD
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
This AD is referenced in section 5.6. Add reference as proposed “[OMA Charging AD] “Charging Architecture”, Open Mobile Alliance, OMA-AD-Charging-V1_0-20060511-D, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/”

	SE-203
	
	Y
	3.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Section needs to be cleaned up.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Editor will do

	SE-004
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Definition of Broadcast Roaming uses unknown concepts “Mobile Broadcast Service Provider” and “Home Mobile Broadcast Service Provider”

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0322 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
0322R01 expected, definition of “Mobile Broadcast Service” needed for that (should however be harmonized with definition in RD). AP on Francesco and Kennie

	SE-005
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Consistent use of term “Mobile Broadcast Service” has to be enforced and the definition of “Broadcast Service” should be updated.

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0322 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
See SE-004

	SE-006
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Definition of “Long-Term Key Message” and “Short-Term Key Message” missing. (Actually, placeholder for “Long-Term Key Message” exist already).


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
use definitions provided in document 505R01.

	SE-007
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Definition of “User ID” uses unknown concepts of “Home Service Provider” and “Visited Service Provider”

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0322 resolves this one.


	Status: OPEN
See SE-004

	SE-204
	
	Y
	3.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Remove yellow template box. Order alphabetically. Define LTKM as per service and content protection spec.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
· Yellow box: same as SE-002
· Ordering: will be done by editor

· LTKM: covered by SE-006



	SE-008
	2006.04.01
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Some BCAST abbreviations missing.

Proposed resolution:

Use abbreviations as presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
OMA-BCAST-2006-298R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE-051
	2006.05.04
	Y
	Section 3.3
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0391

Comment:

Abbreviations in the current spec are not updated and missing.
Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-0392 and it’s not conflicted with SE-008.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add/modify abbreviations as proposed in doc 0392

	SE-115
	8-May 2006
	
	3.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add the following abbreviations:

TP-C

IP

TCP

HTTP

HTTPS

SMS

IPsec

MTD

UDP

MMS

WAP

SIP

IMS

BDS

SMIL

XHTML

GZIP
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Editor will include the abbreviations (help from Sprint may be needed)


	SE-205
	
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Remove OMA template yellow box. Order abbreviations alphabetically
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
· Yellow box: same as SE-002
· Ordering: editor will do

	SE-009
	2006.04.01
	N
	4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0321
Comment:

Part of the introduction contains text usually found in section “scope”. The introduction should be enhanced.

Proposed resolution:

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0323 resolves this one.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
OMA-BCAST-2006-323R01 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE-018
	
	N
	4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The normative references to DVB-H, MBMS and BCMCS adaptation specs are left blank in the description.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following entry for BCMCS: [BCAST10-BCMCS-Adaptation], and the following entry for MBMS: [BCAST10-MBMS-Adaptation].

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed and additionally add reference to DVB IPDC adaptation spec.

Also change DVB-H to “IPDC over DVB-H”

	SE-116
	8-May 2006
	
	4
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add correct references to the “[reference]” in 3 areas (one each for BCMCS, MBMS, and DBV-H).
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
same as SE-018

	SE-117
	8-May 2006
	
	4
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add correct list of specs in place of the “(list to be added)”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Copy list from  ETR spec

	SE-294
	
	Y
	4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The first paragraph of the section ends with the following sentence: “Part of the enabler are adaptation specifications for DVB-H [reference], 3GPP MBMS [reference], and 3GPP2 BCMCS [reference]”.

Proposed resolution:

· replace “DVB-H” by “IPDC over DVB-H”

· replace “[reference]” by the respective references


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Replace “DVB-H” by “IPDC over DVB-H”, rest covered already

	SE-206
	
	N
	4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Yellow box from template needs to be removed. list of specifications needs to be added. References to adaptation specifications also.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
· Yellow box: same as SE-002
· References: same as SE-018
· List of specs: same as SE-117



	SE-019
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The term ESG in the table should be replaced by SG

Proposed resolution:

Replace all instances of the term ESG in the table by SG.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Same as SE-016

	SE-020
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Normative references for SG-1, SG-2 and SG-4 should also include section 5.5 of the SG TS.

Proposed resolution:
Add “section 5.5” to section 5.3 as the referenced normative specification for SG-1, SG-2 and SG-4.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed

	SE-021
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Normative references as cited for SD-1 and SD-2 are in error.

Proposed resolution:
Replace “section 6.4.1” and “section 6.4.2” by “section 6.5.1” and “section 6.5.2”, respectively, under Normative Specification for interfaces SD-1 and SD-2.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed

	SE-022
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
SP-1 should not be normatively referencing the Distribution TS, since FD-1 and SD-1 as pointed to don’t carry service protection encrypted content (i.e. as shown in the AD, the SP-E entity resides in the BSD/A, and the STKM Generator doesn’t reside in the CC)

Proposed resolution:
SP-1 interface does not actually exist and such entry should be removed from the table of Section 5.
	Status: Tentatively closed

Change as proposed 



	SE-023
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Normative reference to Sec. 6.4.2 for SD-2 is in error.

Proposed resolution:
Replace “6.4.2” by “6.5.2”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed

	SE-024
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
1) Due to the recently reorganized SPCP spec, normative reference sections for SP 4-1, SP 4-2, SP 5-1, SP 5-2 and SP-7 should be corrected.

2) Normative reference for SP-8 does not exist because its corresponding BCAST-8 actually pertains to service interaction.  There is a mistake in Fig. 9 of the AD in depicting SP-8 as “out of band” registration interface.  Instead this out-of-band registration interface should be named SP-9, and proposed correction is provided in Docs 365 and 374.  Existing SP-9 in the table should be changed to SP-12.

3) Also, as indicated in Docs 365 and 374, SP-10-1, SP-10-2 are missing in the AD, and should be added.
Proposed resolution:
1) Proper normative references for these are as follows:

· SP 4-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.1, but that section needs to be updated to be aligned with AD.

· SP 4-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.2, but that section needs to be updated to be aligned with AD.

· SP 4-3: ??

· SP 5-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 5.6 and 5.7
· SP 5-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 5.4 ans 5.5
· SP-7: [DRM20-Broadcast-Extensions] Sec. 6.1,  [3GPP TS 33.246], [3GPP2 S.S0083], [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 5.4, 5.5, 6.3, 6.4, 7.4 and 7.5

2) Remove entry SP-8 from the table.  Normative reference for SP-12 (SP-9 as currently shown in table) is [ETSI SCP reference], [3GPP TS 33.110]
3) Add SP-10-1, SP-10-2 to the table, with the following normative references: 

· SP-10-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 6.5.1, 6.6.1, 7.6.1 and 7.7.1.

· SP-10-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 6.4

NOTES:
SP 4-1: mismatch between description in BCAST-AD and SPCP spec (SPCP has not adopted changes introduced in Doc-189R1):

· AD (5.3.4.3): delivery of SEAK/PEAK from SP-M to SP-KD (SP-KD then uses this to encrypt STKs)
· SPCP (14.1): delivery of TEK from SP-M to SP-E(in BSD/A)
SP 4-2: mismatch between descriptions in AD vs SPCP (b/c SP 4-3 is not defined in SPCP):

· AD (5.3.4.3): delivery of LTKM from SP-M to SP-KD (SP-KD then delivers LTKM over broadcast channel);  delivery of registration key material SP-M to SP-KD

· SPCP (14.2): delivery of STKM, LTKM and RKM from SP-M to SP-KD

SP 4-1 and SP 4-2 in SPCP TS need to be modified, and SP 4-3 should be added, for alignment with AD.

SP 5-1: Layer 4 of 4-layer model.

SP 5-2: Layers 3 and 2, applicable only to DVB-H.
SP-7 refers to  Registration, LTKM and possibly STKM delivery: for DRM Profile registration refer to XBS spec; for Smartcard Profile registration refer to 3GPP/2 specs

SP-9: secure channel
	Status: OPEN

On 1): Needs to be sorted out since it depends on the ongoing AD SPCP discussion. Also, document 0440 makes a different proposal. Samsung and Qualcomm to discuss offline.

On 2): Remove SP-8 from the table. No other action needed. AP on David to find out exact place in the specs where ETSI SCP is used and should be referenced.(We do not have a reference point for SP-9, thus no renaming necessary. Resolution: add references as proposed but keep SP-9).

On 3): No action needed. 

Comment/Discussion: Terminal internal refernce points -9 to -12 are not defined 



	SE-025
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
1) Normative references for CP-1 should be [BCAST10-Distribution] Secs. 5.4.1 and 6.5.1.

2) Normative references for CP-2-1 should be [BCAST10-Distribution] Sec. 6.5.2.

3) Due to reorganized SPCP spec, normative reference sections for CP-3, CP-4, CP-5-1, CP-5-2 and CP-7 should be corrected.

4) Normative reference for CP-8 does not exist because its corresponding BCAST-8 actually pertains to service interaction.  There is a mistake in Fig. 10 of the AD in depicting CP-8 as “out of band” registration interface.  Instead this out-of-band registration interface should be named CP-9, and proposed correction is provided in Docs 365 and 374.  Existing CP-9 in the table should be changed to CP-12.

5) Also, as indicated in Docs 365 and 374, CP-10-1, CP-10-2 are missing in the AD, and should be added.
Proposed resolution:
1) For CP-1, replace reference to Sec. 6.4.1 of Distribution TS by Sec. 6.5.1.

2) For CP-2-1, replace reference to Sec. 6.4.2 of Distribution TS by Sec. 6.5.2.

3) Proper normative references for these are as follows:

· CP-3: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.3

· CP-4: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.4

· CP-5-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 5.6.2

· CP 5-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 5.5 and 5.7.2.

· CP-7: [DRM20-Broadcast-Extensions] Sec. 6.1, [BCAST10-MBMS-Adaptation] Sec. X, [BCAST10-BCMCS-Adaptation] Sec. 8, [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 5.3, 5.4, 6.2, 6.3, 7.3 and 7.4.

4) Remove entry CP-8 from the table.  Normative reference for CP-12 (CP-9 as currently shown in table) is [ETSI SCP reference], [3GPP TS 33.110].
5) Add CP-10-1, CP-10-2 to the table, with the following normative references: 

· CP-10-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 6.5.2 AND 7.6.2.

· CP-10-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 6.4, 6.6.2 AND 7.7.2

NOTES:

CP 2-2: delivery of content-protected file from CP-E in BSA to FD in BSD/A

CP-3: delivery of TEK from CP-M in BSM to CP-E in BSA (CP-E then encrypts content with TEK)

CP-4: delivery of STKM, LTKM and registration key material from CP-M in BSM to FD in BSD/A

CP 5-2: delivery of content protected files and STKM from FD to FD-C

CP-7: registration, delivery of LTKM (and possibly STKM) over interaction channel; for DRM profile, LTKM carries RO, and STKM carries Prot-After-Reception; for Smartcard profile, LTKM has nothing to do with CP, only STKM (with Prot-after-Reception); for CP-related registration, for smartcard profile should refer to adaptation specs (since 3GPP/2 core specs only pertain to SP related registration); for DRM profile refer to XBS

CP-9: secure channel

Note: must resolve whether CP-8 communications is over the interaction channel or done out-of-band before its normative references can be provided.
	Status: OPEN

On 1): Delete CP-1 alltogether from the table

On 2) Change as proposed

On 3) Open. Different proposal made in 0440. AP on Samsung and Qualcomm to harmonize and propose resolution 
On 4) Remove CP-8. No modification wrt CP-9 and no other change necessary.
On 5): No change necessary


	SE-055
	
	
	5
	Source: Samsung Electronics 

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

In the table, SPCP interface is inconsistent with the latest AD spec.  

In the architecture of SP, SP-2-1, SP-2-2, SP-3, SP-4-3, SP-5-2a, SP-5-2b, SP-7a, SP-7b, and SP-10 are additionally specified.

In the architecture of CP, CP-7a, CP-7b, CP-10, CP-11, CP-12a, and CP-12b are additionally specified.

Relative section in the TS should be specified for these interface in the table

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0440-Mapping-Table-of-Interface-and-TS-Section-Number
	Status: OPEN
Left open in Osaka

	SE-207
	
	N
	5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Table refers to service protection and content protection. As the functional difference between these is minimal, it is recommended to distinguish interfaces for transport encryption or content encryption OR for file protection and  stream protection.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No change needed


	SE-260
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5

5.8
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

PR-8 Interface is mentioned in Service TS. But in AD spec (OMA-AD-BCAST-V1_0-20060329-D), only SPR-8 interface is defined. 

Proposed Resolution:

Either change “PR-8” through service TS to “SPR-8” or change “SPR-8” in AD to “PR-8” to make them consistent.
	Status: OPEN
Decision to change AD (“SPR-8” to “PR-8”). We need to make sure this change is implemented before closing the comment.

	SE-286
	
	N
	5
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Interface table would be better located in AD

Proposed resolution:

Move table (and text) to AD
	Status: OPEN
Resolution: move all text and table in section 5 to AD document (between sections 5.3 and 5.4) only after comments SE-024 and SE-025 are closed. Change normative references  to BCAST specs in AD to informative references. We need to make sure this change is implemented before closing the comment.

	SE-119
	8-May 2006
	
	5.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete the highlighted text
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as proposed

	SE-153
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

What is this section about? When is it used? It doesn’t specify whether a terminal SHALL support the messages and table structure in 5.1.5, 5.1.6 etc. 
	Status: OPEN

Further comment: 5.1.6.3-5.1.6.10 seem to be SPCP related and e.g. compete with ROAP requests/MIKEY requests described in SPCP.
More discussion and CRs needed. Probably major rewrite of section required. KPN, Samsung, Orange, Qualcomm, Ericsson, Nokia are the champions of the discussion but discussion should be public (on mailing list). Also consider message authentication (Section 5.1.3).
Need to consider alignment with AD.

	SE-208
	
	N
	5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Text in the section  highlighted in yellow needs to be resolved and removed. The introductory sentence about service provisioning is rather short. Where is it explained properly? Where are the message flows? Is it better explained in another document? More generally the section is a list of messages with parameters and it is not always clear what they are for. 
	Status: OPEN
Resolution:
· “The XML Schemas are to be defined. The exact format of the parameters described below will be defined in XML schema and that will be submitted as a separate CR”-> CRs needed. URNs defined already but schemas missing.
· “Note: messages over MMS, SMS need to be specified” -> CR to be provided by Ericsson
· “A specific OMA-BCAST content-type should be defined” -> to be checked by Topi whether we need a new content type
· “[Note] the changes on 5.1.4 will be reflected the relative section of BCAST AD in the future.” -> remove
· “[Note] the changes on 5.1.6 will be reflected the relative section of BCAST AD in the future.” -> remove

· “[Note] Clarification on Order Option is required.” -> proposal to rename Order Option. Nokia will provide a CR
· “[Note] The method for message authentication is to be defined in 5.1.3” -> remove element “Authentication” in all tables in 5.1. Section 5.1.3 on message authentication needs to be made more explicit
· “The type of the trigger is yet to be decided.” -> remove note and add explanation that this is an XBS TokenAcquisitionTrigger
· Message flows are in AD -> No action required 

· Missing explanation of section -> see SE-153

	SE-026
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
For consistency of terminology across BCAST 1.0 specs, it is proposed that the term “Interactive channel” be replaced by “Interaction channel”.  RD and AD use the terms “interaction network” and “interaction channel” 

Proposed resolution:
Replace all instances of the term “Interactive channel” by “Interaction channel”..
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed

	SE-027
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
It is stated that the device must know the URL for HTTP or HTTPS session establishment with the BSM, and that this information should be contained in the SG.  However, traceability to such information in the SG is not provided, and neither is such information found in the SG.

Note: A possible source for such HTTP/HTTPS URL information is the web page linked to by the “ExtensionURL” element in PI, PD and PC fragments
Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Add a sentence in the end of section 5.1.1.” The URL is signaled through the PurchaseChannel fragment in SG as PortalURL”

Note: The URL is already contained in the PurchaseChannel as PortalURL. No action needed.



	SE-056
	
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Regarding note in the last sentence in the 5.1.1, it is not practical for terminal to send request message to BSM for service provisioning.  

Proposed Resolution

Remove the note, “Note: messages over MMS, SMS need to be specified.”

	Status: OPEN
Covered by SE-208

	SE-120
	8-May 2006
	
	5.1.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

There is a reference for XML Schemas that need to be defined, if these have not been defined then they need to be added (by someone better then me!), if they have been defined then add the correct reference.
	Status: OPEN
Covered by SE-208


	SE-209
	
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Sentence says " The device needs to know the URL for HTTP or HTTPS sessions. It is expected that this is supported by information contained in the Service Guide."
Is the information in the ESG or not?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No change needed. URL is in SG, see also SE-027


	SE-121
	8-May 2006
	
	5.1.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Has the “specific OMA-BCAST content-type” been defined?
	Status: OPEN
Covered by SE-208


	SE-210
	
	N
	5.1.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Sentence says message authentication will use the methods specified by the underlying protection mechanism.

What does it mean? It could mean everything and nothing. Is it BDS specific? Mentioned in adaptation specs? Out of scope? What if there is no underlying protection mechanism?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-011
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.4
	Source : Samsung and LGE

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0310
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-2006-0310 resolves this one.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
OMA-BCAST-2006-310R02 was temporally agreed at BCAST Vancouver meeting.

	SE-028
	
	N
	5.1.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Why are “Device Authentication Failed” and “User Authentication Failed” shown as separate failure messages, since they indicate exactly the same reason for failure?  Should these have different failure reasons?  In addition, another reason for authentication failure is that improper security credentials were provided.

Proposed resolution:
Modify the descriptions for “Device Authentication Failed” and “User Authentication Failed” as shown below by the strikethough and underlined text:

“Device Authentication Failed: This code indicates that the BSM was unable to authenticate the device, which may be due to the fact that the user or the device is not registered with the BSM, or that inappropriate security credentials were submitted by the device.
In this case, the user may contact the BSM, and establish a contract, or get the credentials in place that are used for authentication.”

“User Authentication Failed: This code indicates that the BSM was unable to authenticate the user, which may be due to the fact that the user or the device is not registered with the BSM, or that inappropriate security credentials were submitted by the user.
In this case, the user may contact the BSM, and establish a contract, or get the credentials in place that are used for authentication.  Alternatively, if offered another opportunity, the user may re-enter the security credentials required for user authentication.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed 

	SE-029
	
	N
	5.1.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Why are “Device Authorization Failed” and “User Authorization Failed” shown as separate failure messages, since they indicate  the same reason for failure?  Should these have different failure reasons?  In addition, For “Device Authorization Failed”, the failure of the device to obtain the Long-Term Key Message should also address Smartcard-based devices.  For user authorization failure, it’s not quite correct to say that the “user” is not authorized to get the LTKM, since it is really the device which requires reception of such messages.

Note: Verify with LD/Jun on correctness; is there some way the device can acquire the LTKM given initial authorization failure?

Proposed resolution:
Modify the descriptions for “Device Authentication Failed” and “User Authentication Failed” as shown below by the strikethough and underlined text:

“Device Authorization Failed: This code indicates that the device is not authorized to get Long-Term Key Messages from the RI, e.g. because the device certificate was revoked, in the case of the DRM Profile.  Alternatively, in the case of the USIM-based Smartcard Profile, it may indicate that the device is not authorized to get Long-Term Key Messages from the NAF because the user is not subscribed to the corresponding broadcast service.
In this case, the user may contact the BSM operator In the case of the Smartcard Profile, the device may notify the user that the service is not subscribed.”

“User Authorization Failed: This code indicates that the user has not subscribed to the requested broadcast service is not authorized to get Long-Term Key Messages from the RI, e.g. because the device certificate was revoked.
In this case, the user may be given an opportunity to contact the BSM operator for service subscription.”
	Status: OPEN

Comment: if BDS (e.g. MBMS) provides such error messages, they are duplicate (on BCAST level and BDS level).

Device Authorization:

Agreed to add the change for the DRM profile i.e. “Device Authorization Failed: This code indicates that the device is not authorized to get Long-Term Key Messages from the RI, e.g. because the device certificate was revoked, in the case of the DRM Profile.” And remove the rest of the text.

AP Additional text for smartcard profile to be provided by Orange and Qualcomm.
User Authorization:

Change as “User Authorization Failed: This code indicates that the user has not subscribed to the requested broadcast service, in the case of the DRM profile.

In this case, the user may be given an opportunity to contact the BSM operator for service subscription”

	SE-030
	
	N
	5.1.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
For “Device not Registered”, the reason may also be that the device is not registered with the BDS-SD or NAF, for the case of Smartcard based devices.

Proposed resolution:
Add to the description under “Device not Registered” the following underlined text:

“This code indicates that the device is not registered with the RI that is used for the transaction, in the case of the DRM Profile, or that the device is not registered with the BDS-SD or the NAF, in the case of the Smartcard Profile.
In this case, the device may automatically perform the registration, and, if the registration is successful, re-initiate the original transaction.”
	Status: OPEN

Change as “This code indicates that the device is not registered with the RI that is used for the transaction, in the case of the DRM Profile.

In this case, the device may automatically perform the registration, and, if the registration is successful, re-initiate the original transaction”

AP Additional text for smartcard profile to be provided by Orange and Qualcomm.


	SE-057
	
	
	5.1.5,  5.1.6, 5.1.7
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Request/response messages cannot be explicitly distinguished from each other in the server/terminal.  It is possible for server/terminal to make the same message for a different purpose.

Proposed Resolution
Define a top level element which envelopes the current elements and attributes and move RequestID, PR-7Version, and Authentication as an attribute value of the top element. SeeOMA-BCAST-2006-0438-Restructuring-Service-Provisioning-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-058
	
	
	5.1.5, 5.1.6, 5.1.7
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

For the readability, XML data type specified in W3C is recommended to use for data type column in the message table

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0438-Restructuring-Service-Provisioning-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-059
	
	Y
	5.1.5, 5.1.6, 5.1.7
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Cardinality and category of some elements or attributes in the message is not consistent. (i.e. RequestID, Authentication, BroadcastMode, RiURL, etc.)

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0438-Restructuring-Service-Provisioning-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-062
	
	
	5.1.5, 5.1.6
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

PurchaseItem and its sub-elements, especially price information, should be consistent with Service Guide specficaition.

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0438-Restructuring-Service-Provisioning-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-063
	
	Y
	5.1.5, 5.1.6, 5.1.7
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

For readability, BsdaID need to changed to BSDAid as defined in the TS-SG.

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0438-Restructuring-Service-Provisioning-Message
	

	SE-154
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.5
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

There is no clarifying text specifying when this message is sent out.  Is it based on a action by the terminal when something in the ESG is selected by the user?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-287
	
	N
	5.1.5
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Explanatory text missing adding also information about on which interface the following messages are used

Proposed resolution:

Add explanatory text
	Status: OPEN

	SE-313
	
	N
	5.1.5
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the Pricing Information messages is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-031
	
	N
	5.1.5.1, 5.1.6.1, 5.1.6.4, 5.1.6.7, 5.1.6.9, 5.1.7.1, 5.6.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Under the description of “DeviceID”, another example of unique device ID is the MEID (as defined in 3GPP2), and should be included.

Proposed resolution:
Add “MEID” to the examples of unique device identifiers for “DeviceID”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed

	SE-159
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.5.1;

5.1.5.2;
5.1.6.1;

5.1.6.2;

5.1.6.3;

5.1.6.4 etc.

	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Element authentication: unclear what is meant by the reference to message authentication of 5.1.3, as this reference points out that message authentication should use methods specified by UNDERLYING protection mechanisms.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-185
	
	N
	5.1.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

We don't understand why for Request ID we've got O and cardinality "1": we 've got the same problem in many elements

Proposed Resolution:

Harmonize the category and the cardinality
	Status: OPEN



	SE-259
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5

5.1.5.1

5.1.6.1

5.1.6.3

5.1.6.4

5.1.6.6

5.1.6.7

5.1.6.9

5.1.7.1

5.8


	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

In all the Service Provisioning request related messages and broadcast roaming, PR-7 Interface is mentioned. But in AD spec (OMA-AD-BCAST-V1_0-20060329-D), only SPR-7 interface is defined. 
Proposed Resolution:

Either change “PR-7” through service TS to “SPR-7” or change “SPR-7” in AD to “PR-7” to make them consistent.
	Status: OPEN
Decision to change AD (“SPR-7” to “PR-7”). We need to make sure this change is implemented before closing the comment.

	SE-261
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.5.1

5.1.6.1

5.1.6.4

5.1.6.7

5.1.6.9

5.1.7.1


	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

User name defined in [RFC2865] is defined as one type for UserID. No reference for this RFC.

Proposed Resolution:

Add following reference to spec:

“Remote Authentication Dial In User Service (RADIUS)”, C. Rigney, S. Willens, A. Rubens, et al. June 2000, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2865.txt.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-265
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.5.1

5.1.6.1

5.1.6.6

5.1.6.7

5.1.6.9

5.1.6.10
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

There is no short description for these messages’ usage which is not consistent with other messages.

Proposed Resolution:

Add simple description message for these sections. 
	Status: OPEN

	SE-032
	
	N
	5.1.5.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The description for Price_info should be improved.

Proposed resolution:
Modify the first sentence as shown below by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“Price information of the Purchase Item that a user wants to know about the price.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed

	SE-033
	
	N
	5.1.5.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
In the description of “Service Guide Fragment”, the term “ESG” in the reference should be replaced by “SG”.

Proposed resolution:
In the description of “Service Guide Fragment”, replace the term “ESG” in the reference by “SG”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

See SE-004

	SE-060
	
	
	5.1.5.2, 5.1.6.2, 5.1.6.5, 5.1.6.8
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Current response message is separated by the results of request message.  GlobalStatusCode can achieve this with one response message.  When integrating signle reseponse message, PurchaseItem and its relevant elements and attributes are needed to be reorganized.

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0438-Restructuring-Service-Provisioning-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-186
	
	N
	5.1.5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
It seems that the response embeds possible several ESG fragments? Is there a possibility to compress these fragments? If not why not providing the identifier of the fragments (instead of the fragments themselves) and let the possibility to the terminal to request the fragments over the interactive channel (gzip could be used)

Proposed Resolution:

providing the identifier of the fragments (instead of the fragments themselves) and let the possibility to the terminal to request the fragments over the interactive channel (gzip could be used). This proposed solution could apply at each time, in the Services-spec a response embeds ESG fragments
	Status: OPEN



	SE-187
	
	N
	5.1.5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
Why the price info is unique whereas there are possibly many PurchaseItem?)

Proposed Resolution:

For each PurchaseItemID provide one Price_Info
	Status: OPEN



	SE-262
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.5.2, 

5.1.6.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

“Price_info” defined in Interactive information response message and “Price” defined in Service request message, which are not consistent with price related element defined in SG TS. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change “Price_info” and “Price” to “PriceInfo”; 

Copy sub-element “Price” and attribute “Currency” in SG TS here.
	Status: OPEN


	SE-317
	
	N
	5.1.5.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
It is stated that the requested is the “Identifier for the corresponding Service Guide request message.” The information which information in the service guide is referenced here is missing. 

Proposed resolution:

The missing information should be added.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-315
	
	N
	5.1.5.x

5.1.6.x

5.1.7.x
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The data structures can not be expressed as valid XML instances because they have no root element.

Proposed resolution:

Add a root element to all structures. Change all current elements “E1” to “E2” and “E” to “E1”

Consider converting simple elements of cardinality 1 or 0..1 into attributes of the new root element.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-316
	
	N
	5.1.5.x

5.1.6.x
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The purpose and scope of the RequestID is unclear. 

Proposed resolution:

This should be clarified.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-155
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

When is this used? Is it coupled to any ESG element?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-314
	
	N
	5.1.6
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the Interactive Service Ordering messages is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-034
	
	N
	5.1.6.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
In the description of “ServiceProtectionProtocol”, defined values should also include ISMACryp.

Proposed resolution:
Add “ismacryp” to “ipsec” and “srtp” as defined values of service protection protocols.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as proposed. Also change “ServiceProtectionProtocol” to “ServiceEncryptionProtocol”

	SE-035

	
	N
	5.1.6.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
RiURL is defined as pertaining to ROAP triggers.  It should be independent of DRM Profile or Smartcard Profile for access to LTKM/STKM.  Also, the term should be renamed RightsIssuerURI, as already defined in the SG.

Proposed resolution:
Rename “RiURL” by “RightsIssuerURI”, with modified description as follows, with changed marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Rights Issuer URI URL, from using which BSM can contact the Rights Issuer to obtain rights for content protection of the requested service/content.  In the case of the DRM Profile, this URI is used to retrieve the ROAP triggers** that will be delivered to the device.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change name to “RightsIssuerURI”

Change description to “ID of the rights issuer associated with the BSM”

Q: Why is the RiURL there anyway ? 

A: to handle roaming scenarios. 



	SE-036

	
	N
	5.1.6.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
OrderOption is not defined here, nor is it defined in SG.

Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: OPEN

Possible use of order option are the dependency and exclusion elements in PurchaseItem fragment.

	SE-061
	
	
	5.1.6.1
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Order option has no clarificatioin

Proposed Resolution

Remove “OrderOption” element.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-156
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.1
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Table element Service Protection protocol lacks inclusion of ISMACrypt as string

Proposed solution:
Change text into: ‘Defined values: “ipsec”, “srtp” and ISMACrypt” ‘
	Status: OPEN



	SE-157
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.1
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

What is broadcast mode?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-158
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.1
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

RiURL element description is unclear.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-263
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.6.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

The Data Type for “BroadcastMode” should not “yes” or “no”.
Proposed Resolution:

Change “yes” or “no” to “boolean”.
	Status: OPEN


	SE-318
	
	N
	5.1.6.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
Price is an integer. It is not clear how fractional currency units (e.g. cents) are represented.

Proposed resolution:

A note on that should be added.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-037
	
	N
	5.1.6.2, 5.1.6.5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
It should be clarified in the descriptions for “Trigger” (for both cases of request acceptance or rejection by BSM), that these apply only for DRM Profile compliant devices

Proposed resolution:
Modify the descriptions as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

 “… In the case of  DRM Profile, the The device is expected to use the trigger to initiate one or more Long-Term Key Message acquisitions.”
	Status: OPEN

	SE-038
	
	N
	5.1.6.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Since the Trigger is only applicable to the case of DRM Profile, its inclusion in the Service Response message should be optional.

Proposed resolution:
Modify the category for Trigger as “O” for optional.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-160
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.2;

5.1.6.5 etc.
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Trigger element description is DRM profile specific. 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-264
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.6.2

5.1.6.5

5.1.6.10
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

The Data Type for “Trigger” elements defined in the messages are not consistent, i.e. “MIME part” or “Complex type”.

Proposed Resolution:

Leave the Data Type for “Trigger” elements in these message empty and change the text in 5.1.6.10 

**These (ROAP messages) are OMA DRMv2.0 specific. Other service protection mechanisms will map their own proprietary messages to the corresponding fields.

To

**These (ROAP messages) are OMA DRMv2.0 specific. And all message schemas should import “Trigger” complexType from OMA DRM2.0 ROAP protocol schema. Other service protection mechanisms will map their own proprietary messages to the corresponding fields.

 
	Status: OPEN


	SE-161
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.3
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

When is this message used? Does it refer to LTKM via broadcast or interaction channel or both? Does the LTKM mechanism not have such a kind of message by itself?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-012
	2006.04.02
	Y
	5.1.6.5
	Source: Huawei, Qualcomm

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0328R01>

Comment:
In the message which indicates Subscription Renewal Response is rejected by BSM, the description of the trigger has some editorial errors. “service order” needs to be changed into “subscription renew”
Proposed Solution:

Change the description of the trigger into : “If the subscription renewal failed because the device was unregistered, the response includes a ROAP Registration Trigger**. The device is expected to use the trigger to initiate a registration and repeat the subscription renewal once it is registered. The trigger is attached to the response as an additional MIME part.”
At the end of 5.1.6.5, add the following footnote: “These (ROAP Messages) are OMA DRM v2.0 specific.  Other  service protection mechanisms will map their own proprietary messages to the corresponding fields.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Following resolution agreed in Helsinki:

Change the description of the trigger into : “If the subscription renewal failed because the device was unregistered, the response MAY include a ROAP Registration Trigger**. In that case, the device is expected to use the trigger to initiate a registration and repeat the subscription renewal once it is registered. The trigger is attached to the response as an additional MIME part.”
At the end of 5.1.6.5, add the following footnote: “These (ROAP Messages) are DRM profile specific.  Other  service protection mechanisms will map their own proprietary messages to the corresponding fields.”



	SE-039
	
	N
	5.1.6.5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
In the sentence under Sec. 5.1.6.5. ”Subscription Renewal Response” should be replaced by “Subscription Renewal Request”.

Proposed resolution:
In the sentence under Sec. 5.1.6.5. replace ”Subscription Renewal Response” by “Subscription Renewal Request”.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-040
	
	N
	5.1.6.5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Since the Trigger is only applicable to the case of DRM Profile, its inclusion in the Subscription Renewal Response message should be optional.

Proposed resolution:
Modify the category for Trigger as “O” for optional.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-162
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.6
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

What is this message for?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-163
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.7
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Notification element is Boolean. The description for “FALSE” doesn’t make much sense for an unsubscribe request message.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-266
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.6.7
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

Clarify the “Notification=FALSE” usage.

Proposed Resolution:


	Status: OPEN

	SE-041
	
	N
	5.1.6.9, 5.1.6.10
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Token-based consumption is DRM Profile and (R-)UIM Smartcard profile specific, and should be indicated for this section.

Proposed resolution:
Add asterisks (**) after the Sec. 5.1.6.9 and 5.1.6.10 titles, and indicate that these sections are applicable only to the DRM Profile and (R-)UIM Smartcard Profile.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-164
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.1.6.9
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Element charging type. Very interesting that user can choose pre or post paid. How are post paid cases handled? 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-267
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.6.9
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

Data Type for “ChargingType” should not be “Accepted values: “prepaid”, “postpaid””.
Proposed Resolution:

Define “unsignedByte (8 bits)” for this element and list the possible value (e.g. pre-paid, post-paid” in list format.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-042
	
	N
	5.1.6.10
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
For the successful Token Purchase Response message, to address the case of Smartcard Profile, an additional element is needed to provide acknowledgment of the requested token amount.

Proposed resolution:
Add the following entry to the table:

Name = RequestedTokenAmountAck

Type = E

Category = O

Cardinality = 1

Description = Acknowledgment of successful token order per the RequestedTokenAmount

Data Type = String
	Status: OPEN

	SE-288
	
	N
	5.1.6.10
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

“proprietary messages” is inappropriate wording

Proposed resolution:

Change to “respective messages”
	Status: OPEN

	SE-319
	
	N
	5.1.7
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the Account Inquiry messages is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-320
	
	N
	5.1.7.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The description of “BillingInformation” in the “Account Inquiry Response” states that “the End user sends this request message”. Since this is a system response, it can not be sent by the end user.
Proposed resolution:
This should be corrected.

	Status: OPEN

	SE-052
	2006.05.04
	Y
	Section 5.2.
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0391

Comment:

Terminology and some sentences were not updated and add more explanation.
Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-0393.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-103
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.2
	Source: Motorola, LG Electronics, Telefonica, Orange, Qualcomm, Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0454R01
Comment:

Currently, support for DM 1.2 for Terminal Provisioning is optional. Because of this, requirement PROV-15 in OMA-AD-BCAST-V1_0-20060329-D is not fulfilled.
Proposed resolution:

In order for BCAST 1.0 to be compliant with PROV-15, we suggest upgrading support for DM 1.2 for Terminal Provisioning to mandatory status. This would also ease support of PROV-16 in the next BCAST release.

Document OMA-BCAST-2006-0455R01 provides the necessary change.

	Status: OPEN


	SE-211
	
	N
	5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Last bullet says

· Over interface TP-4 the exchange of information SHALL consist of OMA DM provisioning messages [OMA DM]. Over this interface, the OMA DM provisioning messages are exchanged as file objects of type “application/vnd.syncml.dm+wbxml”. The delivery mechanism of these messages is not specified.

Why is the last sentence needed? If the messages are file objects are these not delivered using BCAST file delivery? Does DM define another mechanism? Either way it's hard to believe it is "not specified". This seems to mean one does not know how to deliver the messages, which seems rather worrying. Don't 5.2.3 and 5.2.4 explain this?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-165
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.2.1
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Shouldn’t the parameters be specified? It only refers to THE parameters.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-166
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.2.1
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

It mentions “Software update for the application upgradeable handsets” What is that? Is this a defined category of terminals in OMA DM spec?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-212
	
	N
	5.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Section states software updates SHOULD be possible via TP-M. Where is this explained?

How exactly are all of the functionalities used? Where is it specified? The whole section seems to list hypothetical functionality. How is it actually done? Does DM do everything?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-167
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.2.1.1
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Service Type 14 does not exist in the ESG spec. 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-188
	
	N
	5.2.1.1 (and 5.2.1.2)
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
We should be more specific stating that the existence of content fragments is mandatory in case the files parameters are signalled in the Service Guide (in case of a broadcast transmission). The same issue exists into the 5.2.1.2 section

Proposed Resolution:
There MAY be one or more Content fragments that specify the Terminal Provisioning messages as files, as defined in section 5.2.1. The existence of such Content Fragments is mandated in case of a broadcast transmission for which the files parameters are signaled into the Service Guide and not into the File Delivery Table of the defined File Distribution session.

	Status: OPEN



	SE-168
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.2.1.2
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Terminal provisioning as an access of a service is very ambiguous. What does that mean?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-123
	8-May 2006
	
	5.2.1.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

There is a reference to some management objects, but they are TBD.  These need to be included, or this section removed.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-169
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.2.1.3
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

There is a TBD mark. So let’s discuss.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-213
	
	N
	5.2.1.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

TBD in yellow. Management Object is missing.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-293
	
	N
	5.2.1.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The section ends contains a placeholder “TBD”

Proposed resolution:

Fill the gap if there is one or remove the placeholder.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-122
	8-May 2006
	
	5.2.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Replace “of these ways” with “methods in 2 spots in the first paragraph.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-124
	8-May 2006
	
	5.2.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Change “SHOULD” to “SHALL” on the last line of the section.  If this is not mandatory how can the previous statement regarding “… SHALL be authenticated…” cannot take place.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-125
	8-May 2006
	
	5.2.4
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Change ” The details would be followed of OMA DM procedure.”

To:

“The details would be followed of  the OMA DM procedure [OMADM].”
	Status: OPEN



	SE-064
	
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

In bullet 1 and 3, TBD should be defined.

Proposed Resolution

1st TBD is 5.4.1.2

2nd TBD is 5.3.6
	Status: OPEN

	SE-126
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Change “her” to “their” to be more politically correct (
	Status: OPEN



	SE-127
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Item #1:

Either remove the “section TBD” or add correct section.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-128
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Item #2:

Delete “in” before “… in [TS ServiceGuide].”
	Status: OPEN



	SE-129
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Item #3:

Delete “in section TBD” or add correct section
	Status: OPEN



	SE-214
	
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

section TBD in list 1 and 3.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-065
	
	Y
	5.3.1
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

In the sentence “The available interaction protocols for a service are signaled in the Service Guide according to section X.Y”, X.Y should be defined

Proposed Resolution

X.Y is 5.1.2.4
	Status: OPEN

	SE-066
	
	
	5.3.1
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

In the last paragraph, the rules for supporting media codecs should be clarified.

Proposed Resolution

BCAST doesn’t specify Codec.  Therefore, proposal is to remove the below sentence.

“Regarding support of the media codecs by the BCAST application for use of Service Interaction Function, the following rules apply:

· T.B.D.”
	Status: OPEN

	SE-130
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add correct section to Service Guide in place of the X.Y
	Status: OPEN



	SE-131
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Move the sentence:

“A service making use of the interaction function MAY use any of the following protocols.”

Down one paragraph (just before the paragraph starting “Regarding support…”
	Status: Open

	SE-132
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete the TBD at the end of the section
	Status: OPEN



	SE-179
	16-5-2006
	N
	5.3.1.
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0482

Comment:
The section ends with the text: “Regarding support of the media codecs by the BCAST application for use of Service Interaction Function, the following rules apply: T.B.D.”

Proposed resolution:

Define the codecs or remove the sentence.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-215
	
	Y
	5.3.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

section X.Y needs to be corrected.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-216
	
	N
	5.3.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

media codec part is TBD. Either we provide a minimum list of codecs are we say the BDS specific codecs apply. 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-133
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add “an” before “ExtensionURL”
	Status: OPEN



	SE-289
	
	N
	5.3.3
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Section header could be improved. Currently it says:

“Interactive retrieval of Service Guide related information”

Proposed resolution:

Change to “Interactive retrieval of Service related information”


	Status: OPEN

	SE-067
	
	
	5.3.4, 5.3.5
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

5.3.4 and 5.3.5 has no text.

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0443-Text-for-5_3_5-and-5_3_6-of-TS-Service
	Status: OPEN

	SE-134
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.4
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete this empty section
	Status: OPEN



	SE-170
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.3.4; 

5.3.5
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

There is no specification available. 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-180
	16-5-2006
	N
	5.3.4.
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0482

Comment:
Section empty.

Proposed resolution:

Provide the text or remove the section.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-135
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.5
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete this empty section
	Status: OPEN



	SE-181
	16-5-2006
	N
	5.3.5.
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0482

Comment:
Section empty.

Proposed resolution:

Provide the text or remove the section.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-217
	
	N
	5.4,5.3.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Empty sections.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-068
	
	Y
	5.3.6
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

ESG is not BCAST terminology and section number is to be defined.

Proposed Resolution

ESG is changed to SG and section number is 5.1.2.10
	Status: OPEN

	SE-136
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.6
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Insert correct section for “(see section x.x)”
	Status: OPEN



	SE-218
	
	Y
	5.3.6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

sectionm xx needs to be correct to section ? If it is in the ESG document, reference needs to be added too.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-271
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6, general
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

The BCAST solution does not include any possibility for an uplink overload protection for interactivity, e.g. voting. Currently all receivers in a broadcast may vote at the same moment, possibly causing congestion in the interactivity network. An overload protection mechanism like for file repair would be needed.

Proposed Resolution:

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN


	SE-069
	
	Y
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Section number 5.2.2.10 in the first paragraph is not correct

Proposed Resolution

5.2.2.10 is changed to 5.1.2.10
	Status: OPEN

	SE-137
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Modify as shown below:

An InteractivityMedia document triggers the Terminal to render the “interactivity media objects” message onto the GUI. The InteractivityMedia document and Media Object Set files is are delivered using BCAST File Distribution functionalitydelivery. The system MAY deliver the InteractivityMedia documents and associated files over broadcast file distribution or serve those over an interactive channel. The terminal SHALL support reception of InteractivityMedia documents over broadcast file distribution method. If the terminal supports interactive channel, the terminal SHALL support the retrieval of InteractivityMedia documents and associated files over interaction channel. The delivery method used for the delivery SHALL be signaled within the InteractivityData fragment of the Service Guide as specified in section 5.2.2.10 of [BCAST10-ESG].

The terminal SHALL render the InteractivityMedia objects when the document is completely and successfully retrieved from the file delivery stream and when the interactivity is scheduled to take place. When InteractivityMedia documents with the same GroupID are valid at the same time, the terminal SHALL render those media objects in the document with the highest GroupPosition.

The InteractivityMedia document defines the actual InteractivityMedia objects, which enables e.g. voting or ringtone ordering. The terminal SHALL be able to acquire and render the media objects attached to the InteractivityMedia Document without interrupting the acquisition and rendering of the ‘regular’ broadcast media stream.

Each InteractivityMedia Document can consist of multiple media object groups, and each media group can consist of one or several more media object sets. A media object set is a bundle of related media objects to be rendered as a unit (e.g. XHTML pages + external stylesheet + pictures) and clearly identified as pertaining to a specific interactivity technology (SMS, MMS template, XHTML…). From each media object group only one media object set is rendered at the same time by the same terminal. This is indicated by the media object set with the highest relative priority and that is besides supported by the terminal. If a media object set is not supported by the terminal it is discarded and not stored.  If none of the media object sets is are supported by the terminal the terminal SHALL display the alternative text.

The media objects of a media object set are packed into one file bundle transported separately from the InteractivityMedia document. The InteractivityMedia document (i.e. the parent Media Object Group) only describes for each media set the involved interactivity technology, the type of included media objects, and the file delivery information needed to retrieve the media objects bundle. This decoupled structure allows the terminal to discard the unsupported media object sets at the very beginning of file bundle reception, and more importantly to avoid their storage.  <add space>Content promotion can be enabled by one media object group in the InteractivityMedia Document. By referring to this same media object group through the On_Action_Pointer the terminal will always return to the same media object set when the end-user triggered the terminal to send out a message over the interaction channel, as facilitated by e.g. the SMS-template or XHTML MP media object set. Referring to information on an external web-site can be enabled by declaring one media object group with an XHTML MP media object set in the InteractivityMedia document. By omitting the On_Action_Pointer, the XHTML hyperlinks can refer the user to external web-sites.

Time-dependent behaviour of the interaction can be enabled by defining 3 media object groups in the InteractivityMedia document. The first media group defines the media to start with, (e.g a list of possible answers of a voting). When the user answers in time (as defined by the Input_Allowed_Time), the user is presented the media object set from the second media group (as defined by the On_Action_Pointer). If the user waits too long or does not provide any input the media object set from the third media group is presented (as defined by the On_Time_Out_Pointer). Setting an Update Flag in the first document to “true” enables the rendering of the media object set for the next question. When the Input_Allowed_time is passed the terminal will start listening to the file delivery channel for the Interactivity_Media_Document with a higher GroupPosition number.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-182
	16-5-2006
	Y
	5.3.6.1.
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0482

Comment:
Typo: “functionalitydelivery”

Proposed resolution:

Replace by “functionality”


	Status: OPEN

	SE-183
	16-5-2006
	N
	5.3.6.1.
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0482

Comment:
In the table, the description of xml:lang contains editors notes proposing to revise this text. Using the “Language” type provided by XSD to support multiple languages.  In this case, it would be necessary to specify how a MediaObjectSet could support multiple languages.

Proposed resolution:

Harmonize with the description of xml:lang used in SG TS. Consider only one language per mediaObjectSet.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-184
	16-5-2006
	N
	5.3.6.1.
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0482

Comment:
In the table, description of ContentLocation still contains markup.

Proposed resolution:

Clarify why this markup is there. Proposal: just remove the markup.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-189
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
Change the reference to ESG spec in the section :"The delivery method used for the delivery SHALL be signaled within the InteractivityData fragment of the Service Guide as specified in section 5.2.2.10 of [BCAST10-ESG]".

Proposed Resolution:
Align the reference sectioning when BCAST10-ESG  spec is finalized 


	Status: OPEN



	SE-190
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Different terminology is used into this section: media objects bundle, media objects set…

Proposed Resolution:

Replace bundle by set into: 

"The media objects of a media object set are packed into one file bundle transported separately from the InteractivityMedia document. The InteractivityMedia document (i.e. the parent Media Object Group) only describes for each media set the involved interactivity technology, the type of included media objects, and the file delivery information needed to retrieve the media objects set"

	Status: OPEN



	SE-191
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

It's not clear whether we speak of media object group or media object set in different sentences: example "Setting an Update Flag in the first document to “true” enables the rendering of the media object set for the next question". It appears that in the Interactivity_Media_document the Update_flag is rather associated to the Media_object_group…
Proposed Resolution:

Clarify the definition of Media Object Group and Media Object Set


	Status: OPEN



	SE-192
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
Are Update_flag and On_Action_Pointer
exclusive? If not what happens if they are both declared at the moment of the "Input_allowed_time" expires? 

Same questions for the co-existence of Update_flag and On_Time_Out_Pointer
Proposed Resolution:

Clarify the possibility to have Update_flag and On_Action_Pointer declared and Update_flag and On_Time_Out_Pointer declared
	Status: OPEN



	SE-193
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
Is the attribute RelativePreference the same thing as relative priority described in the introduction of chapter 5.3.6.1?
Proposed Resolution:

Replace relative priority by relative preference 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-194
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
The RelativePreference of the generic media object set is mandatory and not the

RelativePreference attribute of the SMSTemplate

Proposed Resolution:
Make the RelativePreference attribute of the SMSTemplate mandatory


	Status: OPEN



	SE-219
	
	Y
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

After several lengthy paragraphs there is a message structure. This is not introduced in the text. What is it? A sentence introducing it should be placed just before the table.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-221
	
	Y
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Lots of yellow highlights and barred text. This should be corrected.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-268
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

There appear many “InteractivityMedia document” or “InteractivityMedia Document” which are neither consistent itself in Service TS nor with SG TS.
Proposed Resolution:

Change all “InteractivityMedia Document” to “InteractivityMedia document”.

Change the top level element from “InteractivityMedia” to “InteractivityMediaDocument”

Change the description of “InteractivityMedia” from “InteractivityMedia” to “The InteractivityMedia document defines the actual InteractivityMedia objects.”
	Status: OPEN

	SE-269
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

Define the terms following BCAST convention to make them consistent even within this section. But all terms that following other specs such RFC2822 as they are.

Proposed Resolution:

Remove all underscore “_” for all terms appears in section and table of “InteractivityMedia” (e.g. Media_Object_Group, Start_Media_Flag, Input_allowed_Time, On_Time_Out_Pointer, Update_Flag, On_Action_Pointer”.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-270
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0520
Comment:

User name defined in [RFC2822] is defined for email format. No reference for this RFC.

Proposed Resolution:

Add following reference to spec:

“ Internet Message Format”, P. Resnick, Ed. April 2001, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2822.txt.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-272
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

InteractivityData does not contain an "interactive delivery" mechanism as required in the Services spec ("If the terminal supports interactive channel, the terminal SHALL support the retrieval of InteractivityMedia documents and associated files over interaction channel. ")
Proposed Resolution:

Add explanation and specification for signaling that and how InteractivityMedia documents can be retrieved over interaction channel
	Status: OPEN


	SE-273
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:
There is no need to give "GroupPosition " 32 bits
Proposed Resolution: 

Reduce size of GroupPosition field to 16bits
	Status: OPEN


	SE-274
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

There should be at least 1 "Media_Object_Group" per InteractiveMedia Fragment. There should be also at least 1 Interactive Media Element per fragment.

Proposed Resolution:

 Change cardialities correspondingly
	Status: OPEN


	SE-276
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

"SelectChoice" is described as attribute in SMS Template, but it is an Element of SMSTemplate

Proposed Resolution:

 Correct description
	Status: OPEN


	SE-277
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

“Description” is enumerated in Attributes in the Email template, but it is an element

Proposed Resolution:

Correct description
	Status: OPEN


	SE-278
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

Either the subject or the message body should be mandatory in the Email template.

Proposed Resolution:

Make one of them mandatory
	Status: OPEN


	SE-279
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

Unclear under which conditions the "alternativeText" is displayed. 
Proposed Resolution:

Clarify usage of alternative text 
	Status: OPEN


	SE-280
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

SMS-URI scheme and SelectChoice could be more descriptive by allowing a key word to be inserted, similar to userid and deviceid

Proposed Resolution:

Add "Keyword" in the SMS-URI scheme and add a key-word attribute in the SelectChoice

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN


	SE-281
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

Missing in the SMS Template: Group ID and Group Position

Proposed Resolution:

Add possibility to signal GroupId and Group Position
	Status: OPEN


	SE-282
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

The presentation attribute in the SMS template should be better a presentation element. Otherwise the cardinality of 0..N is not possible.

Proposed Resolution:

 Change presentation from attribute to element
	Status: OPEN


	SE-283
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

It should be required in a top-level section, that the sms-uri scheme shall be supported by the xhtml client.

Proposed Resolution:

 Clarifiy that SM-URI can be embedded in XHTML and that clients must understand that
	Status: OPEN


	SE-299
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the Interactivitymedia document is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-043
	
	N
	5.3.6.1.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:

A reference to and description for “3GPP2 MSS SMIL bundle” should be added, similar to the existing text regarding “3GPP PSS SMIL bundle”.  The 3GPP2 SMIL profile (defined in 3GPP2 C.S0050) is a superset of the 3GPP SMIL profile (3GPP TS 26.246).  A 3GPP2 SMIL client will decode a 3GPP SMIL file, but it will not work the other way around.  The additional SMIL 2.0 functionality in 3GPP2 SMIL profile relative to 3GPP SMIL profile are:
· Animation Module: BasicAnimation
· Layout Module: AudioLayout
· Timing & Synchronization Modules: AccessKeyTiming and MultiArcTiming

These additions are fairly minor, and have no impact on the construction of the file bundle or the signaling of the bundle to the client.
Proposed resolution:

Add the following text to this section (for example, directly after the text on 3GPP PSS SMIL bundle):

“A media object set conveying a 3GPP2 MSS SMIL bundle conforming for the presentation part to [3GPP2 C.S0050]) SHALL consist of the following:

· one GZIP archive file containing all the media objects (SMIL presentation, audio/visual media objects…).

· one <MediaObjectSet>, with Content-Type attribute set to “application/x-gzip”, and containing :

· one “3GPP2 MSS SMIL” <Object>, with Content-Type attribute set to “application/smil" and Start attribute set to “true”.

· one <Object> per other bundled file, if any.

Note: If the end user decides to interact as triggered by Media Object Set of type 3GPP2 MSS SMIL bundle, it implies that Terminal SHALL be able to execute any interaction over the Interactive Channel by executing HTTP requests (following the hyperlinks present in SMIL). Further, if the Terminal supports SMS-based messaging, the Terminal SHALL be able to support “sms:”-URI scheme as defined in section 5.3.6.1.x.and consequently be able to perform SMS-based interaction over the Interactive Channel.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-070
	
	Y
	5.3.6.1.2
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

5.3.6.1.X should be defined.

Proposed Resolution

5.3.6.1.X is changed to 5.3.6.1.3
	Status: OPEN

	SE-138
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.6.1.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Update section references (5.3.6.1.x) to be [I think] 5.3.6.1.3 in two spots
	Status: OPEN



	SE-222
	
	Y
	5.3.6.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Note refers to section 5.3.6.1.x. This should be corrected.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-139
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.6.1.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete the leading “The” that starts the paragraph
	Status: OPEN



	SE-140
	8-May 2006
	
	5.3.6.1.4
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Subsection in this section are numbered incorrectly, correct the numbering.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-195
	
	N
	5.3.6.1.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
The section refers to a MMS Template in the InteractivityMedia Document: such template doesn't exist in the Interactivity Media document generic format

Proposed Resolution:
Define the MMS template into the InteractivityMedia document
	Status: OPEN



	SE-044
	
	N
	5.4.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The first sentence of this section is not stated very well and should be improved.

Proposed resolution:
Modify the sentence as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

 “The BCAST Enabler specifies two ways main features to enable targeted reception through delivery of user-based profiles over the broadcast channel – for Service Guide and for File Delivery.”
	Status: OPEN

	SE-045
	
	N
	5.4.1
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The 2nd bullet item of this section is not stated very well and should be improved.

Proposed resolution:
Modify the 2nd bullet as shown below, including the strikethrough and added underlined text:

 “If user-based profiles are used within the File Delivery, the associated file metadata information SHALL contain the same as be identical to the “TargetUserProfile” as defined in the Service Guide.”
	Status: OPEN

	SE-071
	
	
	5.4.1
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Note in the middle of the section is an implementation issue.

Proposed Resolution

Remove the note
	Status: OPEN

	SE-141
	8-May 2006
	
	5.4.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete the highlighted notes
	Status: OPEN



	SE-223
	
	Y
	5.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Text in yellow "How this mapping is done, is tbd" should be resolved.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-072
	
	
	5.4.2
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Note about UserID should be clarified.

Proposed Resolution

The value and type of UserID is already defined in the service provisioning specification.

UserID in the table should be defined as Service Provisioing message is done.  See OMA-BCAST-2006-0442-Cleanup-section-5_4_2-of-TS-Service
	Status: OPEN

	SE-073
	
	
	5.4.2
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Notation such as NO/TO is used only for Service Guide specification.

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0442-Cleanup-section-5_4_2-of-TS-Service
	Status: OPEN

	SE-142
	8-May 2006
	
	5.4.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete the highlighted notes
	Status: OPEN



	SE-143
	8-May 2006
	
	5.4.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

After the table there is a reference to Appendix X, this should be “Appendix C”
	Status: OPEN



	SE-224
	
	Y
	5.4.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Yellow note needs to be resolved. 

TBD type for UserID has to be corrected.

Also, Appendix X is highlighted in yellow. This should be corrected.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-300
	
	N
	5.4.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the EndUserPreferences is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-046
	
	N
	5.5, 5.5.1, 5.5.2, and 5.5.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
Although these sections are currently blank, it seems they are not needed in this spec since authentication, authorization and other security functions are already addressed in the SPCP spec.

Proposed resolution:
Rename Sec. 5 as “Privacy”, and remove current sections 5.5.1 – 5.5.3.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-144
	8-May 2006
	
	5.5
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete this section since it is empty
	Status: OPEN



	SE-171
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.5
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Empty spec
	Status: OPEN



	SE-225
	
	Y
	5.5,5.5.1,5.5.2,5.5.3,5.5.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Empty text.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-047
	
	N
	5.5.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:

This section is currently blank and should be filled out.

Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: OPEN

	SE-048
	
	N
	5.6
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The word “unit” should be replaced by a more suitable term, for example, “functional entity”.

Proposed resolution:
Replace the word “unit” by “functional entity”.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-145
	8-May 2006
	
	5.6
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Replace the text to the OMA Charging AD with the Informative reference in a previous Sprint comment
	Status: OPEN



	SE-226
	
	N
	5.6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

general question on charging. Is it possible to re-use the underlying BDS charging functionality? e.g. for MBMS? BCMCS? Is this in or out of scope?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-049
	
	N
	5.6.1, 5.6.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The first sentence in Sec. 5.6.1 is confusing.  First, a “chargeable event” seems to represent a different activity than “service delivery”.  Second, there seems to be a fundamental inconsistency between the definition of chargeable event (indicates that service delivery has transpired) and the fact some of these chargeable events simply represent subscription-related requests.  As further evidence of the inconsistency, the first bullet point under Sec. 5.6.2 indicates that the subscription-related request arrival is prior to the occurrence of service delivery.

Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: OPEN

	SE-074
	
	Y
	5.6.1, 5.6.3
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Readability of the table is not good.

Proposed Resolution

This table shows how to map between charging interface parameter and BCAST name for using in Charging Enabler.

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0441-Mapping-Table-in-Charging-Section
	Status: OPEN

	SE-227
	
	Y
	5.6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Interactive Service Ordering in table refers to section 5.3.4 (TBD). What is the TBD?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-290
	
	
	5.6.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Predictions about the scope of an Enabler should not be included in the final Enabler specs. Current text says:
 “It is foreseeable that charging for interactive service ordering is in the BCAST Enabler’s scope only in simple cases where the additional service can be identified with a simple combination of a purchase item ID and purchase option or equivalent.”

Proposed resolution:

Delete “It is foreseeable that”
	Status: OPEN

	SE-050
	
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
What is the meaning/intent of showing blank entries under “BCAST Field Name” in the tables of this section?  Is the intent to define BCAST terms for these charging related fields names?

Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: OPEN

	SE-013
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0328R01>
Comment:
The description and the values column of PurchaseItemID in the subscription-Based Charging message is not correct.

Proposed Solution:
Change the description into: “The globally unique ID of the purchase item shown described in the Service Guide PurchaseItem fragment that describes what the end-user has ordered or cancelled. It should be noted that a particular Service Item may be available through several Purchase Items (e.g. because of bundling and several order options or purchase channels).”
Change the field name from “ PurchaseItem” into “GlobalPurchaseItem”.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Agreed as proposed

	SE-014
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: <OMA-BCAST-2006-0328R01>
Comment:
The description in the description and the values column of PurchaseItemID in Token-Based Charging message is not correct.

Proposed Solution:
Change the description into: “The globally unique ID of the purchase item showndescribed in the Service Guide PurchaseItem fragment that represents the token product.)”
Change the field name from “ PurchaseItem” into “GlobalPurchaseItem”.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Comment: a token purchase is not connected to a purchase item, thus the purchase item ID is not necessary at all.

Resolution: remove this field from the message, i.e. remove table row “PurchaseItemID”

	SE-088
	8-5-2006
	Y
	 5.6.3
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

Typo in “subscrpition update” as one of the possible values that “Service Identifier”  data element can have, for subscription based charging. 

Proposed Solution:
Replace by “subscription update”.


	Status: OPEN



	SE-089
	8-5-2006
	Y
	 5.6.3
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

The “description and values” field in the “Service Identifier” data element for consumption-based charging is wrong. 

It mentions “values for subscription-based charging” instead of  “values for consumption-based charging”

Proposed Solution:
Replace sentence “Values for Subscription Based Charging” by “Values for Consumption-Based Charging”.


	Status: OPEN



	SE-090
	8-5-2006
	N
	 5.6.3
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

BCAST field “Price” is considered as “Integer” for the subscription-based and consumption-based charging cases. 

In the Service Interaction charging case, however, it is considered as “Decimal”. 

Proposed Solution:
Change “Decimal” to “Integer” in the Service Interaction case, if there is no reason for this.


	Status: OPEN



	SE-228
	
	Y
	5.6.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

The text in bold just under the section title is unclear. Is that what the table is about? Introductory text for the tables is perhaps missing?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-229
	
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Are tables complete as sometimes there are empty boxes eg missing BCAST field names. Does this mean we can ignore the OMA data elements?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-147
	8-May 2006
	
	5.6.4
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete the 2nd paragraph completely, it is not relevant
	Status: OPEN



	SE-076
	
	
	5.7
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

5.7.1 Between service areas of BDS above 5.8 is unclear.

Proposed Resolution

Remove “5.7.1 Between service areas of BDS” section title.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-146
	8-May 2006
	
	5.7
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

 “Service Interaction” paragraph

In 2nd sentence switch “interactive additional” to “additional interactive”
	Status: OPEN



	SE-015
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.7.1
	Source: Huawei

Form:<OMA-BCAST-2006-0328R01>

Comment:
In the first paragraph, it indicates that the interactive access is through InteractiveAccessURL. But in Access fragment of SG, AlternativeAccessURL is used for interactive access.

Proposed Solution:

Change this paragraph into :

Service Guide allows describing several Accesses for a particular Service. The Service Guide MAY declare a Service in the Service Guide that has both broadcast access and the interactive access (through InteractiveServiceDeliveryTransimissionScheme in Access FragmentInteractiveAccessURL). In case the broadcast access becomes unavailable due to mobility (or some other reason), the Terminal MAY continue accessing the Service via AlternativeAccessURL specified in 5.1.2.4 of  [BCAST10-ESG]InteractiveAccessURL, given that the Interaction Network is available.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as proposed


	SE-173
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.7.1 (second time, should actually be 5.7.3)
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Empty spec.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-196
	
	N
	5.7.1 Specifying alternative accesses for a service
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
In the SG spec, we speak of AlternativeAccessURL and not InteractiveAccessURL 

Proposed Resolution:
replace InteractiveAccessUrl by AlternativeAccessURL in this chapter
	Status: OPEN



	SE-231
	
	N
	5.7.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

section 5.7.1 appears twice. The second one is called "between service areas of of a BDS". What does that mean?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-075
	
	Y
	5.7.2
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

In the first sentence, Global Identifier for Service and Content is already defined

Proposed Resolution

1st TBD is GlobalServiceID and 2nd TBD is GlobalContentID
	Status: OPEN

	SE-148
	8-May 2006
	
	5.7.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN



	SE-149
	8-May 2006
	
	5.7.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Need to provide correct attributes in the “TBD”
	Status: OPEN



	SE-172
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.7.2
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Editor’s note should be taken care of
	Status: OPEN



	SE-230
	
	Y
	5.7.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

attribute TBD appears twice. Two editorial notes are present saying mobility and roaming need to be defined.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-077
	
	
	5.8
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Global Status Code should substitute for Status Code
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0394-CR-Roaming_Clarified
	Status: OPEN

	SE-091
	8-5-2006
	Y
	 5.8
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

Third paragraph “Enabling the Broadcast Roaming is involves three functions of BCAST: Service Guide; Service Provisioning and; Service and Content Protection” has two editorial errors.

Proposed Solution:
Delete word “is” and semicolon after “and;”.


	Status: OPEN



	SE-101
	
	Y
	5.8
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
Convert the yellow note “Note : Roaming agreement between Visited BSM and Home BSM and the related trust relationship are out of BCAST scope” to normal spec text.
Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“Note : Roaming agreement between Visited BSM and Home BSM and the related trust relationship are out of BCAST scope”

By:

“Roaming agreement between Visited BSM and Home BSM and the related trust relationship are out of BCAST scope” ; AND; format the text as normal spec text without highlighting.

	Status: OPEN

	SE-102
	
	N
	5.8
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
Roaming section structure is a bit messy.

Proposed resolution:

Move table 2 just after 5.8.2, as a new section 5.8.3, with the title “5.8.3
Generic Status Codes for Roaming Messages” and add the following sentence just before table 2: “The following table lists all the possible status codes for roaming authorization status.”


	Status: OPEN

	SE-150
	8-May 2006
	
	5.8
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Remove the hightlights on the editor’s note, but keep the sentence.

There are several places in this section to fix this.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-174
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.8
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

4th bullet states …SHALL accept…. It’s better to say … SHALL support…  
	Status: OPEN



	SE-175
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.8
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

These chapters are hard to read without the pictures of the AD. They should be incorporated. 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-232
	
	N
	5.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Yellow note about roaming agreement seems rather important. 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-233
	
	N
	5.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

How does the whole section relate to e.g. roaming between MBMS networks or BCMCS networks? As these have their own roaming mechanisms are we not duplicating things here? Would there be two levels of roaming? Or just one? Should this be detailed in the service and content protection specification? Also in the adaptation specifications? 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-236
	
	N
	5.8 and sections within
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Why are there no message flows? Where are they? A link should be provided.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-239
	
	N
	5.8 and sections within
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

List of messages is given with normative SHALL send statements but it is not clear when they shall be sent.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-078
	
	
	5.8.1, 5.8.2
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

UserID should have the same structure defined in Service Provisioning message
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0439-Restructuring-Roaming-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-079
	
	
	5.8.1, 5.8.2
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

The notation such as NM/TM is only for Service Guide schema.  M or O should be used in Category.
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0394-CR-Roaming_Clarified
	Status: OPEN

	SE-080
	
	
	5.8.1, 5.8.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

XML Data Type should be used.  (e.g. base64binary)
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0439-Restructuring-Roaming-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-092
	8-5-2006
	N
	 5.8.1
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

A note begins section 5.8.1: “If BCAST can’t find a reason (e.g: DRM related issue or some service scenario), then 5.8.1 will be deleted”

Proposed Solution:
Delete this note or alternatively section 5.8.1, based on BCAST decision.


	Status: OPEN



	SE-234
	
	N
	5.8.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

As per the note, is this needed?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-235
	
	N
	5.8.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Why is second note in yellow? 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-291
	
	
	5.8.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

First note should be deleted as Roaming initiated via Home Service Provider is a valid scenario too.
Proposed resolution:

Delete first note
	Status: OPEN

	SE-295
	
	Y
	5.8.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The following text can be improved: 

“When the visited BDS network is not an interaction network or without interaction network in it, such as DVB-H network. The terminal can request roaming services directly to its Home Service Provider BSM with other methods such like call to the support centre to initiate the roaming procedure.”

Proposed resolution:

When the visited BDS network is not an interaction network or without interaction network in it, such as DVB-H network, the terminal can request roaming services directly to its Home Service Provider BSM with other methods like a call to the support centre to initiate the roaming procedure.

	Status: OPEN

	SE-301
	
	N
	5.8.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the Roaming messages is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-302
	
	N
	5.8.1

5.8.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
In the roaming messages, the terms of UserID and TerminalID are used inconsistently. Sometimes, the element name is TerminalID but the explanation describes a user ID.

Proposed resolution:

The terminology must be made consistent.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-303
	
	N
	5.8.1

5.8.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The roaming messages defined in 5.8.1 repeat (with minor differences) in 5.8.2.

Proposed resolution:

It should be considered to define the messages once and then define their use for the two different cases of roaming (Roaming initiated via Home Service Provider and Roaming initiated via Visited Service Provider)

	Status: OPEN

	SE-304
	
	N
	5.8.1

5.8.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
When referencing status codes in roaming messages, both tables 1 and 2 are referenced: “This value of this field SHALL use status code defined in Table 2.
Note: The codes in table 1 are be used”
Proposed resolution:

This contradiction must be resolved, or the intention must be made clearer.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-305
	
	N
	5.8.1

5.8.2

(various places)
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The description of “RoamingServiceScope” is not clear. 

Proposed resolution:

The meaning of this element should be stated clearer.
	Status: OPEN

	SE-306
	
	N
	5.8.1

5.8.2

(various places)
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
It is stated in the description of the “RequestID” element that the terminal shall pick a unique RequestID for use in the roaming messages. It remains unclear what the scope and purpose of this parameter is.

If it shall be unique within the scope of the network, the terminal will not be in the position to ensure such uniqueness. 

If it shall be unique in the scope of the terminal, then the question is whether or not the terminal will have multiple roaming connections at the same time. 

Proposed resolution:

Elaborate the scope of uniqueness. 

Amend the text or remove the requested if not needed.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-085
	
	
	5.8.1, 5.8.2
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Messages cannot be explicitly distinguished from each other in the server/terminal.  It is possible for server/terminal to make the same message for a different purpose.

Proposed Resolution
Define a top level element which envelopes the current elements and attributes and move some elements such as RequestID as an attribute value of the top element. 

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0439-Restructuring-Roaming-Message
	

	SE-081
	
	
	5.8.1.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

VisitedServiceProviderID, VisitedServiceProviderBSMID, VisitedBSDAID should be globally unique.  If not, HomeBSM cannot identify this ID.
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0439-Restructuring-Roaming-Message
	Status: OPEN

	SE-082
	
	
	5.8.1.2

5.8.1.3, 5.8.1.4, 5.8.1.5, 5.8.1.6 
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Cardinality of PurchaseItemID should be clarified.  (e.g. 1 or 1..N )
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0394-CR-Roaming_Clarified
	Status: OPEN

	SE-237
	
	N
	5.8.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Yellow note after table seems rather important. Should it not be clarified?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-238
	
	N
	5.8.1.2,5.8.13,5.8.2.x
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

data type for IDs is "anyURI". This does not seem to be correct.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-307
	
	N
	5.8.1.2

5.8.2.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The roaming request can not be expressed as valid XML instance because it has no root element.

Proposed resolution:

Change all current elements from type “E” to type “E1”

Create a root element “RoamingRequest” of type “E”.

Convert the element “RequestID” into an attribute “id”.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-198
	
	N
	5.8.1.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
PurchaseItem can include services, and services bundles, or one or more content items
Proposed Resolution: 

Replace in the definition of the PurchaseItem ID "particular service" by "particular PurchaseItem" 

	Status: OPEN



	SE-308
	
	N
	5.8.1.3

5.8.2.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The roaming service authorization request can not be expressed as valid XML instance because it has no root element.

Proposed resolution:

Change all current elements from type “E” to type “E1”

Create a root element “RoamingServiceAuthorizationRequest” of type “E”.

Convert the element “RequestID” into an attribute “id”.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-309
	
	N
	5.8.1.4

5.8.2.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The roaming service authorization response can not be expressed as valid XML instance because it has no root element.

Proposed resolution:

Change all current elements from type “E” to type “E1”

Create a root element “RoamingServiceAuthorizationResponse” of type “E”.

Convert the element “RequestID” into an attribute “id”.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-083
	
	
	5.8.1.4, 5.8.1.5
	Source: Samsung  

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

If multiple purchaseItems are included for authorization, status for each purchcaseitems should be specified.
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0394-CR-Roaming_Clarified
	Status: OPEN

	SE-176
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.8.1.4;

5.8.2.5
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

ESG indicates the prices of the service. However, prices will probably be different for roaming users.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-197
	
	N
	5.8.1.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
Roaming Service Scope is not clearly specified. There is no table 2
Proposed Resolution: 

Specify the semantics of different possible value  for this field
	Status: OPEN



	SE-199
	
	N
	5.8.1.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
PurchaseItem can include services, and services bundles, or one or more content items
Proposed Resolution: 

Replace in the definition of the PurchaseItem ID "services or service bundles" by "PurchaseItems" 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-310
	
	N
	5.8.1.5

5.8.2.5
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The roaming response can not be expressed as valid XML instance because it has no root element.

Proposed resolution:

Change all current elements from type “E” to type “E1”

Create a root element “RoamingResponse” of type “E”.

Convert the element “RequestID” into an attribute “id”.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-311
	
	N
	5.8.1.6

5.8.2.6
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The roaming confirmation message can not be expressed as valid XML instance because it has no root element.

Proposed resolution:

Change all current elements from type “E” to type “E1”

Create a root element “RoamingConfirmation” of type “E”.

Convert the element “RequestID” into an attribute “id”.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-084
	
	
	5.8.1.6, 5.8.2.6
	Source: Samsung
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Multiple PurchaseItemIds can be included in confirmation message.
Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0394-CR-Roaming_Clarified
	Status: OPEN

	SE-177
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.8.1.7;

5.8.1.8;

5.8.1.9;
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Is there no message flow associated with this.

Proposed solution:

Refer to associated interface in the SvcCntProtection spec 4-2.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-240
	
	N
	5.8.1.7
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Why should the home service provider send LTKMs to the terminal in a visited network? The terminal is in the visited network and if it wants to access any service in the visited network it will contact the relevant RightsIssuer. It does not make sense to go through the home network.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-241
	
	Y
	5.8.1.x
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Several yellow notes
	Status: OPEN



	SE-093
	8-5-2006
	N
	 5.8.2
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

Element “Authentication” in “Roaming Service Authorisation Response” message and in “Response to access roaming BCAST services” message, is considered as optional. 

However, its cardinality is 1.

Proposed Solution:
Change cardinality of this element to 0..1.


	Status: OPEN



	SE-242
	
	Y
	5.8.2.x
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Several yellow notes.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-243
	
	N
	5.8.2.7,5.8.2.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

This reads as though it describes a message flow. Otherwise it adds nothing to the specification.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-086
	
	
	5.8.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Interface between BSMs implicitly exist and Roaming flow between Home BSM and Visitied BSM already specified in the architecture. There is no harm if not defining interface between BSMs.

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0446-Add-HTTPS-for-roaming-between-BSMs
	Status: OPEN

	SE-087
	
	
	5.8.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

BCAST agreed to use HTTPS for Backend Interface.

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0446-Add-HTTPS-for-roaming-between-BSMs
	Status: OPEN

	SE-178
	15-5-2006
	N
	5.8.3
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0485
Comment:

Why is IPSec mandated here, where HTPPS is used anywhere else between the AD entities?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-244
	
	N
	5.8.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Yellow note. Is interface defined in AD? Which one?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-245
	
	N
	5.8.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Protocol stack uses IPsec for security. HTTPs has been recommended by SEC and adopted in service and content protection specification. It should also be used in 5.8.3.

Proposed Resolution:

The following protocol stack SHALL be used for message exchange between BSMs. HTTPS over TCP/IP SHOULD be used for the delivery of the roaming procedure authorisation messages. IPsec SHOULD be used in conjunction with TCP/IP to HTTPS provide ensures the secure delivery of the authorisation messages.
Editor: please correct protocol stack in figure ????
	Status: OPEN



	SE-246
	
	Y
	5.8.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Protocol stack figure is not labeled and has no number.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-292
	
	
	5.8.3
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Note can be deleted if the interface between BSMs has been defined in AD.
Proposed resolution:

Delete note if the interface between BSMs has been defined in AD.

	Status: OPEN

	SE-098
	
	N
	5.9
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
The system side specification mentions OMA MLP, zip code and BDS-specific cell-id, but the terminal size only zip code and BDS-specific cell-id. Further the structure of server side spec should be made similar as structure of terminal side spec.

Proposed resolution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0451proposes a resolution.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-151
	8-May 2006
	
	5.9
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Add the reference to [OMAMLP] 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-247
	
	Y
	5.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

reference to OMA MLP to be added in yellow.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-296
	
	Y
	5.9
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The following sentence is not clear:

“The BCAST system MAY utilize Location Information in two forms: OMA MLP, zip code [reference to OMA MLP to be added] or BDS-specific cell-id (for example cell-id of 3GPP, 3GPP2, DVB-H, , etc. system).”

Proposed resolution:

1) Replace by the following:

The BCAST system MAY utilize Location Information in three forms: OMA MLP, [reference to OMA MLP to be added], zip code or BDS-specific cell-id (for example cell-id of 3GPP, 3GPP2, DVB-H, [,] etc. system).”

2) Add normative reference to OMA MLP


	Status: OPEN

	SE-097
	
	N
	6.
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
Although this section is informative, service examples are missing. Currently only there is only an explanation on the way MMS template can be used within the interaction.

Proposed resolution:

Either add more application examples; OR;

Make this informative chapter an informative annex and rename it as “Examples on Realizing Interactive Services”.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-248
	
	Y
	6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

What does "Application to Example Services" mean? This is not correct English.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-249
	
	Y
	6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Editor's note should be replaced by introductory text explaining what the section is about and what it contains.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-250
	
	Y
	6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Would a better title not be "Use of MMS Template for Service Interaction"? Perhaps with a "- example" at the end?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-251
	
	N
	6.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

A simple message flow chart would greatly enhance the value of this section as it would others.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-312
	
	Y
	6.1.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
Section contains use cases and examples only.

Proposed resolution:

Mark section as “informative”.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-252
	
	Y
	6.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Is this really the first figure in the whole document?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-100
	
	N
	App.B
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
SCR tables not accurate enough for the part describing the use of Location Information.

Proposed resolution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0452 proposes a resolution.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-094
	8-5-2006
	N
	 Appendix B
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

Section B.1 regarding SCR table for BCAST terminals, contains some mandatory requirements which are in fact, not mandated for all BCAST compliant terminals, as shown in the “requirement” field.

Therefore, they are optional.

Proposed Solution:
Change status “M” to “O” for all items from BCAST-G-T-011 to BCAST-G-T-015 and also for BCAST-G-T-017.

Replace word “Only” by “Mandatory” in the requirement field of the same items.


	Status: OPEN



	SE-096
	
	Y
	App.C
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
Funny font and text format in the first paragraph of Appendix C. 

Proposed resolution:

Change the font and text formatting of the first paragraph of Appedix C to normal spec text.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-254
	
	Y
	Appendix C
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

OMA template yellow box.
	Status: OPEN



	SE-095
	
	N
	App.D
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01

Comment:
There is yellow note reminding that roaming spec in the TS Services must be made in line with BCAST AD latest in this review. 

Proposed resolution:

Make sure that AD and TS are in line w.r.t. roaming and remove the yellow note.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-255
	
	N
	Appendix D
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Aha, here are the flows! These should be in the relevant sections in the document otherwise we just have a list of messages. Also, where there is a number to a message this should be reflected accordingly in the text. 
	Status: OPEN



	SE-256
	
	Y
	Appendix D
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Yellow note. What should be reflected in the AD? Has it been?
	Status: OPEN



	SE-053
	2006.05.04
	N
	Appendix E
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0391

Comment:

BCAST MO still is empty.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is included in OMA-BCAST-2006-0357R01
	Status: OPEN

	SE-257
	
	Y
	Last page?
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
Other than seeing that we're at page 80 of 80, is there not an empty page in the OMA template indicating it is deliberately blank or that we're at the end of the spec?
	Status: OPEN




CRs tracking

	CR ID
	Addresses Comments
	Status of CR

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R02
	SE-008
	Tentatively Agreed (Vancouver)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0310R02
	SE-011
	Tentatively Agreed (Vancouver)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0322
	SE-004, SE-005, SE-007
	Open

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0323R01
	SE-003, SE-009
	Tentatively Agreed (Vancouver)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0325R01
	SE-010
	Tentatively Agreed (Vancouver)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0357R01 (LGE)
	SE-053
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0392 (LGE)
	SE-051
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0393 (LGE)
	SE-052
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0394-CR-Roaming_Clarified (Samsung)
	SE-077, SE-079, SE-082, SE-083, SE-084
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0438-Restructuring-Service-Provisioning-Message (Samsung)
	SE-057, SE-058, SE-059, SE-060, SE-062, SE-063
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0439-Restructuring-Roaming-Message (Samsung)
	SE-078, SE-080, SE-081, SE-085
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0440-Mapping-Table-of-Interface-and-TS-Section-Number (Samsung)
	SE-055
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0441-Mapping-Table-in-Charging-Section  (Samsung)
	SE-074
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0442-Cleanup-section-5_4_2-of-TS-Service (Samsung)
	SE-072, SE-073
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0443-Text-for-5_3_5-and-5_3_6-of-TS-Service (Samsung)
	SE-067
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0446-Add-HTTPS-for-roaming-between-BSMs (Samsung)
	SE-086, SE-087
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0451R01-Proposed-Resolution-1-for-comments-in-IC-450 (Nokia)
	SE-098, SE-099
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0452R01-Proposed-Resolution-2-for-comments-in-IC-450 (Nokia)
	SE-100
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0455R01-CR-Mandating-DM-for-Terminal-Provisioning (Motorola, LG Electronics, Telefonica Moviles, Orange, Qualcomm, Vodafone)
	SE-103
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0504-Missing-LTKM-STKM-definitions-in-Services (Philips)
	SE-006
	


Comment document tracking (for information)

The following ICs containing comments have been considered:
	IC ID
	Status 

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0321 (Nokia)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0325 (Panasonic)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0310 (Samsung, LGE)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0328R01 (Huawei)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01-IC-QC_Comments_TS-Services (QUALCOMM)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0391-review-comments-on-TS-Services (LGE)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01-Samsung-Comments-TS-Service-Part1 (Samsung)  
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0449-Review-Comments-on-TS-BCAST-Services (Telefonica Moviles)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0450R01-Nokia-Review-Comments-for-TS-Services (Nokia)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0454R01-Review-comment-concerning-status-of-DM-in-Services-TS (Motorola, LG Electronics, Telefonica Moviles, Orange, Qualcomm, Vodafone)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0465-Sprint-Comments-on-Services-TS (Sprint)
	incorporated (modified to fit required format)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0482-Siemens-Review-Comments-for-TS-Services-Part-1 (Siemens)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0485-review-comments_KPN_Services (KPN)
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0519-Review-comments-on-Services-TS  
	incorporated (by Ruinan)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0520-IC-review-comments-on-Service-TS-1
	incorporated (by Ruinan)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0533-Vodafone_comments_TS_Services
	incorporated

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0543-Ericsson-comments-TS-Services
	incorporated (by Ruinan)

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0578-Siemens-Review-Comments-for-TS-Services-Part-2
	incorporated


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 Services 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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