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1 Reason for Contribution

When producing the interim spec of TS SG, some inconsistent resolutions for similar comments or against similar spec text were found. This contribution is to list all inconsistent resolutions so far spotted by the editor and to provide suggestion to unify the those resolutions. 
2 Summary of Contribution

· List of inconsistent resolutions in SG ICONRR
· suggestion to unify the those inconsistent resolutions

3 Detailed Proposal
(1) SG172/SG118/SG003/SG344 conflicts with SG008, (SG029)

Editor suggestion: take SG008’s resolution

	SG172
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

The following description of content is not consistent with figure 1. Content fragment can be associated with more service fragments and does not have any references. It is referenced TO.

Content

The Content fragment gives a detailed description of a specific content item. In addition to defining a type, description and language of the content, it may provide information about the targeted user group or geographical area, as well as genre and parental rating. 

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

Proposed solution

Content

The Content fragment gives a detailed description of a specific content item. In addition to defining a type, description and language of the content, it may provide information about the targeted user group or geographical area, as well as genre and parental rating. 

The Content fragment can be associated with one or more Service fragments. 


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Agree the resolution to change

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

To 

”

“The Content fragment can reference zero or more Service fragments.”

	SG008
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:

Last two sentences of Content fragment description need to be clarified wrt direction of referencing. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

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

By

“The Content fragment may be referenced by Schedule, PurchaseItem or InteractivityData fragment. It may reference PreviewData or Service fragment”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.


(2) SG004 conflicts with SG170/SG342

Editor suggestion: take SG170’s resolution

	SG004
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:

The text in Note 1 is a bit confusing. Although the group understands the meaning it is better to clarify this.

Proposed resolution:

Replace

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

By

“Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, but one PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL NOT have links to more than one type of Service Guide fragment.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG170
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1 note under figure 1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493

Comment:

The note under the figure should add “or Purchase item” because PurchaseItem can point to PurchaseItem itself. 

Proposed resolution

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


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change the note to: “Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL be able to reference only one of the following fragments: Service, Schedule, Content or PurchaseItem”




(3) SG173’s 2nd para conflicts with SG117

Editor suggestion: take SG117’s resolution

	SG173
	2006.5.17
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Typo in description of access fragment:

Access

The Access fragment describes how the Service may be accessed during the validity time of the Access fragment. This fragment links to SessionDescription and indicates the delivery method.  Several Access fragments may be associated to one Service offering alternative ways for accessing or interacting with a service.

For the Terminal, the Access fragment provides information on what capabilities are required from the terminal to receive and render the service. Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to a the service.

Proposed solution

Change the text into the following:

Access

The Access fragment describes how the Service may be accessed during the validity time of the Access fragment. This fragment links to SessionDescription and indicates the delivery method.  Several Access fragments may be associated to one Service offering alternative ways for accessing or interacting with a service.

For the Terminal, the Access fragment provides information on what capabilities are required from the terminal to receive and render the service. Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to access the service.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

change Access description as 
Access

"The Access fragment describes how the Service may be accessed during the its validity timespan of the Access fragment. This fragment links to contains or references session description information SessionDescription and indicates the delivery method.  Several One or more Access fragments may be associated to one reference a Service fragment, offering alternative ways for accessing or interacting with a the associated service.

For the Terminal, the Access fragment provides information on what capabilities are required from the terminal to receive and render the service. Access includes the textual session description or has contains an URI to the session description session description that tells the terminal how to access the service."



	SG

117
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In the part describing the Access fragment in section 5.1.1, the following sentence is not clear:

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

It is assumed that the intended meaning is to say that:

· either the Session Description is provided as text inlined in the Access fragment

· or the Access fragment provides external pointers to the Session Description, in the form of an URI or a reference to a SGDU carrying the SessionDescription.

Note: this comment elaborates over SG009 in the internal SG CONRR.

Proposed resolution:

If the above assumption is shared by the group, replace the sentence 

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

by

“The access fragment provides Session Description parameters in the form of inlined text, or provides pointers to placeholders outside of the Access fragment, in the form of a URI, or a reference to a SGDU carrying the Session Description.”
	Status : Tentatively CLOSED
replace the sentence 

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

By

“The access Access fragment provides Session Description session description parameters either in the form of inlined inline text, or through a provides pointers, in the form of a URI, to a separate SessionDescription fragment.  Session description may be delivered over either the broadcast channel, or the interaction channelplaceholders outside of the Access fragment, in the form of a URI, or a reference to a SGDU carrying the Session Description.” 



(4) SG343 conflicts with SG007

Editor suggestion: take SG007’s resolution

	SG343
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description of Schedule is incorrect.  It indicates that Schedule may be associated with a Service fragment, whereas as shown by the data model and table, Schedule always references a Service fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description for Purchase Channel, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Schedule fragment defines the timeframes in which associated content items are available for streaming, downloading and/or rendering. This fragment may alsobe associated with SHALL reference the Service fragment, in which case it defines the timeframe of the Service availability.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Because Schedule also can be used to define the timeframe of content or Interactivity Media Document which are associated with the service, but not define the timeframe of the service itself.

Remove the latest sentence, i.e. 

“The Schedule fragment defines the timeframes in which associated content items are available for streaming, downloading and/or rendering.”

	SG007
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:

Last sentence of Schedule fragment description is not true (in conflict with both the normative table and the diagram). 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

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

By

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

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

By

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


(5) SG347 conflicts with SG216 

Editor suggestion: take SG347’s resolution

	SG347
	2006.05.24
	N
	Multiple

5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description for “Purchase Channel” is incorrect in that the Purchase Channel does not functionally map to the BSM.  The Purchase Channel represents the system from which services/content can be purchased.  Its Selector indicates whether this Purchase Channel is associated with the terminal’s affiliated BSM, and consequently, whether the terminal is eligible to access this Purchase Channel.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the first paragraph of the description for Purchase Channel, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The PurchaseChannel fragment carries the information about the entity from which purchase of access and/or content rights for a certain service, service bundle or content item may be obtained, as defined in the PurchaseData fragment.  The PurchaseChannel is associated with one or more Broadcast Subscription Managements (BSMs).  The terminal is only permitted to access a particular PurchaseChannel if it is affiliated with a BSM that is also associated with that PurchaseChannel. The PurchaseChannel maps to the BSM or Broadcast Subscription Management in the BCAST AD.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.



	SG216
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Typo and there is no reference to schedule in the purchase channel fragment

Proposed Resolution:

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

Change to 

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


(6) SG022 conflicts with CR649R01 (for SG215, SG245)
Editor suggestion: take CR649R01’s resolution

	SG022
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:

Clean up PreviewDataIDRef throughout section 5.1.2.

Proposed resolution:

Throughout section 5.1.2, replace the current description of PreviewDataID:

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

By:

“Reference to the PreviewData fragment.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.


(7) SG077, SG078, SG079 conflicts with CR445R03
Editor suggestion: take CR445R03’s resolution

	SG077
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:

In the description of the attribute TransmissionMedia only two values have been defined.

Proposed resolution:

Add text: 

2 - 127  reserved for future use

128-255 reserved for proprietary use
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG078
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:

In the description of the element BDSType the value ‘0’ has not been defined.

Proposed resolution:

Add row: 

0: Unspecified
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG079
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:

In the description of the element TransmissionSchemeType the value ‘0’ has not been defined.

Proposed resolution:

Add row: 

0: Unspecified
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


(8) SG080 conflicts with CR662R01
Editor suggestion: take CR662R01’s resolution

	SG080
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:

In the description of the attribute ProtectionType values 0 and 5 – 255 have not been defined.

Proposed resolution:

Add rows: 

0: Unspecified

5 - 127  reserved for future use

128-255 reserved for proprietary use
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


(9) SG121 conflicts SG249

Editor suggestion: combine these two resolutions to be, “Duration of the A/V content declared using “duration” XML data type”

	SG

121
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

Currently, the way to express the duration of a Content is to use the “Duration” attribute in the “Presentation_Window” element of the Schedule fragment. However, when the content is always available, there is no need to prove a Schedule fragment. Therefore, the Content fragment should have an attribute that expresses the duration of the content, for presentation purposes to the end-user.

Proposed resolution:

Add a “Duration” element in the Content fragment, with NO/TM status and 0..1 cardinality.


	Status : Tentatively CLOSED

Change the description of “length” E1 element in Content fragment to

“The true length of the content using “duration” XML data type”.

Also change the datatype of “length” E1 element to “duration”.

	SG249
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case of a file, a length can be expressed in bytes. Do we assume that the length is only for A/V programs

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify the scope of the length field
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Orange commented it should be written that length in Content fragment is only for A/V contents.

Change the description of “Length” in Content fragment 

"Duration of the A/V content declared in minutes."




(10) SG375 conflicts CR445R03

Editor suggestion: take CR445R03’s resolution

	SG375
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, AccessServerURL (E3)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The first sentence of the description of this element is not clear and needs to be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Modify the 1st sentence of the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“URL of Server, which provides Interaction Channel based different access (over Interaction Channel) of a Service”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


(11) SG038 (CR315R02) conflicts SG469
Editor suggestion: harmonize the two resolutions, i.e. remove status code table from Appendix G, but keep Cross Reference Table proposed in CR315R02. 
	SG038
	2006.03.30
	N
	Appendix G
	Source : Samsung and LGE

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

The usage of current Global Status code is missing.

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

Proposed Resolution : 

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


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG469
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix G
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Global Status Codes are repeated here – it can also be found in the Service spec (section 5.1.4) which is the better location. Duplication increases maintenance effort and the risk of introducing inconsistencies. 

Proposed resolution:

Delete Appendix G or replace it by appropriate reference to Services spec

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Remove Appendix G from TS SG, and append “[BCAST1-0-_Services]” to every instances of “status code” throughout the TS SG. 




The suggested rewording for Appendix G is:
“Appendix G.  Global Status Code
The Global Status Codes specified in [BCAST1-0-_Services] lists all the possible status codes for error case, and their applicability to each transaction. The codes are to be used for Response in SG-1, SG-2, SG-4 and NT-1, NT-3, NT-4 response messages in this specification. The codes may also be used in other response messages in other BCAST technical specifications.
	
	

	
	


	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	




	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	



	
	


	
	


	
	

	
	


The table below shows example values from the Global Status Codes specified in [BCAST1-0-_Services] for the transaction messages that require the use of Global Status Codes. The values shown below are for informative purposes and the full range of values of the Global Status Codes are applicable to all messages if deemed required.
	TS-BCAST_ServiceGuide
	5.5.1.2.2 Response Message
	000, 007, 008, 011, 012, 015, 016, 017, 018, 019, 020, 021, 022, 023

	
	5.5.2.1.2 Response Message for Service Guide Delivery
	000, 007, 008, 011, 012, 015, 016, 017, 018, 019, 020, 021, 022, 023

	
	5.5.2.2.2 Response Message for Service Guide Request
	000, 007, 008, 011, 012, 015, 016, 017, 018, 019, 020, 021, 022, 023

	
	7.5.1.2.2 Response Message 
	000, 007, 008, 011, 012, 015, 016, 017, 018, 019, 020, 021, 022, 023

	
	7.5.2.2.2 Response Message 
	000, 007, 008, 011, 012, 015, 016, 017, 018, 019, 020, 021, 022, 023


Table: Cross Reference Table (Informative)
.”

(12) SG340 conflicts with SG025

Editor suggestion: await the outcome of NO/TM discussion which may re-define the meaning of the Category
	SG340
	2006.05.24
	Y
	3.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The conventions used in all the tables should be stated here rather than as a “Legend” which is obscurely placed at the end of each table.   

It might also be appropriate to include the conventions used in Figure 1 here.

Proposed resolution:

Add a statement of the Table conventions here and remove from the end of each Table.  Consider moving Figure 1 conventions here too.

In addition, the Legend should be specified as follows:

Legend: 

Type: E=Element A=Attribute Ei=ith level sub-element (i=1, 2, …). E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element
Category: NM = Mandatory for network to use; NO = Optional for network to use; TM = Mandatory for terminal to support; TO = Optional for terminal to support 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	SG025
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:

The legend under each fragment table should extend beyond E2 elements.

Proposed resolution:

Replace, for all fragment tables:

“

Legend: 

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

”

By:

“

Legend: 

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

”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.


(13) Naming of attributes: The previous agreement in the group is Attribute name should start with lower-case letter, however some attributes names are started with abbreviation (eg. MIMEType attribute, NTEid attribute). Editor suggests to use Capital letter as the start for these attributes.
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

To discuss and agree this proposal to resolve the above inconsistency found in SG ICONRR.
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