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1 Reason for Contribution

R&A comments on IPDC over DVB-H document 691R02.
2 Summary of Contribution

List of all comments submitted, with potential resolutions.
Document 861 provides a draft document view of the proposed changes made in comments below, where possible.

3 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.

4 Recommendation

Discuss and resolve.
5 Detailed Proposal

Notes to the reader
GREEN indicates the editor has proposed a resolution and believes it is non-controversial. Delegates should check.

YELLOW indicates the editor has either proposed a resolution or discussion is needed.
RED indicates the comment and / or proposed resolution is considered by the editor as needed discussion. Whether this should be discussed in BCAST or BCAST – DLDRM is indicated.
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	Nokia1
	
	N
	4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
We have not started the discussion on the mandatoriness of adaptation modes. However, the specification under R&A assumes that both adaptation modes shall be supported by Terminal and Server. Problematic pieces of text:

Chapter 4: "Hence BCAST Servers and BCAST Terminals will be able to handle the two types of adaptation"

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 


	Nokia2
	
	N
	6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Chapter 6 & 7: "BCAST Terminal and Server SHALL implement functionalities as described in this Chapter"
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 
see Nokia1

	Nokia3
	
	N
	7
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Chapter 6 & 7: "BCAST Terminal and Server SHALL implement functionalities as described in this Chapter"
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 
see Nokia1 and Nokia2

	Nokia4
	
	N
	4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
The specification introduces third mode of adaptation - mixed mode - we have not discussed so far: "As not all underlying BDS functionality is re-used, BCAST services may use both types of adaptation, i.e. BDS specific adaptation (re-using underlying BDS functionality) for certain functions whilst using generic adaptation (BCAST-specific functionality) for other functions."
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: Orange proposes to remove this. See comments 


	Nokia5
	
	N
	5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
In section 5, the text "multiprotocol encapsulation forward error correction (MPE-FEC)" is incorrect. In DVB, the term "MPE-FEC" is not an acronym, but it is the name of the technology. Therefore, the referred tect should be changed to "MPE-FEC".
Proposed Resolution:
"multiprotocol encapsulation forward error correction (MPE-FEC)
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed


	Nokia6
	
	N
	5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 5, several locations, inconsistent use of terminology when referring to IPDC over DVB-H. Following proposes modifications based on terminology specified and used in DVB:

Proposed Resolution:
· Second paragraph, second sentence, "IPDC system" should be "IPDC in DVB-H system" (term specified in DVB)

· Second paragraph, second sentence, "DVB broadcast" should be "broadcast" ("DVB broadcast" not specified anywhere)

· Second paragraph, third sentence, "IPDC" should be "IP Datacast over DVB-H" (term specified in DVB)

· Third paragraph, "IP Datacast services over DVB-H" should be "IP Datacast over DVB-H services" (uses two terms specified in DVB)

· First bullet, "IP Datacast over DVB-H system Phase1" is unclear, perhaps it meant "IPDC in DVB-H system"?

· Second bullet, "IP Datacast over DVB-H system" should be "IPDC in DVB-H system" (term specified in DVB)

· Fourth bullet, "DVB-H transmitter" should be "IPDC DVB-H network" (term specified in DVB)

· Fourth bullet, "DVB-H receiver" should be "IPDC DVB-H receiver" (term specified in DVB)

· Eight bullet, "IP Datacast systems over DVB-H" should be "IPDC in DVB-H systems"

	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed


	Nokia7
	
	N
	6,7
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Referencing between sub-sections of sections 6 and 7 make the document difficult to read. Rather than referring between the sections, better is to provide any common texts in both sections.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: the document highlights differences between the two adaptation types and cutting and pasting identical text is a bad practice. Suggest no action needed.


	Nokia8
	
	Y
	6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
In sections 6 and 7, the sentence "All normative statement in this specification…are distributed over DVB-H" is vague in the sense that "DVB-H" is not specified. Change the text to the following: "All normative statements in this specification are only applicable in the case OMA BCAST services are distributed over a DVB-H network specified in [ETSI EN 302 304].”

Proposed Resolution:
All normative statements in this specification are only applicable in the case OMA BCAST services are distributed over a DVB-H network specified in [ETSI EN 302 304].
	Status: 
editor: see Nokia9
accept proposed resolution


	Nokia9
	
	Y
	7
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
In sections 6 and 7, the sentence "All normative statement in this specification…are distributed over DVB-H" is vague in the sense that "DVB-H" is not specified. Change the text to the following: "All normative statements in this specification are only applicable in the case OMA BCAST services are distributed over a DVB-H network specified in [ETSI EN 302 304].”

Proposed Resolution:
All normative statements in this specification are only applicable in the case OMA BCAST services are distributed over a DVB-H network specified in [ETSI EN 302 304].
	Status: 
editor: see Nokia8
accept proposed resolution


	Nokia10
	
	N
	6.2.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 6.2.1, What are the four cases discussed in this section?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST


	Nokia11
	
	Y
	6.5.3.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 6.5.3.1, typo: timeslicing -> time-slicing

Proposed Resolution:
timeslicing -> time-slicing
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed

	Nokia12
	
	Y
	6.5.3.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Section 6.5.3.1, "…time-slicing, this is required…" -> "…time-slicing, the buffer control is required…"

Proposed Resolution:
"…time-slicing, this is required…" -> "…time-slicing, the buffer control is required…"
	Status: 
editor: accept as follows
"time-slicing, buffer control is required"


	Nokia13
	
	Y
	7.3.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.3.5, at the end of the third paragraph, uses non-specified term "DVB IP Platform". Change to "IP Platform".
Proposed Resolution:
"DVB IP Platform". Change to "IP Platform".
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed


	Nokia14
	
	Y
	7.3.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.3.5, typo in first paragraph second sentence: two periods in the end of the sentence

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed


	Nokia15
	
	N
	7.3.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Section 7.3.5, perhaps reformulate the sentence 

"The ESG bootstrap session MAY…" 
to
"If bootstrap is used to signal an OMA BCAST Service Guide, then the bootstrap SHALL contain the description as specified  in…"
Proposed Resolution:

	Status: 
editor: not clear what proposal is, please clarifiy! Discuss in BCAST


	Nokia16
	
	N
	7.3.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.3.5, sentences such as "It is assumed…" should be reformulated

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: no proposal, discuss in BCAST


	Nokia17
	
	N
	7.3.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.3.5, the last sentence says that the entire can be actually done in some other proprietary
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 


	Nokia18
	
	N
	7.3.5.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.3.5.1, Introduction missing
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: action Nokia to provide an introduction!


	Nokia19
	
	N
	7.4.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.4.1.1, under the sub-title "SRTP", third and fourth paragraph ("MKI length SHOULD be 2 bytes … should match that used by DVB-IPDC."). Text is unclear, and may not always provide service sharing between all BCAST and IPDC DVB-H terminals. Why SHOULD rather than SHALL? What is the value of the second sentence of the paragraph three ("Note that …")? What is the intended message of the fourth paragraph?

Proposed Resolution:
Replace the paragraphs with the following text: "When Smartcard Profile is used, MKI SHALL be 2 bytes. When Smartcard Profile is not used, the MKI length MAY be variable."

	Status: 
editor: editor's proposal below, to be discussed in BCAST DLDRM
When the Smartcard Profile is used, MKI length SHOULD SHALL be 2 bytes to provide compatibility with DRM Profile, Smartcard Profile and DVB-IPDC. Note that as DVB-IPDC provides a range of acceptable MKI lengths, the Service Provider must ensure this is applied.

If the DRM Profile is used on its own, When the Smartcard Profile is not used, the MKI length is MAY be variable and should match that used by DVB-IPDC.


	Nokia20
	
	N
	7.4.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.4.1.1, (section about SRTP) should be rewritten as it is currently unclear
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: comment Nokia20 provides a resolution, no action needed for this comment.


	Nokia21
	
	Y
	7.4.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.4.2, typo - chapter starts with a period
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed


	Nokia22
	
	N
	1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 


	Nokia23
	
	N
	7.4.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.4.2, The only sentence of 7.4.2 does not say anything, first fix the broken grammar "…layer 4 for streams are detailed…" ->  "…layer 4 for streams detailed…" and one is left with an "empty sentence" without a verb not to mention any normative statement.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: No verb missing, remove comma.
In both cases, specific constraints on layer 4 for streams are detailed in Section 7.4.1.1 above, to be compatible with DVB-IPDC terminals.


	Nokia24
	
	N
	7.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Section 7.5 Distribution, introduction missing

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: If we need an introduction, Nokia to provide it! Discuss in BCAST.


	Nokia25
	
	Y
	whole document
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02
Comment:
Prefix “TS” missing from ETSI references, for instance in 7.1 ETSI 102 470 -> ETSI TS 102 470

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor:  editorial, fix as proposed.


	Orange1
	
	N
	4
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Chapter 4: Paragraph after bullets 1 & 2 states " This allows BCAST terminal to work automatically in both situations, as signalling is provided to indicate to the terminal the type of adaptation provided."

Orange believes signalling is not needed as it is implicit, eg terminal knows whether session is ALC or FLUTE, interprets optional SDP parameters or not, recognises SRTP MKI length etc, i.e. no additional external signalling is needed. This should be corrected across all adaptation documents.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: see comment Qcom4
conflicting views, discuss in BCAST, maybe also BCAST DLDRM

	Orange2
	
	N
	whole document
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Chapters 6&7 Check that the sentence "As defined by BCAST Enabler specifications" is correct.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: several proposals by Samsung to correct / clarify this, as well as Nokia.
Editor to check this is resolved.


	Orange3
	
	N
	6
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Chapter 6: perhaps it would be easier to leave sections where everything is provided by BCAST without being BDS specific, so that only BDS specific parts are highlighted?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST


	Orange4
	
	Y
	6.4
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Section 6.4 SPCP and XBS section – as everything is from BCAST, subsections can be removed for clarity.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: agree as proposed and add normative reference to SPCP and XBS needed, see Samsung11.

	Orange5
	
	N
	7
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Chapter 7: as many sections are actually the same as for generic adaptation, perhaps only sections where the BDS specific adaptation is different to the generic adaptation should be present and hence highlighted? i.e. remove any section that points back to generic adaptation chapter 6.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: related to comment Orange3. Discuss in BCAST, perhaps BCAST DLDRM too.


	Orange6
	
	N
	7
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Chapter 7: sentence "Furthermore, underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below." can perhaps be improved to say "compatibility", you could argue we are not re-using BDS specific functionality.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST


	Orange7
	
	N
	7.4
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Section 7.4 Sentence should be added saying that "BCAST specifications apply with the constraints on encryption protocols indicated below."

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST DLDRM


	Orange8
	
	N
	7.4.2.1
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Section 7.4.2.1 DRM Profile: Normative text says the DRM Profile becomes 18Crypt. As nobody can provide a list of differences this normative text should be discussed by BCAST and considered seriously. The impact on BCAST implementations is not clear. How does this differ from the generic adaptation i.e. DRM Profile? A list of deltas would be useful if that is what we adopt.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST DLDRM


	Orange9
	
	N
	1
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 


	Orange10
	
	N
	1
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 


	Orange11
	
	N
	1
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 


	Orange12
	
	N
	1
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 


	Orange13
	
	N
	1
	Source: Orange
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0812
Comment:
Update SCR tables. Perhaps add informative table highlighting differences between generic and BDS specific adaptation.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: action on IPDC over DVB-H editor to do after all CONRR comment resolution
Note that SCR tables are absent from document!


	Qcom1
	
	N
	1
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:

Section 1, 2nd para: There shouldn’t be any “modification” of generic BCAST functionality necessary - only profiling is done to match similar functionality defined in the underlying BDS spec, in this mode of adaptation.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: modification is not mentioned for generic adaptation, comment is not valid. No action needed.


	Qcom2
	
	N
	4
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 4, first numbered bullet item: the term “simulcast” should be defined.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: this is commonly used term in the broadcast world. No action needed.


	Qcom3
	
	Y
	1
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 4, first numbered bullet item: the term “BDS” should be replaced by “DVB-IPDC”.

Proposed Resolution:
this means file delivery sessions and streaming sessions are most likely to be simulcasted in order to cater for BCAST Terminals and native BDS DVB-IPDC terminals.
	Status: 
editor: propose accept resolution


	Qcom4
	
	N
	4
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 4: it should be explained what is meant by (and how it is done): “…signalling is provided to indicate to the terminal the type of adaptation provided.”

Proposed Resolution:

	Status: 
editor: discuss whether signaling is needed. Orange believe no such signaling is needed. 

Proposed resultion: remove text about signaling as this is not needed.
see Orange1

	Qcom5
	
	N
	4
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
The statement: “As not all underlying BDS functionality is re-used, BCAST services may use both types of adaptation, i.e. BDS specific adaptation (re-using underlying BDS functionality) for certain functions whilst using generic adaptiont (BCAST-specific functionality) for other functions.” should be explained.  What are the metrics for determining whether the BCAST generic function vs. equivalent native BDS function should be employed?

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: this is up to the service provider, out of scope, propose no action needed


	Qcom6
	
	Y
	6
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
title: propose to replace by “Generic Adaptation over underlying DVB-H’s IP transmission transport network”.  Generic adaptation is really about operating BCAST over Layer 3 or IP layer of IPDC-DVB-H, whereas “transport” may also imply UDP as Transport Layer protocol, or even higher layer application transports such as FLUTE and RTP/SRTP, which also exist in IPDC-DVB-H but is not the intent of such adaptation mode.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discussion needed. Should be harmonized over all 3 adaptation docs.


	Qcom7
	
	Y
	6
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 6, 2nd sentence: similar to above, modify it to become “…BCAST services can be distributed over a DVB-H’s IP transmission transport network…”

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: see above Qcom6


	Qcom8
	
	N
	6
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 6, 1st para: the wording of the last sentence: “…and hence without sharing services with native DVB-IPDC terminals…” should be modified by “…and hence without the ability for sharing services with native DVB-IPDC terminals…”

Proposed Resolution:
…and hence without the ability for sharing services with native DVB-IPDC terminals…
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed


	Qcom9
	
	N
	6.5.1
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 6.5.1 File Distribution: It is inadequate to simply refer to the BCAST main specs, since different interface configurations for FD-B1 are missing there. 

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: need to discuss this in BCAST
No interface with BSD is needed, BCAST server.

	Qcom10
	
	N
	6.5.3
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 6.5.3 Stream Distribution: It is inadequate to simply refer to the BCAST main specs, since different interface configurations for SD-B1 are missing there.  More problematic is the uncertainty raised during the SD meeting of whether BDS-1/SD-B1 is even defined for the case of IPDC over DVB-H adaptation.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: need to discuss this in BCAST
No interface with BSD is needed, BCAST server.


	Qcom11
	
	N
	6.5.4
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 6.5.4 Media Codecs

” We propose to remove this section – since this section corresponds to generic adaptation, what is the justification for DVB-IPDC native codecs to be mandated (in other words, if this is done, what should be the entry for the similar section in the other BDS’ generic adaptation specs)?

Question to BCAST: up to now we have avoided specifying BCAST media codecs, since we agreed to simply defer to those specified in the BDS technologies.  However, at this time, to produce a meaningful generic adaptation spec, shouldn’t we have to make a selection (and if so, how)?
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: need to discuss this in BCAST
BCAST has agreed not to specify codecs and use underlying BDS codecs


	Qcom12
	
	Y
	7
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 7, title: It is proposed that the title be modified to become “BDS specific BCAST enabler adaptation to existing DVB-IPDC functionality”

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: group agreed in San Diego to use "BDS specific adaptation" as a term. Proposed resolution no action needed.


	Qcom13
	
	N
	7.5.1
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 7.5.1 File distribution: It is inadequate to simply refer to the BCAST main specs, since different interface configurations for FD-B1 are missing there.  More problematic is the uncertainty raised during the SD meeting of whether BDS-1/FD-B1 is even defined for the case of IPDC over DVB-H adaptation.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: same comment as Qcom9 on section 6.5.1.


	Qcom14
	
	N
	7.5.3
	Source: Qualcomm
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0813
Comment:
Section 7.5.3 Stream Distribution: It is inadequate to simply refer to the BCAST main specs, since different interface configurations for SD-B1 are missing there.  More problematic is the uncertainty raised during the SD meeting of whether BDS-1/SD-B1 is even defined for the case of IPDC over DVB-H adaptation.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: same comment as Qcom10 on section 6.5.1.


	Motorola1
	
	Y
	general
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
Subsection to adaptation type sections in all three documents should not mention “{BCMCS, MBMS, DVB-H} Adaptation” but “{Generic, Specific} Adaptation” as appropriate. The scope of the adaptation type is already specified in the titles of both adaptation type sections.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST


	Motorola2
	
	Y
	4
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
Section 4, this section mentions the informative walkthrough (chapter 8), however the document is missing that chapter. There is a proposal from KPN, XXX, to fill this part.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: already handled by main IPDC over DVB-H adaptation document CONRR editor. No action needed.


	Motorola3
	
	N
	5
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
Section 5, title, change “ Overview of DVB-H and IP Datacast (Informative)” to  “Overview of IPDC over DVB-H (Informative)”

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed


	Motorola4
	
	N
	6.3.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
Section 6.3.2, the statement “The terminal SHALL support GZIP.” is irrelevant as this is already a mandatory statement in the SG TS.

Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: remove statement as proposed.


	Motorola5
	
	N
	7.4.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
Section 7.4.1.1, There needs to be a statement that the R value for SRTP needs to be signaled in SDP, as is currently done in IPDC.
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST DLDRM
Qualcomm pointed out MIKEY transported this inband (applies to Smartcard Profile)/


	Motorola6
	
	N
	7.4.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0829
Comment:
Section 7.4.1, It is not clear why the MKI value should be 2 Bytes.  The MBMS adaptation document shows that this length can be up to 6 bytes.  Either have convincing explanation for this value or adjust to be 6 bytes. 
Proposed Resolution:
	Status: 
editor: 2 byte value as explained in OMA-BCAST-2006-0609R01-Key-ID-and-Key-Lengths.
No action needed.


	Samsung1
	
	N
	1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
The current text are generally nice but some clarifications are required. First of all, the meaning of “Underlying functionality” is ambiguous. It can be interpreted as two different ways. The first can indicates the standard or technology defined by DVB-H and the second can indicate the usage of the physical entity defined by DVB-H. 

Based on the discussion at San Diego meeting, it is clear that “Underlying functionality” means the first interpretation.

Here is Samsung’s proposal for the text for scope.
Proposed Resolution:
This document specifies two types of adaptation for implement BCAST standard over a specific BDS (Broadcast Distribution System).

BCAST standard has 9 function and all 9 functions can be implemented  over the specific BDS with  minimal adaptation .. This is referred to as "generic adaptation", which can be applied for any kind of BDS.
BCAST standard borrows a few technologies from other Standard body, for instance, 3GPP, 3GPP2, and DVB-H.With these borrowed technologies, BCAST function can be optimized so as to enable interoperability with the existing standard defined by other Standard body. For this, BCAST 9 functions may be slightly modified or adapted, as described in this document. This is referred to as "BDS specific adaptation".
	Status: 
editor: Discussion needed in BCAST!


	Samsung2
	
	N
	4
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Texts in section 4 were a bit clarified. The basic assumption for this clarification is based on the discussion at San Diego meeting.

Proposed Resolution:
This technical specification specifies how the OMA Mobile Broadcast Services (BCAST) Enabler can be implemented to achieve two types of adaptation:

1. Generic adaptation over an underlying DVB-H transport network

In this mode, Technical Specification explains how the BCAST Enabler has access to the IP transport layer so that BCAST services can be provided from server to terminal. In generic adaptation mode, BCAST Network entities and BCAST Terminal  conform to BCAST main specifications. Furthermore, this allows a common behaviour across multiple Broadcast Distribution Systems (BDSes) over which BCAST services are deployed. 

However, in Generic adaptation mode, it may be impossible to share broadcast services c with a native DVB-IPDC server / terminal because some of BDS specific technologies may not be implemented by Generic adaptation. For example, file delivery mechanisms may be different or service and content protection mechanisms may be different. In practice this means file delivery sessions and streaming sessions are most likely to be simulcasted in order to cater for BCAST Terminals and native BDS terminals.

2. BDS specific adaptation to DVB-IPDC functionality

In this mode,  Technical Specification explains how various BCAST functionalities are adapted in DVB-H network taking in consideration the specific technical aspects of the underlying Broadcast Distribution System (BDS). In this mode, it is possible that   broadcast services can be shared between BCAST terminals and native DVB-IPDC terminals. Hence BCAST and DVB-IPDC servers can provide services to both types of terminals.

For example, file delivery mechanisms and protection mechanisms would be those defined by IP Datacast over DVB-H specifications. In practice this means file delivery sessions and streaming sessions  would cater for both BCAST terminals and DVB-IPDC terminals, without the need for simulcasting ..

A consequence of adaptation to the underlying BDS functionality is that the BCAST behaviour is profiled to each BDS, making it difficult or impossible to share BCAST services across multiple BDSes.

This document specifies how both types of behaviour can be achieved. Hence BCAST Network entities and BCAST Terminals will be able to handle the two types of adaptation, providing maximum deployment flexibility for the Service Provider. This allows BCAST terminal to work automatically in both situations, as signalling is provided to indicate to the terminal the type of adaptation provided. As not all underlying BDS functionality is borrowed by BCAST, BCAST services may use both types of adaptation, i.e. BDS specific adaptation (optimized for BDS) for certain functions whilst using generic adaptation (BCAST-specific functionality) for other functions. 


	Status: 
editor: Discussion needed in BCAST!


	Samsung3
	
	N
	6
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
One text is deleted because Section  1 and Section 4 already explained the difference between Generic Adaptation and BDS specific adaptation. So, it seems that the deleted sentence is redundant.

Proposed Resolution:
This Section describes how BCAST specifications (namely  [BCAST10-Services], [BCAST10-SG], [BCAST10-ServContProt], [BCAST10-Distribution] and [DRM20-XBS]) are used over a DVB-H network. The provisions in this Section thus complement the ones in the generic specifications so that BCAST services can be distributed over a DVB-H transport network..
	Status: 
editor: proposal is to accept proposed resolution


	Samsung4
	
	Y
	6.2.1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
It seems that the first sentence is not necessary.

Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler specifications.
	Status: 
editor: to be discussed in BCAST


	Samsung5
	
	Y
	6.2.2
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with [BCAST10-Services].
Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler [BCAST10-Services] specifications.
	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution


	Samsung6
	
	Y
	6.2.3
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:

Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with [BCAST10-Services].
Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler [BCAST10-Services] specifications.
	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution


	Samsung7
	
	Y
	6.3.1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with [BCAST10-SG].
Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler [BCAST10-SG] specifications.
	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution


	Samsung8
	
	Y
	6.3.2
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:

Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with [BCAST10-SG].
Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler [BCAST10-SG] specifications.
	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution


	Samsung9
	
	Y
	6.3.3
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:

Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with [BCAST10-SG].
Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler [BCAST10-SG] specifications.
	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution


	Samsung10
	
	Y
	6.3.4
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:

Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with [BCAST10-SG].
Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler [BCAST10-SG] specifications.
	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution


	Samsung11
	
	Y
	6.4
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with an exact specification.
Proposed Resolution:
As defined by BCAST Enabler [BCAST10-Distribution] specifications.
	Status: 
editor: whole subsection deleted. Under 6.4 text added

"As defined by [BCAST10-ServContProt] and [XBS ref].


	Samsung12
	
	Y
	6.5
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing BCAST enabler specification with an exact specification.

Proposed Resolution:

	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution but see Qcom9 and Qcom10


	Samsung13
	
	N
	7
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Clarification to section

Proposed Resolution:
This Section explains what kind of BCAST technologies are borrowed from DVB-H IPDC and  how BCAST 9 functions  are optimized for DVB-H. The optimization can be done by  restrictions and extensions of BCAST technical specifications (namely OMA-TS-BCAST_Services, OMA-TS-BCAST_ServiceGuide, OMA-TS-BCAST_SvcCntProtection, OMA-TS-BCAST-Distribution). For BDS specific adaptation mode, the provisions in this Section thus “override” the ones in the generic specifications. Therefore, a BCAST terminal implemented according to this section, can share services with native DVB-IPDC terminals.
	Status: 
editor: discuss

	Samsung8
	
	Y
	7.3.3.1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing this text “Furthermore, underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below.

“ with “Furthermore, Session Description is modified considering the characteristic of DVB-H network, as explained below.”
Proposed Resolution:
Furthermore, underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used Session Description is modified considering the characteristics of a DVB-H network, as explained below.
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed

	Samsung14
	
	Y
	7.3.3.2
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing this text “Furthermore, underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below.

“ with “Furthermore, Session Description is modified considering the characteristic of DVB-H network, as explained below.”
Proposed Resolution:
Furthermore, underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used Session Description is modified considering the characteristics of a DVB-H network, as explained below.
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed

	Samsung15
	
	Y
	7.3.4.1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing this text ” Underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below.” with “Cell ID or Cell Group ID for DVB-H IPDC specific adaptation are borrowed from DVB-H, and the detail operation is  as explain below”
Proposed Resolution:
Underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used Cell ID or Cell Group ID are borrowed from DVB-H, and the detail of operation is as explained below.
	Status: 
editor: accept as proposed

	Samsung16
	
	Y
	7.3.5
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing this text “Underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below.” With “ Service Guide discovery mechanism in DVB-H network is archived with the help of DVB-H standard. The detail operation is as explained below.”
Proposed Resolution:
Underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used Service Guide discovery mechanism in DVB-H network is achieved with the help of DVB-H standard. The detail of operation is as explained below.
	Status: 
editor: discuss and perhaps rephrase
"Service Guide discovery  in DVB-H network is achieved using  IPDC standards, as explained below."

	Samsung17
	
	N
	7.3.5.1.1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
The first sentence at the beginning of 7.3.5.1.1 and the first sentence at the beginning of 7.3.5.1.2 may not be necessary because the provision of Service guide bootstrapping information is impossible without the help of technologies defined by DVB-H IPDC. We already have some information about this.

Proposed Resolution:

	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST

	Samsung18
	
	Y
	7.3.5.1.2
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
The first sentence at the beginning of 7.3.5.1.1 and the first sentence at the beginning of 7.3.5.1.2 may not be necessary because the provision of Service guide bootstrapping information is impossible without the help of technologies defined by DVB-H IPDC. We already have some information about this.

Proposed Resolution:

	Status: 
editor: discuss in BCAST
see comment Samsung17

	Samsung19
	
	Y
	7.4.1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Is it true that IPSEC, SRTP and ISMA are from DVB-H? When we looked at the first sentence, it seems that all 3 encryption method are from DVB-H IPDC.  Therefore, we think that the first sentence may not be necessary.

Proposed Resolution:

	Status: 
editor: is the first sentence: 

"Underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below."

or is it "IPsec, SRTP and ISMACryp are the common content encryption methods included in both DVB-IPDC and BCAST specifications …"? IPDC over DVB-H also uses SRTP, IPsec and ISMACryp as stated in the sentence.

What is the exact proposal?

	Samsung20
	
	Y
	7.4.2.1
	Source: Samsung
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0832
Comment:
Propose replacing this text ” Underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, as explained below.” with “DRM profile implementation for DVB-H IPDC  is  as explain below”
Proposed Resolution:
Underlying DVB-IPDC functionality is re-used, DRM Profile implementation for DVB-IPDC is as explained below.


	Status: 
editor: accept proposed resolution.
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