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1 Reason for Contribution

This Input Contribution raises additional follow-up comments for specifications that belong to BCAST 1.0 ERP and are currently under consistency review process.
2 Summary of Contribution

Please see the comments in section 3 below.
3 Detailed Proposal

Comments to TS Services
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SE-x1
	xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The mutual roles of the ‘InteractivityData’ and ‘InteractivityMediaDocument’ are left  somewhat unclear in the introduction of the ‘InteractivityMediaDocument.’

Proposed Resolution:
Provide additional explanation as specified in the CR-1082.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-x2
	xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The details of the delivery of the ‘InteractivityMediaDocument’’ and associated files are missing.

Proposed Resolution:
Provide additional explanation as specified in the CR-1082.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-x3
	xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

Upon retrieval of the contents of a broadcast file delivery session representing the details of an interactivity terminals have no means of distinguishing the IAMDs from the other files. This is especially bad when the IAMDs are not the only XML documents in the session. In such a case terminals have no means of telling the XML parser what to expect.

Proposed Resolution:
Provide constraints on the MIME type and the URI of the IAMDs in the broadcast file delivery session as proposed in CR-1082.


	Status: OPEN

	SE-x4
	xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

Remove underscores from the names of the attributes and elements in IAMDs as the group has agreed.

Proposed Resolution:
CR-1082 provides a proposed resolution for this comment.

	Status: OPEN

	SE-x5
	xx Dec 2006
	N
	
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The InteractivityMedia structure contains very useful “SMS template” for preconfigured and semi-preconfigured SMS:es as a way to realize Service Interaction. However, from terminal point of view it is not clear whether, interpreting the SMS template, the terminal should open SMS-editor with SMS according to template or automatically send the SMS upon interaction. 
Proposed Resolution:
Two options.

Option 1)

Add attribute “readyToSend” under “SMSTemplate” (E2), just after attribute “Presentation”.

The attribute is defined as follows:

· Name: “readyToSend”

· Type: “A”

· Category: “TM/NM”

· Cardinality: “1”

· Description: “This attribute defines whether the SMSTemplate is ready to be sent as it is or whether funther user input is required.”.

Option 2)

In the description of SMS-URI append the last paragraph as follows (text in italics is new text):

“

If the sms-body [URI-Schemes] of the sms URI scheme contains the string “$userinput$”, it should be replaced by a string that the user can enter. This may be an empty string. If $userinput$ is present in the SMS-URI, the terminal SHALL open the SMS template in SMS editor (or similar) to allow user input before sending the SMS. Otherwise, the terminal SHALL send the SMS upon user executes respective interaction. The terminal SHOULD prompt user before sending the SMS out.
“

	Status: OPEN

	SE-x6
	xx Dec 2006
	N
	General
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The support for subtitling was removed from DVB-H adaptation specification during the first round of Consistency Review. At the time of removal, it was discussed that a possibility would be to relocate the subtitling specification in the TS Services. Since subtitling is important, we should have it in BCAST 1.0.
Proposed Resolution:
CR-1086 provides a proposed resolution for this comment.

	Status: OPEN


Comments to TS SG

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG-x1
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.4.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

Within SGDD, the “NotificationReception (E1)” is mandatory to be present (cardinality “1”). However, all the attributes it has are optional. This allows instantiation of “NotificationReception (E1)” without any attributes and hence any meaning, which is not useful.
Proposed Resolution:
In the description of NotificatioReception replace text as follows:

OLD text:

“

Contains the following attribute:

port
address
requestURL

pollURL
“

NEW text:

“

Contains the following attributes:

port
address
requestURL

pollURL
If this element is present, at least one of the attributes “port”, “address”, requestURL” or “pollURL” SHALL be present.
“


	Status: OPEN

	SG-x2
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.4.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

There is no technical reason why SGDD id and version are mandated to be present in SGDD. As group agreed to have FLUTE as delivery protocol for SGDDs, can one track this by tracking FDTs.
Proposed Resolution:
· Change category of attributes “id” and “version” in the SGDD from “NM/TM” to “NO/TM”.

· Change cardinality of attributes “id” and “version” in the SGDD from “1” to “0..1”.

	Status: OPEN

	SG-x3
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The multi-language support for “Text”  element is broken in PreviewData fragment, and the multi-language support for “AlternativeText” does not exist.
Proposed Resolution:
1. In PreviewData fragment, change the cardinality of E1-element “Text” from “0..1” to “0..N”.


2. In PreviewData fragment, in three occurrences of AlternativeText, change the cardinality of E2-element “AlternativeText” from “0..1” to “0..N” 



3. In PreviewData fragment, in three occurrences of AlternativeText, add the following sentence as the last sentence of the Description: 

“Possibly in multiple languages. The 
language is expressed using built-in 
XML attribute xml:lang with this 
element.”

	Status: OPEN

	SG-x4
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	General
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

Internationalization features provided by the SG are not clearly specified but scattered around the SG spec instead.

Proposed Resolution:
Insert new section into the SG explaining the internationalization options in high level. See CR-1084.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x5
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The data model of the ‘Service’ fragment is missing elements ‘AudioLanguage’ and ‘TextLanguage’. These are refered to in ‘Schedule’ fragment  by the attributes ‘textLanguageIDRef’ and ‘audioLanguageIDRef’’ of the element ‘ServiceIDRef’.

Proposed Resolution:
Introduce the elements as defined in CR-1084.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x6
	Xx Dec 2006
	Y
	General
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

Inconsistent and misleading use of SG elements and attributes and fragments names.
Proposed Resolution:
Use hyphens around all occurrences of SG data model elements and attributes when the appear in the text, including the names of fragments itself.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x7
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The definitions of the AudioLanguage and TextLanguage elements are vague.
Proposed Resolution:
Introduce changes as proposed in CR-1084.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x8
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The definitions of the audioLanguageIdRef  and textLanguageIdRef attributes (two occurrences each) are vague.
Proposed Resolution:
Introduce changes as proposed in CR-1084.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x9
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	Appendix D
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083

Comment:


One of the key use cases of BCAST SG is to describe unicast and on-demand services, together with broadcast services. Currently, however, it is not clear how to do it. Example is needed.
Proposed Resolution:

CR-1095 introduces an additional Service Guide application scenario in Appendix D.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x10
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

Support for multiple languages is missing for some elements. On the other hand, some elements that declare the support for multiple languages have wrong cardinality.
Proposed Resolution:
Introduce changes as proposed in CR-1096.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x11
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The ‘AccessServerURL’ element and ‘type’ attribute appear to be wrong way in the ‘Access’ fragment and need to be flipped.
Proposed Resolution:
Introduce changes as proposed in CR-1098.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x12
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083

Comment:


Access, service, content and schedule can relate in various ways. During the spec work these ways were verbally explained but never captured. Consequently, the spec text has been left vague.

Proposed Resolution:

Introduce changes as proposed in CR-1099.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x13
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083

Comment:


The simultaneous use of ‘PresentationWindow’ of ‘Schedule’ fragment and ‘StartTime’ and ‘EndTime’ elements of the ‘Content’ fragment is under specified.

Proposed Resolution:

Introduce changes as proposed in CR-1099.
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x14
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083

Comment:


Attributes ‘validFrom’ and ‘validTo” are missing the mention of NTP time that is present in other fragments.
Proposed Resolution:

As the last sentence of the description of ‘validFrom’ and ‘validTo’ add the following wording: 

“This field expressed as the first 32bits integer part of NTP time stamps”
	Status: OPEN

	SG-x15
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

According to current description the attribute ‘contentLocation’ of ‘ContentIdRef’ is restricted to file delivery sessions. There is no need for such restriction.
Proposed Resolution:
Old description of attribute ‘contentLocation’ of ‘ContentIdRef’:

“Identifies the location of the associated content item in the file delivery session described by the Access fragment during the schedule.
When ALC is used for file delivery, this corresponds to the Content-Location attribute in the File element in the Access fragment.
When FLUTE is used for file delivery, this corresponds to the Content-Location attribute in the FDT of the FLUTE session.
This attribute SHALL only be used for file delivery.”

Proposed new description of attribute ‘contentLocation’ of ‘ContentIdRef’:

“Identifies the location of the associated content item in the file or stream delivery session described by the Access fragment during the schedule defined by this fragment.
When ALC is used for file delivery, this corresponds to the ‘Content-Location attribute’ in the File element in the Access fragment.
When FLUTE is used for file delivery, this corresponds to the ‘Content-Location’ attribute in the FDT of the FLUTE session.
When HTTP is used for file delivery, this corresponds to the ‘Request-URI’ to be used in the request line of HTTP request.

When RTSP is used for stream delivery, this corresponds to the ‘Request-URI’ to be used in the request line of RTSP request.

When the stream delivery is made available over broadcast access and no negotiation protocol is necessary, this attribute SHALL NOT be used.

”


	Status: OPEN

	SG-x16
	Xx Dec 2006
	N
	5.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-1083


Comment:

The section on Service Guide delivery is messy. Sections are not in logical order and the contents of the sections are not aligned. Further, in many cases the specification text is not clear. For example, section 5.4.1.3 is unclear and mixes normative text and informative text. In addition to major restructuring, several clarifications are needed.
Proposed Resolution:
CR-1104 provides a proposed resolution for this comment.


	Status: OPEN


4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

The comments contained in this Input Contribution are submitted as comments to BCAST 1.0 under OMA Consistency Review process.
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