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	Review Report Document Id
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
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	Group Presenting Document:
	BAC DLDRM

	Date of This Report:
	06 Jun 2006


1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	REL
	Convener
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	BAC DLDRM
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full
	2006.06.5
	Select: Teleconference
	REL, DLDRM
	OMA-ERP-DLOTA-V2_0-20060516-D

	
	
	
	
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 General
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	GEN

001

	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith
From: Mailing List 

Comment:

There is a zip file in the package with a label OMA-SUP-DLOTA-V2_0 that contains the ADRR, RDRR and ETRRR - this is not what a SUP file is to be used for.  These materials are not to be in the ERP but are part of the supporting info for the review, not the enabler package.  ETR should also be excised from ERP.
	Status: OPEN
The comment will be reflected by the next ERP version.


2.2 OMA-RD-DLOTA-V2_0-20041117-A.doc
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.3 OMA-AD_DLOTA-V2_0-20060127-D.doc

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	AD

001
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

The AD file name should start "OMA-AD-DLOTA"
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected


2.4 OMA-TS-DLOTA-V2_0-20060512-D.doc

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS
001
	2006.05.29
	N
	General
	Source: Huawei

From:  OMA-DLDRM-2006-198 

Comment:

In Vancouver, the group has agreed to replace the term “DRM Agent” with the term “License Agent” in the DLOTA TS. So we should replace all the term “ DRM Agent” with “License Agent” in the DLOTA TS

Proposed Resolution:

Suggest replace “DRM Agent” with “License Agent” in all sections of the DLOTA TS
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. The term “DRM Agent” was replaced with the term “License Agent.”

	TS
002
	2006.05.29
	N
	3.2
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-198
Comment:

In the current DLOTA TS, it lacks the definition of the term “License Agent”

Proposed Resolution:

Suggest to define it:

License Agent : The entity in the device that manages License for Media Objects on the device.
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. The definition was added in section 3.2.

	TS
003
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

has valid file name (OMA-TS-DLOTA) but the label in the spec itself is wrong (OMA-TS_DLOTA)
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected

	TS
004
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

using an old template (20040928)
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. The template has been changed.

	TS
005
	2006.06.02
	Y
	Appendix A
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

change history should be App A and it should be in correct format

(A.1/A.2/tables)
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. Change history was moved to App A.

	TS
006
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

references should be in sorted order
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. References have been sorted.

	TS
007
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

 [DLOTAv1] reference includes date part of file name - not needed
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. File name was deleted.

	TS
008
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

[OMADRMv2] and [OMADM] point to ERPs - these should reference specs
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. File name was deleted.

	TS
009
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

[DLOTAv2-ERERD] points to ERELD - really should not be pointing up - looks like ref relates to SCR usage in ERELD - SCRs should be in this doc and ERELD should then just point to them - no need to point up
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. Reference to ERELD was removed.

	TS
010
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

 [MIDPIMPBP] seems so wrong for a variety of reasons:

* labeled as a Implementation Best Practice though DLOTA spec has normative required usage

* source appears to be a vendor forum - not a standards body

* references OMA candidates (see its references DCF, DLOTA, DRM, REL]

* the relevant normative rules or requirements on field usage should either be brought into spec or point to a 'spec' by appropriate body
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. [MIDPIMPBP] was moved to the informative reference section.

	TS
011
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

[UAPROF] ref is dated and points to old candidate - remove date and you get the approved one by implication (separately - we have an approved 2.0 and a candidate 1.1 UAPROF - need to decide the message here)
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. The data part of the reference was removed.

	TS
012
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

[WSP] and [WTLS] use a full path URL instead of the generic
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected.  The URLs were changed to generic.

	TS
013
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

Informative refs [DLREQ] and [DLARCH] points to specific versions (and ARCH shows as DRAFT) - get rid of dates
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. Dates were removed.

	TS
014
	2006.06.02
	Y
	2
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

informative ref [DRMv2] points to ERP and do note that there is a presumably normative ref [OMADRMv2] - what's up
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. The reference was removed.

	TS
015
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

need to look at font usage - for example in 5.2.4.3 there is some AltNormal (likely copied from CR or IC) yielding Arial usage.
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. Fonts　in section 5.2.4.3 were corrected.

	TS
016
	2006.06.02
	Y
	7.4
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

In section 7.4, I would remove the schema and just insert informative reference to the SUP file (it is a rendering of the data model described in 7.2)
	Status: CLOSED
The XML Schema was removed, and insert a reference to the SUP file.

	TS
017
	2006.06.02
	Y
	10
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

section 10 defines another schema (for midp jad) - should make another SUP file (e.g. OMA-SUP-XSD_dd_midpjad-V2_0... with added legal and info material) or embed into the dd, as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN
（Need discussion with James whether to separate the XML Schema or not） 

	TS
018
	2006.06.02
	Y
	Appendix B.6
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

- in B.6 the example has two schema references and a ref for envtype:

[1] http://www.openmobilealliance.org/xmlns/ddv2

[2] http://www.openmobilealliance.org/xmlns/ddv2MIDP2JAD

[3] http://www.openmobilealliance.org/xmlns/ddv2MIDPJAD

* [1] is associated to the dd Schema file - are [2] and [3] intended to ref the midpjad schema from section 10? or should there be something to make it clear?

* should [2] and [3] be same string or does it matter?
	Status: CLOSED
[3] is the value of the envtype attribute. It is not an XML schema reference. 
[2] and [3] should be the same and they should always be http://www.openmobilealliance.org/xmlns/ddv2MIDP2JAD. It is specified in Section 5.5.1.2 and 10.
No action is needed.

	TS
019
	2006.06.02
	Y
	Appendix B.8 and B.10
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

 B.8 and B.10 have examples using unregistered URNs ("urn:oma:bac:dldrm:roap-trigger-1.0" and "urn:oma:bac:dldrm:roap-1.0")
	Status: CLOSED
1) urn:oma:bac:dldrm:roap-trigger-1.0
  It is a mistake. The URN should be “urn:oma:bac:dldrm:roap-1.0”. The mistakes were corrected.
2) urn:oma:bac:dldrm:roap-1.0
It is defined in OMA DRMv2 specification. The editor of DLOTA asks DLDRM to register the URN value to OMNA. 


	TS
020
	2006.06.02
	Y
	Appendix C.1
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

- C.1 has example using dtd in wapforum space (does apparently exist) but should consider using the OMA version (http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/DTD/xhtml-mobile10.dtd)
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. 

	TS
021
	2006.05.31
	N
	5 & General
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The differences between "product" and "compound product" are not clear. We would suggest including a table that highlights the differences.
	Status: OPEN
(necessary to add a table to clarify the difference)

	TS
022
	2006.05.31
	N
	5
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

This section should also mention that it is possible to initiate the acquisition of license(s) that are associated with the Media Object being downloaded.
	Status: CLOSED
Text added.

	TS
023
	2006.05.31
	N
	5
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

This section states “For any operation the user SHOULD be informed of progress and given an opportunity to cancel the activity”.  In addition this section refers to the possibility of downloading multiple media objects. 

We suggest adding something along the lines of:

“When multiple Media Objects and associated licenses are downloaded, DLOTAv2 provides the Device with the necessary information to allow it to display a single progress bar/indicator so that from a user perspective the download of Media Object(s) and associated license(s) is viewed as a single process. When the Product is a Compound Product it is RECOMMENDED that a single progress bar/indicator is used to provide feedback to the user.”
	Status: CLOSED
The proposed sentence was added in Section 5.


	TS
024
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

It is not clear what is meant by the following “set its timer”,"... SHOULD adjust its timer" We think this section needs to clearly specify what is meant by the timer.  Is this “timer” specific to DLOTA, it appears so given that it appears to be possible to reset/synchronise this timer using the timestamp element.

Additionally: what is the effect on already scheduled downloads, potentially from a different download server with a different time.
	Status: OPEN

Removed “adjust its timer to”
Perhaps a better solution is to make all timing reservations relative to the time that they are received, this should remove (or at least reduce) the need for time synchronisation.



	TS
025
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

How can the download server cancel a reservation / deny a timed download (e.g. content no longer available)? The specification should clearly state the mechanisms that the Download Server can use and also the Download Agent behavior upon reception of this message/response e.g. cancel reservation etc
	Status: CLOSED

Added text to state that in this case the Download Server MUST respond with an HTTP 410 “Gone” status code and that this should be interpreted as the reservation is cancelled and DL UA MUST remove the reservation and send status message 973 reservation cancelled.



	TS
026
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.2
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The following sentence "If the Download Descriptor contains multiple media Object elements or multiple products elements, the Download Agent SHOULD compare its objectID and objectVersion one by one for each Media Object and SHOULD retrieve and install only updated Media Objects.". The wording seems to imply that this functionality is optional in case of multiple media objects but this section implies that this is mandatory in case of one media object. “

We would suggest clarifying this
	Status: CLOSED
Added text that states that if multiple media objects are supported then the Device MUST…

	TS
027
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.2
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The specification states:

“When a Media Objects update is started, the Download Agent MUST retrieve the Download Descriptor of the Media Object(s) to be used as specified by the updatedDDURI element. The Download Server SHALL return the Download Descriptor.”

However if the Media Object is no longer available it does not make sense for the Download Server to respond with a DD.  The specification should clearly state the mechanisms that the Download Server can use and to indicate this to the Download Agent and also the Download Agent behavior upon reception of this message/response.
	Status: CLOSED
Added text to state that in this case the Download Server MUST respond with an HTTP 410 “Gone” status code and that the device must not attempt to update the MO in the future.

	TS
028
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.3
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

How can the Download Server refuse a resume (e.g. content no longer available)? 

The specification should clearly state the mechanisms that the Download Server can use and to indicate this to the Download Agent and also the Download Agent behavior upon reception of this message/response.
	Status: CLOSED
As above added text to mandate the use of either 404 or 410 status codes.

	TS
029
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.3
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

It is not specified how resume works in combination with progressive download. 
	Status: REJECTED
The only difference between a "normal" download transaction is the UE procedures. If a download transaction is resumed that is allowed to download progressively, the end user should probably get a dialog whether the end user would like to render the content or not. However, we have deliberately excluded any UE procedures for progressive download. 



	TS
030
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.4
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

"... Download Server MAY ..." implies that this feature is optional. However in section 6 (informative ) of the "OMA-ERELD-DLOTA-V2_0-20060207-D.doc" this is shown as a mandatory feature for servers.
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. ERELD was modified.

	TS
031
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.4.5
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The description of the download from multiple servers feature is not clear e.g.

Is the intention to download parts of the Media Objects from several servers and assemble the parts afterwards on the Device, or do we download separate Media Objects from different servers? The description of this feature should be improved.
	Status: CLOSED
Added “or parts thereof”

	TS
032
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.5.
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The specification states:

“If the Download Agent supports Progressive Download and receives Download Descriptor with a Media Object that contains a license element, that contains a progressiveDownloadFlag element with the value “true”, the Download Agent MUST NOT make the Media Objects available for rendering before the License has been successfully installed.”  

This text does not refer to what should happen when the the order attribute of the license element is present and set to true.

We suggest rewording to:

“If the Download Agent supports Progressive Download and receives Download Descriptor with a Media Object that contains a license element including the order attribute set to “any” and that the Download Descriptor contains a progressiveDownloadFlag element with the value “true”, the Download Agent MUST NOT make the Media Object(s) available for rendering before the License has been successfully installed. If the Download Descriptor contains a license element and the order attribute is set to “post” then the contents of the license element should not be passed to the DRM Agent until the Media Object(s) have been successfully downloaded and installed”  
	Status: CLOSED
The sentence was replaces as proposed.

	TS
033
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.5
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

For completeness this section should state that it is possible to use a Download Descriptor for the purpose of Rights Upgrade. For Rights Upgrade it may not be necessary to re-download the content and therefore it should be possible to have Download Descriptor that includes a License element but without any Media Object elements.  
	Status: CLOSED
Text added

	TS
034
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.2.5.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

This section is full of editorial errors and very hard to understand. We suggest rewording to make this section clear.
	Status:CLOSED
Section re-written.

	TS
035
	2006.05.31
	N
	5 & General
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

Progressive Download is not described in any detail. We would suggest adding a section to discuss Progressive Download and also adding appropriate text where required.  In particular sections 5.3.1 and 5.3.3. discuss not releasing the MO for rendering until the Installation Notification has been sent, this should not be the case for Progressive Download since the installation notification should not be sent until the whole of the content has been downloaded and installed. 

Questions like which media object to render in case multiple media objects have the progress download indicator set should be addressed.
	Status: CLOSED
Text Added and a new section added.

	TS
036
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.3.2
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The specification text implies that it is possible to have multiple license elements in a Download Descriptor for a single Media Object (or Product), however the XML Schema in 7.4 explicitly prohibits this because the maxOccurs =”unbounded” s not defined for the license element (within the metaType definition). 

The line of the XML schema should be modified as follows:

<xsd:element name="license" type="dd:licenseType" minOccurs="0" maxOccurs=”unbounded”/>
	Status: CLOSED
The XML schema (SUP file) was updated. Note that the XML schema written in the TS was removed (See TS 016).

	TS
037
	2006.05.31
	N
	5.6
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The specifications states:

“The Download Agent MUST at least support Service Indication [SI] if the Download Agent supports the Server Initiated Automatic Download. The Download Agent MAY support Service Loading [SL] if the Download Agent supports the Server Initiated Automatic Download function.”

To give maximum flexibility we suggest changing this to:

“The Download Agent MUST support Service Indication [SI] and Service Loading [SL] if the Download Agent supports the Server Initiated Automatic Download feature.” 
	Status: CLOSED
The sentence was replaces as proposed.

	TS
038
	2006.05.31
	N
	6.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The Download completion notification may contain 970 mixed status, but there is only status to choose from, namely 981Download. In the case where the Download Descriptor includes multiple media objects but the Device  fails to download some of the Media Objects (and hence uses the 970 status)  what should the contents of the fullstatusreport be?
	Status: CLOSED
Text Added.

	TS
039
	2006.05.31
	N
	7.2.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

Since the default for DDVersion is set to "1.0" the DDVersion element should be Mandatory for DLOTAv2 Devices. 
	Status: CLOSED
Support of DDVersion was changed to Mandatory by the Download Agent.

	TS
040
	2006.05.31
	N
	7.2.3.2.8
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The license element is defined as optionally to be supported by Device. In paragraph 5.2.5 the support was mentioned as mandatory if the Device supports OMA DRMv2: We suggest adding a statement to this section (similar to the way this has been specified for the environment element in relation to MIDP in section 7.2.3.2.10).  
	Status: CLOSED
Text added to 7.2.3.2.8

	TS
041
	2006.05.31
	N
	7.2.3.3.7
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

The specification states:

“If the Media Object of the Product containing the Media Object has a license element, the Download Agent MUST obtain the License before starting the progressively download the Media Object.”

It is possible to defined that the contents of the  license element should not be passed to a DRM Agent until the content has downloaded, this is achieved by includiong the order attribute and setting the value to “post”.  Therefore there may conflict we suggest that this section is amended as follows:

“If the Media Object of the Product containing the Media Object has a license element and the order attribute is not present or it is present and set to “any”, the Download Agent MUST obtain the License before starting to progressively download the Media Object.”  If the order element is present and set to “post” the Download Agent MUST NOT pass the contents of the License element to the DRM Agent until the Media Object has been downloaded and installed in its entirety”
	Status: CLOSED
The sentence was replaced as proposed.

	TS
042
	2006.05.31
	Y
	B.2
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

Example B.1 and B.2 are identical.

Suggest Removing B.2.
	Status: CLOSED
Done. 

	TS
043
	2006.05.31
	N
	General
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-DLDRM-2006-200 
Comment:

Mandatory/Optional Features:

As a result of feedback and an analysis of the complexity of the current specification we feel that it may be beneficial to limit the mandatory features of the 2.0 release of DLOTA specification.  We would suggest making:

The following features Mandatory;

· Backwards compatibility

· User confirmation prompt

· White lists as required by the user confirmation prompt feature

· Support for License element and handling if the Device supports DRMv2

· MIDP download using Environment Element instead of MIDP protocol

The following features as Recommend;

· Pause/resume download

· Server Initiate Automatic Download

· Progressive Download

· Support for multiple Media Objects in one Download Descriptor
· Support for Compound Products
All other major features such as Update and Download Timing Reservation should be Optional.

Note 1: The mandatory/recommended/optional status recommend above applies to both Devices and Servers.

Note 2: In future releases of the specification we should consider making the recommended and optional features mandatory.
	Status: OPEN
(Needs discussion in Osaka)


2.5 OMA-ERELD-DLOTA-V2_0-20060207-D.doc

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	ERELD

001
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

The ERELD is not using the current template and thus does not include the definitive file descriptions.
	Status: OPEN
Corrected. The template has been changed.


2.6 OMA-ETR-DLOTA-V2_0-20060428-D.doc

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.7 OMA-DLOTA-DD-XMLSchema-20060221.xsd

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	XML

001
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

this is an invalid PD file name
Proposed Resolution:

proposed PD file name (recognizing legacy version) would be OMA-SUP-XSD_dd-V2_0-2006....


	Status: CLOSED
The XML Schema file name was corrected as proposed.

	XML

002
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

we now store schema files in SUP files (this is example of what these are for)



	Status: CLOSED
The comment will be reflected by the next ERP version.

	XML

003
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

schema files need to have appropriate front matter which includes legal text, version info, file references, etc.
	Status: CLOSED
They were added to the schema file.

	XML

004
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

schema could use a URN-base namespace instead of a meta-URL.

Proposed Resolution:

Would be something like - "urn:oma:xml:dl:dd:2.0" - and would be

registered in OMNA

(http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/omna/omna-schema-namespaces.htm)


	Status: CLOSED
The namespace was changed as proposed.

	XML

005
	2006.06.02
	Y
	General
	Source: Dwight Smith

From: Mailing List 
Comment:

schema would also be listed in the ERELD file table (current template) under supporting files and would be something like: 

Supporting Files

[DD_XSD]

OMA-SUP-XSD_dd-V2_0-20060123-D

XSD Schema description for the elements of the download descriptor.

Working file in schema directory:

file:      dd-v2_0.xsd

path: http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles/
	Status: CLOSED
Corrected. 
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