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Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-CONF-V1_3

	CONF001
	2005.04.06
	6.1.2
	Section Error Codes.

This section indicates only one error code related with MMSR interface.

However, there is no error code defined in the case of unsupported message size received from MM7 or MMSM  interfaces.

Suggestion:

Add error codes for MM7 and MMSM  interfaces.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

The list is restricted to MM4 and it is not exhaustive.

2005.05.12

This item closed

	CONF
002
	2005.04.06
	7
	Table I and Table II

Enhanced AAC+ for Content Rich MM Content Class is missing in the “Audio Codec” columns. 

This codec was approved in CR “OMA-MMSG-2005-006R02 Audio Codec in Content Rich”, during the R&A process.

Suggestion:

Include #006R02 in the CONF document as agreed by the group.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to CONF editor. Based on OMA-MMSG-2005-006R02 doc.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in the new revision of OMA-MMS-CONF.

This item closed.

	CONF
003
	2005.04.06
	7
	Table II.

The following columns are still undefined:

In Content Basic and Content Rich: the Presentation Language.

In Content CMF: Rich Text, Image Resolution and DRM.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AI: Change Request is needed.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0150R01 was discussed and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
004
	2005.04.06
	7
	The new reference for v-Card 2.1 should be v-Card 2.1 Minimum Interoperability Profile (MIP) and the reference for v-Calendar 1.0 should be v-Calendar 1.0 MIP.

Reference [OMA-vObjectOMAProfile-V1.0]. 

Suggestion:

Change, in table I & II, the column title ‘PIM’  to ‘vObject MIP V1.0’

Same change in pg. 21
	2005.04.12

Change to the PIM title was rejected.

AP: Nokia to investigate the reference issue.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0136R01 was discussed and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
005
	2005.04.06
	7
	Pg 21, last paragraph.

“An MM specified in [MMSCONF] belongs to either MM Content Class Text or MM Content Class Image Basic. In [MMSCONF], support of the speech codecs described in either Table 1 or Table 2, SMIL and PIM objects are conditional (respectively under condition of support of audio, presentation part of the multimedia message and PIM). On the other hand, an MMS Client supporting MM Content Class Image Basic has to support presentation of speech codec attachments described in either Table 1 or Table 2, SMIL as well as PIM objects in the limits as defined in this section.”

What does it mean?

Suggestion: To remove this paragraph or to re-write it.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

This sentence describes the differences between MMS v1.1 and MMS v1.3.

2005.05.10

This item closed.



	CONF
006
	2005.04.06
	7.1.2
	The Audio section has not been updated with the AGREED CR “OMA-MMSG-2005-006R02-Audio Codec in Content Rich”.

Suggestion:

Incorporate the AGREED #006R02 CR to this section.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in the new revision of OMA-MMS-CONF.

This item closed.

	CONF
007
	2005.04.06
	7.1.3
	The PIM objects defined in this section have been superseded by v-Object MIP V1.0.


	2005.04.12

Open

A.P: Nokia to investigate the reference issue.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0136R01 was discussed and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
008
	2005.04.06
	7.1.11
	At the end of the section:

Configuration via device management has not been defined for MMS 1.3.

Suggestion: 

Delete this example of configuration.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

The group agreed to keep this example of configuration.

2005.05.10

This item closed.

	CONF
009
	2005.04.06
	8.1.2.2
	Last paragraph of this section.

“ The Video tag SHALL be present only in multimedia messages conforming to MM Content Classes Video Basic and/or Video Rich”.

Question:

What about Content Rich?. According to 7.1.8 the support for 3GPP PSS SMIL SHALL include support for MMS SMIL.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

The group agreed that no change was needed in this paragraph.

2005.05.11

Valid comment.

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0153R01 was presented and approved.

This item closed.

	CONF
010
	2005.04.06
	9.4.2
	Bitmap Graphics Transcoding.

OMA-MMSG-2004-0260-CR-Adding-PNG-Transcoding was AGREED but it has not been incorporated to the CONF.

Suggestion:

Incorporate #260, as agreed in CC 16th Dec 2004.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to CONF editor. 

2005.05.10

Correction provided in the new revision of OMA-MMS-CONF.

This item closed.

	CONF
011
	2005.04.06
	11
	Title of this section.

“Presentation related Requirements to the Client (Normative)”:
Suggestion:

To reword this title, e.g.:

“MMS Client Requirements when Presenting PSS SMIL language (Normative)”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP. Contribution assigned to Vodafone.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0137R01 was presented and approved.

This item closed.

	CONF
012
	2005.04.06
	18
	Section: “Requirements for MM interoperation between networks”.

Suggestion:

Should this section be included in section 6.1 “Interoperability between networks”?
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

The group agreed to keep these sections separated.

2005.05.10

This item closed.

	CONF
013
	2005.04.06
	17.2
	There is a gap in the specifications about bypassing creation modes when sending an MM to a VASP or e-mail server.

Suggestion:

To implement in the specs the outcome of discussions on this topic as a result of the rejection of #103 CR.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

Correction provided by OMA-MMSG-2005-0103R01.

2005.05.10

This item closed.

	CONF
014
	2005.03.07
	7, 7.1.3, Table I & II
	In the MMS Conf doc v1.3 there is a reference to [PIM] with particular parameters.  Now that the TP has approved the vObject minimum interoperability profile, is there any reason no to refer to this instead of making MMS-specific amendment to the source spec?  
 

My suggestion is to remove the [PIM] reference and replace with the OMA work on vObject.
	2005.04.12

Open.

A.P: Nokia to investigate the reference issue.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0136R01 was discussed and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
015
	2005.04.07
	7.1.2
	Audio.

 Why does the sentence say that MMS Client SHALL support MPEG4 AAC in creation, submission, retrieval and presentation? The format is only required to be supported in the Content Rich class, which means retrieval and presentation? What does the sentence mean for MMS 1.3 terminals?
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to CONF editor. See item CONF 002.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in the new revision of OMA-MMS-CONF.

This item closed.

	CONF
016
	2005.04.07
	7.1.2
	Audio 

Shouldn't the same terminology as in 26.140 be used? What exactly is MPEG4 AAC? Is it AAC Low complexity, AAC+ or Enhanced AAC+? Change needed.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to CONF editor. See item CONF 002.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in the new revision of OMA-MMS-CONF.

This item closed.

	CONF
017
	2005.04.07
	7.1.4
	Video 

Since we use 26.140 as refereence the video that should be supported is now Level 45 instead of Level 10. This means that we might end up with MMS 1.2 terminals which can not present video being sent by an MMS 1.3 terminal. Either this needs to be added to the transcoding chapter, and the MMSC must do the transcoding. I don't think it's required from a video decoder that only supports level 10 to manage to view/present level 45 as good as it can. The content class support and MMS version in the UAProf can be used as a base, since the Level of video is not being indicated in UAProf. Or, we should write something that level 10 shall be used for creation and submission, and level 45 supported for retrieval and presentation. Comments?
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Contribution assigned to Sony-Ericsson.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0147R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.



	CONF
018
	2005.04.07
	7.1.8
	SMIL 

The following sentence is a bit strange, trying to put requirements on the 3GPP standard. "The support for 3GPP Rel.6 PSS SMIL SHALL include support for MMS SMIL." It should say something like - MMS Client supporting 3GPP Rel.6 PSS SMIL SHALL support MMS SMIL as well. Or what was the intention?
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Contribution assigned to Sony-Ericsson.

2005.05.10

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0148 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.



	CONF
019
	2005.04.07
	2.1
	Reference XS0016370 needs to be completed (currently marked with editor’s note)
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0122.

2005.05.10

This item closed.

	CONF
020
	2005.04.11
	7.1.3
	The OMA MMSG approved CR #2005-0089 is missing from the spec.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Based on OMA-MMSG-2005-0089.

2005.05.10

Correction was provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-089R01 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
021
	2005.04.14
	7.1.10
	Vector Graphics.

SMIL is the only agreed presentation language for MMS message carrying SVG Tiny file. There is potential scope of misinterpretation in this regard, if SVG Tiny is not clearly restricted from being used as presentation language. Otherwise, it might be interpreted that SVG Tiny can be also used for presentation in MMS beside SMIL.
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-061R02.

2005.05.11

This item closed.



	CONF
022
	2005.04.19
	2.1
	There is still an Editor’s Note in the reference to [XS0016370]
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0122R01.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	CONF

023
	2005.04.19
	4
	The introduction uses the terms “person-to-person”, “content-to-person” and “person-to-application” that are not defined previously, nor is there a reference to find such definitions.
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Add a definition of the three terms mentioned to section 3.2.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF

024
	2005.04.19
	4
	The introduction uses terms such as Image Basic, Image Rich, etc that are defined later in the document.  It would be better to either provide a pointer to where these are defined or provide a definition to them in Sec 3.
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Add a definition to section 3.2 or a pointer where the terms are defined.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
025
	2005.04.19
	4.1
	What is the meaning of the “first phase” is this left over from previous version of the document or still true for v1.3?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Delete “first phase”.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF

026
	2005.04.19
	4.1
	The Introduction is meant to be Informative.  Why is there a normative SHALL  at the end of the this section?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. This sentence should be placed in section. 7.1.8. Shall is needed for SCR table entries.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
027
	2005.04.19
	5.2
	Please define the “first phase of MMS”?  Is this v1.1/1.3 or all 1.x?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. See CONF 025.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
028
	2005.04.19
	5.2 & 7
	There are mandatory statements indicating that all MM must be represented by a SMIL presentation.  Yet, in section on different Content Classes there are several possibilities of MM that may not include SMIL.
	2005.04.21

Open

AI: further investigation is needed.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF

029
	2005.04.19
	6
	Do not understand the mandatory nature of the requirement on the Content Domains (e.g. “The Core MM Content Domain SHALL include multimedia messages…”) is this something that can be implemented or testable?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Remove the “SHALL”.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
030
	2005.04.19
	6
	Final paragraph – on Unclassified Content Domain – very unclear what is meant by a multimedia message that does not comply with the 3GPP/3GPP2 standards!  Does this mean that the message structure is not compliant, that the media elements are not compliant, that it includes a different presentation part.  How is this consistent with Section 5 of the MMS Encapsulation Specification?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Rewording is needed: media elements and presentation part.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
031
	2005.04.19
	6.1
	Where is it stated that interoperability is “only guaranteed within the Core Domain”?  What is the purpose of the entire suite of standards besides guaranteeing interoperability?
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

2005.05.11

It is possible to restrict messaging to the Core Domain with full interoperability. However there was also a requirement to allow more flexibility. For that purpose the standard and unclassified messaging domains may be used.

This item closed.

	CONF
032
	2005.04.19
	6.1
	Second paragraph – does this mean that the MMS Proxy-Relay may not support all of the media formats that are defined as mandatory in the standards for MMS?
	2005.05.11

Comment rejected.

The paragraph refers to the CMF, recommended to keep it as it is.

This item closed.

	CONF
033
	2005.04.19
	6.1.2
	Where is the list of error codes?  Especially for the case where the originator is not a MMS Proxy-Relay?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. There is only one error code, reworded is needed to remove the word “list”.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
034
	2005.04.19
	7
	Table 2 – There are 4 TBD fields in the table – when will these be filled?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: contribution assigned to Sprint.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0150R01 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
035
	2005.04.19
	7
	First bullet of 3GPP compliant clients – the parenthetical phrase is unclear!
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

2005.05.11

MMSG could not find any ambiguity in this text.

This item is closed.

	CONF
036
	2005.04.19
	7
	“For PIM standards, please see [PIM].”  Shouldn’t this be referencing the OMA approved vObjects for use of vCalendar and vCard?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

Open.

Please refer to CONF 004

2005.05.10

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0136R01 was discussed and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
037
	2005.04.19
	7
	“For DRM, please see [OMADRM].” Shouldn’t this be referencing v2.0 for this new version of MMS?
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

MMS 1.3 supports OMADRM v1.0.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	CONF
038
	2005.04.19
	7
	What is the meaning of “has to” in the following statement – “an MMS Client supporting MM Content Class Image Basic has to support presentation of …”?
	2005.04.21

Open

AI: further investigation needed.

2005.05.11

Comment rejected.

This paragraph is providing clarification to an old document, OMA-IOP-MMS-CONF-V2.0.0

This item closed.

	CONF
039
	2005.04.19
	7.1.1
	The following statement – “The receiving MMS Client MUST be able to receive, if necessary, downscale, and render the images with maximum resolution.” Is very confusing – what does it mean by “MUST be able to receive, if necessary”?  If the client has downscaled the image how can it render it “with maximum resolution”?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. To reword this sentence.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
040
	2005.04.19
	7.1.6
	The standards do not usually define the “xxx manufacturer’s point of view”, but rather indicate the requirement on either the client or the server!
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. To reword this sentence.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
041
	2005.04.19
	7.1.8
	In the statement – “Support for presentation of MM Content Classes Text and Image Basic multimedia messages with MMS SMIL and without MMS SMIL SHALL both be mandatory.”  What does the “both” refer to – both with or without MMS SMIL or both Text and Image Basic?  How does the work with the statement in section 7 that a Client “SHALL support at least one MM Content Class from the Core MM Content Domain (in addition to MM Content Class Text), as defined per Error! Reference source not found.,”?
	2005.04.21

Open.

AI: Further investigation is needed.

2005.05.11

First comment is valid.

Correction – for the first comment – provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

Second comment is rejected.

For the second part of the comment: there is no relation between these two statements: first one is for submission and second one is for presentation.

This item is closed.

	CONF
042
	2005.04.19
	7.1.8
	Why is there no statement that the Text Content Class may not include a MMS SMIL presentation part for clients that support the 3GPP2 suite of standards?
	2005.04.21

Open.

AI: Further investigation is needed.

2005.05.11

Comment is rejected.

The first paragraph is valid for both 3GPP and 3GPP2.

This item is closed.

	CONF
043
	2005.04.19
	7.1.9.2.1
	The statement – “An MMS Client MAY also support the other mandatory WCSS properties within Style Attribute in presentation, but there is no guarantee for such support.”  Seems contradictory – either the properties are mandatory or they are not!
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

2005.05.11

The sentence is needed; the intention was to restrict the number of mandatory WCSS properties. This sentence was taken after consultations with OMA-BAC-MAE.

This item is closed.

	CONF
044
	2005.04.19
	7.1.11
	Are the examples of configuration only applicable to this case of configuration – or is this a general statement of configuration of a client?  If the latter, why are they stated in this instance – are there other methods of client configuration?
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

MMSG is just given some examples.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	CONF
045
	2005.04.19
	8
	Is this version of the specification set still addressing the “first generation of MMS-enabled devices”?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. To reword this sentence.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.



	CONF
046
	2005.04.19
	8
	Does the statement – “If the receiving terminal can fit the SMIL layout in its screen as is, no change will be necessary” mean to restrict changing the layout or merely stating a wish, but still allows the MMS Client to change the layout for other reasons?
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

2005.05.11

This sentence was not meant to be normative.

This item is closed.



	CONF
047
	2005.04.19
	8
	Why is an example being presented of a MM that contradicts a mandatory requirement from section 5 that states that all slides must have the same layout?
	2005.04.21

Open.

AI: Further investigation is needed.

AI: Clarification of this comment is needed.

2005.05.11

The second layout is commented out and is therefore not interpreted by the MMS Client. It only serves as an example.

This item is closed.

	CONF
048
	2005.04.19
	8.1
	What does “or not” signify in the statement – “unknown elements/attributes, subset of MMS SMIL or not, not recognized by the MMS Client…”?  What is a “subset of MMS SMIL”?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. To remove “subset of MMS SMIL or not”.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.



	CONF
049
	2005.04.19
	8.1.2.2
	Doesn’t the statement – “The Video tag SHALL be present only in multimedia messages conforming to MM Content Classes Video Basic and/or Video Rich” contradict the definition of various other classes in Tables 1 & 2?
	2005.04.21

Open.

Further investigation is needed.

(Maybe addition of MM Content Class Megapixel is also needed).

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0153R01 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
050
	2005.04.19
	11
	What is the difference between statement (a) and (b), taking the parenthetical phrases into account – Isn’t the terminal part included in “the hardware” that the MMS Client resides on?
	2005.04.21

Open.

Further investigation is needed.

2005.05.11

Comment rejected.

(a) addresses the processor etc. for processing the SMIL presentation part.

(b) addresses the render for presenting the MM.

MMS Client doesn’t necessarily reside on a terminal; it may also reside on a computer.

This item is closed.

	CONF
051
	2005.04.19
	11
	Why doesn’t 3GPP 26.246 Release 6 appear in the References section?
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. To add this reference to the CONF document.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
052
	2005.04.19
	12.1
	Under sub-header (2) the parenthetical phrase seems to contradict the preceding phrase  in the following statement – “, it SHALL also be fully conformant (partial or full conformant)” – Is it fully or partially conformant?
	2005.04.21

Open

AI: Further investigation is needed.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
053
	2005.04.19
	12.2
	It should be clarified that the conformance  (in sections 12.2.1 & 12.2.2) is directed at the MM rather than the MMS Client or MMS Server
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

The sentence doesn’t talk about the MMS Client or MMS Server. MMSG thinks that clarification is not needed.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	CONF
054
	2005.04.19
	12.2
	There is a hidden assumption here that a “composite media object” includes a presentation part that should be explicitly stated before stating a requirement that the presentation element SHALL follow rules!
	2005.04.21

Open

AI: Further investigation is needed.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
055
	2005.04.19
	12.2.3
	Statement ‘1.’ – a MM is not a “composite media object” and therefore cannot be “content class conformant” to any Content Class!  A MM consists of headers and may contain Content that may be a “composite media object”.
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Reword the sentence.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF
056
	2005.04.19
	16.2.1.1
	Does the statement – “An MMS Client SHALL NOT use any Forward Lock or Combined Delivery protected content (i.e. DRM messages) while submitting or composing a MM.” mean that a user cannot generate his own copyrighted media, e.g. with his integrated camera, that he wishes to distribute with Forward Lock?
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

2005.05.11

The understanding is correct. MMS V1-3 supports OMADRM v1.0.

This item closed.

	CONF
057
	2005.04.19
	Conf Doc General
	Is there any description of the procedures to be used when transferring a CMF Class MM to a non-CMF supporting recipient?
	2005.04.21

Comment rejected.

Interoperability between networks is defined already in section 6.1.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	CONF
058
	2004.04.18
	7.1.1
	“The image file SHOULD NOT contain any thumbnail”.

As megapixel cameras proliferate MMS terminals, having thumbnails embedded in jpegs may make rendering of images faster in the terminal, e.g. in the file browser/gallery. So are we sure if it makes sense to have this requirement?


	2005.04.21

Open.

AI: Further investigation is needed.

2005.05.11

Comment rejected.

MMSG agreed this requirement after detailed discussions.

This item is closed.

	CONF

059
	2005.04.18
	10.3
	In Section 10.3, there is a statement: “Precautions should be used to guard against buffer overflows and other potentially exploitable security vulnerabilities.” Is this statement considered informative?. The specification at least needs to state in a normative way that malformed packets such as exceeding maximum allowed size must be discarded in order to avoid buffer overflows. Providing only informative statements may not be enough for implementers.   
	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: Contribution assigned to Vodafone, CR is needed. It should be normative.

2005.05.11

Security comment rejected.

The group agreed that this is an implementation issue.

Change the word “processing” for “functioning” was agreed.

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0138R01 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF

060
	2005.04.21
	B.2.3
	SCR MMSCONF-MIN-S-006, introduces an incorrect dependency to MMSCONF-RTX-C-001.

Suggestion: delete dependency to MMSCONF-RTX-C-001.


	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: contribution assigned to Vodafone to prepare a CR.

2005.05.11

Contribution provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0139 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	CONF

061
	2005.04.21
	B.2.1
	MMSCONF-GEN-S-008 and MMSCONF-GEN-S-009 are not aligned with the requirements in section 13.

Suggestion: 

New proposal.

MMSCONF-GEN-S-008

“Support to forward any MM belonging to the Core MM Content Domain or to the Content MM Content Domain via MMSR interface”

MMSCONF-GEN-S-009

“Support to receive any MM belonging to the Core MM Content Domain or to the Content MM Content Domain via MMSR interface”


	2005.04.21

Valid comment.

AP: contribution assigned to Vodafone to prepare a CR.

2005.05.11

Contribution provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0139 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-AD-MMS-V1_3

	AD

001
	2005.04.06
	9
	MMSA interface.

Introduction of the MMSA interface creates security vulnerability for the terminal. As there are no security features defined in the current MMS 1.3 specification, terminals that implement this functionality would be at risk unless some changes are made to the standard.

MMSA interface potentially allows any application on the terminal to accept commands/data from another application that may reside in the network (potentially the Internet) or another terminal. 

At least a network based security mechanism must be defined in the standard to be implemented in the MMS Gateways to control MMSs that contain application specific data. In addition, the terminals should have configuration options to enable and disable this functionality.

	2005.05.11

Valid comment, except for the last sentence.

The group concluded: not to define the security details in the MWG or MMSG, as they are not specific to MMS.

To have a statement in the MMS-CONF: MMS Proxy-Relay to be configurable to reject incoming MMs that target an application.

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0155R01 was presented and agreed.

This item is closed.



	AD

002
	2005.04.02
	4.1
	The AD contains text about the implementation of requirements, which has not been agreed by the requirements group. 
Therefore I think the following steps are required before this enabler can proceed to R&A at TP level: 

1.  The AD and RD updated so that the text about implementation of requirements is in the RD. 
2.  REQ to review and agree that the enabler is acceptable without the unimplemented requirements. 

	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction to the RD provided in CR OMA-MMG-2005-0124R02.

AP: Correction to the AD provided in OMA-AD_MMS-V1_3-20050412-D.

2005.05.11

This item closed.



	AD

003
	2005.04.07
	All
	OMA-MMS-ARCH-V1_3-20041220-D:
This document seems to be an earlier revision of OMA-AD_MMS-V1_3-20050310-D. If so, it should not be included in the enabler release package.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment

AP: Remove the MMS ARCH V1_3-20041220-D document from the ERP update.

2005.05.11

This item closed.


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-TEMP-V1_3

	TEMP

001
	2005.04.06
	4
	4th paragraph.

“For example, the MMS SMIL Language Profile enables the creation of MMs that may contain multiple and overlapping timelines with a variety of synchronization points.”

This sentence doesn’t seem consistent with [MMSCONF] section 8.1.2.4 which indicates:

“MMS SMIL SHALL NOT adopt nesting of time containers, …”, in the same paragraph “… and only allows a single level of explicit time container”.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to Sharp.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.



	TEMP

002
	2005.04.06
	5.2.1.2
	In the sections for the following elements: title, description, date, version, and author there are some statements that should be reviewed, e.g. in the title.

“Empty titles are not allowed”.

Suggestion:

This should be a normative statement, e.g. ‘Empty title elements SHALL NOT be allowed’.

Same applies for the above elements.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

The group agreed that changes are not needed.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	TEMP

003
	2005.04.06
	5.2.1.2
	First paragraph, 3rd sentence.

“The meta element is an empty element”

Is this correct? Or should it say, for e.g., 

‘Empty meta element MAY be allowed’, ?
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

No changes are needed.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	TEMP

004
	2005.04.06
	5.2.1.3
	3rd paragraph in “The Body” element section.

“The body element MAY contain a single wizard element”.

Suggestion:

Change the above requirement in order to ensure that if the wizard part is supported then body element shall contain a single wizard.

‘If the wizard part is supported, then the body SHALL contain a single wizard element’
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

No changes are needed.

2005.05.11

This item closed.



	TEMP

005
	2005.04.06
	5.2.1.5
	2nd paragraph on the “The Wizard element” section”

“The wizard element MAY contain one or more step elements”

Suggestion:

‘If the wizard part is supported, then the wizard element SHALL contain at least one step element’
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

No changes are needed.

2005.05.11

This item closed.



	TEMP

006
	2005.04.06
	5.2.2.1
	MMS Template is an optional feature. However this section indicates mandatory requirements for all MMS Clients.

Suggestion:

Add the following statement at the beginning of the section e.g.

“If the MMS Client implements MMS Templates then the following requirements SHALL be followed:”
Then it is possible to add all the normative requirements listed in this section. In this way there is no ambiguity about when these requirements are supported.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to Sharp.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

 

	TEMP

007
	2005.04.06
	5.2.2.3
	4th paragraph.

“MMS Client SHALL make pre-filled MMS header values of the resulting MM available to the user”.

What does “available to the user” mean? 

What happens if some of these headers have the editable attribute set to “false”?  

Note: “false” means that the header is not considered editable.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

No changes are needed.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	TEMP

008
	2005.04.07
	General
	The name of this document should be OMA-TS-MMS-TEMP-V1_3-20050303-D or similar (all new Technical Specifications are from now own demanded to use the prefix ”TS”). If changed, remember to update references in other documents accordingly.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	TEMP

009
	2005.04.07
	2.1
	Reference OMADRM should not include date and state of the referenced document.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	TEMP

010
	2005.04.18
	5.2, 5.2.2.3, 5.3.2, 
	Editor’s note:

Should the MM composed by the MMS Message Template client always be required to be compliant to the Core MM Content Domain? For example, this requirement could be more restrictive than what the user could normally do manually. Should the requirement be modified to allow more flexibility to accommodate a user’s expectations? This issue needs additional investigation.
Recommendation: In order to make template use cases as flexible as possible while maintaining interoperability: when the MTD contains fixed “to-header” and/or “cc-header” that point to an application, the MM composed my the MMS Message Template MAY be compliant to the Core MM Content Domain. When the “to-header” and/or “cc-header” are editable by the user, and can point to another user (p2p use case), the MM composed my the MMS Message Template SHALL be compliant to the Core MM Content Domain. 

So in case of template that is used to send data from a user to an application, the MM does not have to be compliant to Core MM content domain, leaving more flexibility to application developers.

When the template originated MMS is terminated to another MSISDN (p2p use case), it shall be compliant to the Core MM Content Domain, to avoid any interoperability problems.

So the template MTD would determine whether the creation is mode is free or restricted, and act accordingly based on message destination
	2005.05.04

Open

2005.05.11

Comment rejected.

This item closed.

	TEMP

011
	2005.04.18
	5.2.1.2
	Section 5.2.1.2 (The Head Part) contains the text “For security reasons, the meta element may not contain executable script.” This requirement should be normative instead of informative. Please consider this text with “For security reasons, the meta element SHALL NOT contain executable script”
	2005.05.04

Open

2005.05.11

Valid comment.

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-144R01 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	TEMP

012
	2005.04.18
	App. B1
	Appendix B.1 is missing
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to Sharp.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-ERELD-MMS-V1_3-20050112-D:

	ERELD

001
	2005.04.07
	2.2
	Informative reference to RD should be normative
	2005.04.12

Open.

AP: Chairman to investigate.

2005.05.11

REL wants to have a normative reference to the RD. 

2005.05.19

AP: correction assigned to ERELD editor.

This item closed.


	ERELD

002
	2005.04.07
	8,9
	Should there not be any references to the SRC tables in the MMS Template document? 
	2005.04.12

Open

AP: Chairman to investigate.

2005.05.11

Valid comment.

REL is asking for a reference in the ERELD pointing to the SCR tables in the MMS-TEMP even if templates in MMS are an optional feature.

AP: correction assigned to ERELD editor.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	ERELD

003
	2005.04.16
	2.2
	The RD is normative and should be a normative reference in the ERELD.
	2005.05.11

REL wants to have a normative reference to the RD. 

2005.05.19

AP: correction assigned to ERELD editor.

This item closed.

	ERELD

004
	2005.04.16
	4.1
	The example use case is odd because the RD contains use cases and there should not be overlap.  Do we really need a use case in an ERELD?
	2005.05.04

Comment rejected.

It is foreseen by the template and we don’t see any harm. 

2005.05.11

This item closed.


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-MMS-ETR-V1_3_1-20050308-D:

	ETR
001
	2005.04.07
	A, B
	It is not clear what documents that are referenced in the third column of the table, only the section numbers are shown.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to the ETR editor. 

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	ETR
002
	2005.04.07
	C
	It is not clear in all cases which documents that are referenced (sometimes there is only a reference to a section number)
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to the ETR editor.

2005.05.11

This item closed. 


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-ENC-V1_3-20050322-C:

	ENC

001
	2005.04.07
	2.1
	References MMSCONF and WAPWSP should not include date and state of the referenced document. 
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to ENC editor.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	ENC

002
	2005.04.07
	2.2
	Reference MMSCTR should not include date and state of the referenced document.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to ENC editor.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	ENC

003
	2005.04.11
	
	The spec included CR #2005-0049, while CR#2005-0049R01 is the final MMSG approved CR.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: Correction assigned to ENC editor. See OMA-MMSG-2005-0120R01.

2005.05.11

This item closed.


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-CTR-v1_3-20050322-C:

	CTR

001
	2005.04.07
	2.1
	Reference CREQ should be changed to a reference to the IOP Process document.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to the CTR editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-TS-MMS-CTR-V1_3-20050505-D.

This item closed.

	CTR

002
	2005.04.07
	2.1
	Reference WAPWSP should not include date and state of the referenced document.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to the CTR editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-TS-MMS-CTR-V1_3-20050505-D.

This item closed.

	CTR

003
	2005.04.07
	2.1, 2.2
	References to WAP Forum documents should not contain any information about publication dates
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to the CTR editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-TS-MMS-CTR-V1_3-20050505-D.

This item closed.

	CTR

004
	2005.04.11
	
	The spec included CR #2005-0048, while CR#2005-0048R01 is the final MMSG approved CR.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to the CTR editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-TS-MMS-CTR-V1_3-20050505-D.

This item closed.


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-RD-MMS-V1_3-20040930-C

	RD

001
	2005.04.16
	Appendix B
	The AD says that CL-2-5 is partially supported.  The RD should say which parts of CL-2-5 are supported/not supported.
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	RD

002
	2005.04.16
	Appendix B
	The AD says that RECP-1 is partially fulfilled.  The RD should say which parts are supported.
	2005.05.11

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor to report partial fulfilled in the RD.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.



	RD

003
	2005.04.20
	5.3.3
	Is correct to have and indication – in this section - about what technology or technical requirements are needed to accomplish this use case?

Suggestion:

Delete reference to “XHTML+SVG technology”, “SVG”, “XHTML”.
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

The technology details were mentioned intentionally.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

004
	2005.04.20
	5.3.4
	“Open Issues” section.

Is this section needed? Can be deleted?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction to be provided in the new revision of the RD.

This item closed.

	RD

005
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-5 

Is this requirement met?

Creation and submission – JPEG images with EXIF parameters - is not explicitly indicated in the section 7.1.1 of the CONF doc. Why?
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

Handling EXIF parameters (incl. upon MM creation) is covered in the MMS-CONF in detail.

2005.05.11

This item is closed.

	RD

006
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-6

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2) and section 7. In addition an MMS Client that supports Content Basic MM Content Class cannot support video.
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction was provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0142R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	RD

007
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-7

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2) and section 7. In addition an MMS Client that supports Content Basic MM Content Class cannot support video.
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction was provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0142R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	RD

008
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-8

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2) and section 7. 
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction was provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0142R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	RD

009
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-9

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2) and section 7.1.8
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction was provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0142R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	RD

010
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-10

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2) and section 7.1.9.2
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction was provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0142R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	RD

011
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-11

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2).
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

This requirement was fully fulfilled.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

012
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-12

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2).
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction was provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0142R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	RD

013
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-13

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 7.1.10.
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

This requirement was fully fulfilled. (Unclassified and Standard Domains)

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

014
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-14

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2).
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

This requirement was fully fulfilled. (Unclassified and Standard Domains)

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

015
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-27

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2).
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

This requirement was fully fulfilled. 

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

016
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.1
	CL-1-30

Is this requirement met?

An MMS Client, which supports content messaging, cannot create or submit MMs according with 12.1 bullet (2).
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

This requirement was fully fulfilled. 

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

017
	2005.04.20
	6.1.3.3.
	VASP requirements. (All section).

In which part of the MMS 1.3 specifications are these requirements supported?

Can we have requirements against the VASP?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

Don’t have requirements against the VASP.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

018
	2005.04.20
	6.2.1
	What does MMS system mean?

Do we need a new definition?


	2005.05.11

Comment rejected.

No, we don’t need a definition.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

019
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.1
	CL-2-1, CL-2-2, CL-2-13, CL-2-15,

MMS Templates are OPTIONAL. Should these requirements be stated as a MAY?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

020
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.1
	CL-2-7, CL-2-8, CL-2-9, CL-2-10, CL-2-11

Are these requirements met?

The Wizard part is OPTIONAL. Should these requirements be stated as a MAY?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

021
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.1
	CL-2-26

In which part of the MMS 1.3 specifications is this requirement supported?

	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

022
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.1
	CL-2-27

In which part of the MMS 1.3 specifications is this requirement supported?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

It is not supported.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

023
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.1
	CL-2-29

MMS Templates are OPTIONAL. Should this requirement be a MAY?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

024
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.2
	PR-2-1, PR-2-2

In which part of the specification the MMS Proxy-Relay indicates the support of MTD?

Should this support be explicitly indicated? 
	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

Both requirements are implicitly fulfilled (change was introduced in OMA-MMSG-2005-0103R01).

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

025
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.2
	PR-2-4, PR-2-5.

Same requirement, in one case is stated with “SHALL”  & in the other with “MAY” Is this correct?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment about PR-2-4

AP: correction assigned to RD editor to replace MMSR with MMSM.

About PR-2-5, comment rejected.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	RD

026
	2005.04.20
	6.2.2.3
	VS-2-1, VS-2-2 and VS-2-3

Can we have requirement against the VASP?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

027
	2005.04.20
	6.3.3.1
	ORIG-7.

Is this requirement met?

Multiple presentations can be achieved with an SMIL 2.0 element called <switch>. This element establishes a collection of alternatives for presentation but it has not been defined in MMS SMIL.


	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

028
	2005.04.20
	6.3.3.1
	ORIG-8, ORIG-9

Are these requirements related to application addressing? 

Application addressing is an optional feature. Is correct to use a “SHALL” here?
	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.

	RD

029
	2005.04.20
	6.3.3.2
	MMSINF-3, MMSINF-4.

In which part of MMS 1.3 specifications have been defined a requirement to transmit or adapt MMS messages containing multiple presentations of the same message?

The CONF doc specifically indicates in section 5.2, last paragraph: “ Each multimedia message SHALL be represented by one SMIL presentation…”..


	2005.05.10

Comment rejected.

Both requirements are implicitly fulfilled.

2005.05.10

This item closed.

	RD

030
	2005.04.20
	6.3.3.3
	RECP-2.

Is this requirement met?

The MMS Client specifications don’t contain any requirement that allows to the MMS Client to select the best presentation from multiple presentations.


	2005.05.10

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0124R02.

This item closed.


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-W4-V1_3-20050202-D

	W4

001
	2005.04.21
	
	The configuration of "max authorized MM size"  parameter for Megapixel Content Class is missing on this doc. 
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

OMA-MMSG-2005-0108 provided the solution and agreed.

2005.05.11

This item closed.




Comments outside of the OMA MMS 1.3 Consistency Review

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-ENC-V1_3-20050322-D

	C 001
	2005.04.22
	
	Priority handling, MMS1.3 discrepancy with respect to the
3GPP2 & 3GPP MMS specs. 
	2005.05.04

Open

2005.05.11

Valid comment.

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0131 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.


Editorial Comments

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-CONF-V1_3
	2
	The following references need to be updated.

[MMSCONF] Should indicate Version 1.3

[MMSCTR] Should indicate Version 1.3.

[MMSENC] According with the AD this reference should be [MMSENCAPS] and it should indicate Version 1.3. If [MMSENC] is correct then the reference in the AD & CTR is incorrect.

[TS23140] Should indicate Release 6.

[TS26140] Should indicate Release 6.


	2005.04.12

2005.05.12

Comment about [MMSCONF] was rejected, since this reference refers to MMS-CONF-V2.0.0.

Comment about [MMSCTR] is valid.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

Comment about [MMSENC] is valid.

AP: Correction assigned to AD and CTR editors. [MMSENC] is the correct reference.

Comment about [TS23140] & [TS26140] is valid.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

Correction will be provided in the new version of the CONF doc.

This item closed.



	
	2.2
	The following references need to be updated.

[TS22140] Should indicate Release 6.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

This item closed.

	
	4.1
	In Content Messaging MMS 1.3 supports PSS SMIL language definition. This is not reflected in this section.

Suggestion:

This section should introduce this presentation language.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to Nokia and Vodafone.

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0145R01 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	4.2
	In this paragraph there is no comment about the following sections:

 11 “Presentation Related Requirements to the Client – (Normative)”.
13 “Conformance Requirements for the MMS Proxy-Relay for Interoperability.”
15 “Re-submission Mode (Optional) “ 

16 “DRM”

17 “MMS Postcard Conformance”

18 “Requirements for MMS interoperation between networks”

Suggestion:

Add a summary about these the new sections: 11, 13, 15, 16, 17 and 18.
	2005.04.12

The group agreed to delete this section.

AP: correction assigned to Vodafone. Prepare a CR to remove this section.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and approved.

This item closed.


	
	6
	4th Paragraph

States “ … and person-to-serviceapplication messages “

Suggestion:

Change to:

‘… and person-to-application messages’.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.



	
	7
	Table II

Table is wrongly configured, as there is a missing horizontal line in the “Audio Codec” column. This line should separate the Audio Codec in Content Rich from the one defined in Content CMF.

Same problem in the “Presentation” column. It should be a horizontal line between Content Rich/Basic and Content CMF.

Suggestion:

Draw the missing lines.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7
	Table II.

In the DRM column the definition of “Full” doesn’t match with the indication of this word in Table I.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	7
	Pag 21, 3rd paragraph.

At the end of the paragraph there is a reference to Section 8 about presentation.

Suggestion.

Should we add a reference to Section 11? 

This section deals with restrictions for the use of 3GPP PSS6 SMIL Language Profile.


	2005.04.12

The group agreed to delete last sentence completely.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7.1.1
	3rd paragraph.

Delete the second full stop.  “… JPEG EXIF image.”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7.1.1
	5th paragraph, first bullet point.

“… SHOULD NOT exceed 2kB”.

The “k”, should be in capital letter; “… 2KB”.
	2005.04.12

Open

AI: confirmation of using “k” or “K” assigned to Vodafone. 

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0140 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	7.1.5
	First bullet.

Suggestion: 

List DRM methods in capital letters, e.g. Forward Lock, Combined Delivery, Separate Delivery and Superdistribution.

Other possibility is using quotation marks: e.g. “forward-lock”, etc.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7.1.11
	First bullet.

“ … Megapixel shall …”. 

This “shall” should in capital letters “… SHALL …”

In the same section the “k” of message size: 600kB and 300kB should be capital letter. “K”.
	2005.04.12

Comment about “shall” is valid.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

Comment about “K” Open.

AP: confirmation about the use of “k” or “K” assigned to Vodafone.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0140 was presented and agreed.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

This item closed.

	
	8.1.2.1
	In the 3rd paragraph of “Layout Modules” section.

“Sizes of regions are calculated as is SMIL BasicLayout”.

Suggestion:

It should say “in” instead of “is”.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	9.3
	In bullet points “3”, “4”, “9” and “11” message size is expressed as, e.g. 30kB instead of 30KB.

Suggestion:

Express message size figures in capital letters, e.g. 30KB.
	2005.04.12

Open.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0140 was presented and agreed.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

This item closed.

	
	9.5.1
	Third bullet point.

Suggestion:

Reduce the space between the first two lines.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	9.5.2
	4th bullet, at the end of the paragraph.

“… adapatationfunction”.

Suggestion:

Introduce a blank space between adaptation and function.
	2005.04.12

Correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	10.3
	First paragraph, second sentence.

“ I The MMS Client …”

Suggestion:

Delete “I”.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	11
	In this section the term of “MMS Client” is expressed as “MMS client”

Suggestion:

Change “MMS client” term to “MMS Client”.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	11.1
	Section “Meta Data/Media Description/Media Accessibility” has a heading but does not have any requirement.

Suggestion:

Delete this heading or indicate that there are no restrictions for the MMS Client in this area.
	22005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	11.1
	There is an empty box between “EventTiming” section title and the list of requirements.

Suggestion:

Delete empty box.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	11.2
	Third paragraph.

“ … The MMS client shall …”

Suggestion:

Capital letter for “SHALL” (if it is normative), and for “Client”
	2005.04.11

Comment about “shall” is rejected.

Comment about “client” is valid.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	12.1
	(1) Full Conformance to an MM Content Class

(2) Service Conformance to an MM Content Class.

(3) Partial Conformance to an MM Content Class.

These sections should be re-worded. It states a set of definitions rather than a set of requirements. 

Suggestion:

To re-write this section using the style in section 12.3.1 MMS Creation Conformance where each requirement is stated with a “SHALL”
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

No changes needed.

This item closed.

	
	12.1
	(2) Service Conformance to an MM Content Class.

The following sentence is duplicated. It appears at the beginning and at the end of the section.

“Declaration of service conformance applies only to MM Content Classes defined in the Content MM Content Domain.”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	12.3.4
	In section B, 2nd and 3rd bullets point.

“2 … in[MMSCTR] …”
“3 … in[MMSCTR] …”
Suggestion:

Place a blank space between “in” and “[MMSCTR]”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	13
	Second paragraph.

“The MMS Proxy-Relay may …”
Suggestion:

If this may is intended to be normative then it should be in capital letters, “MAY”.


	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

This “may” is not normative.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	13
	Bullet point 6, at the beginning of the sentence.

“Proxy-RelayIf the MMS Proxy-Relay implements …”
Suggestion:

1) Delete Proxy-Relay.

2) Add a colon “:” at the end of this paragraph.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	14
	Creation Mode Warning.

At the end of the 3rd sentence.

“… the MM shall be conformant with …”

Suggestion:

This shall is normative, then it should be stated as “SHALL”.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	16.1
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL” 
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	16.2
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	16.3.1
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	OMA-TS-MMS-CONF-V1_3
	16.3.2
	First paragraph.

Contains a normative “shall”

Suggestion:

Express this “shall” in capital letters: “SHALL”
	2005.04.12

Correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	16.3
	In this section is used “MMS Relay/Server” instead of “MMS Proxy-Relay” in the following places:

Title, DRM-Related Relay/Server Behavior

1st paragraph of 16.3, 

1st paragraph of 16.3.1, and

1st paragraph of 16.3.2

Suggestion:

Change to “MMS Proxy-Relay”.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	16
	With relation to: “Forward Lock”, “Combined Delivery” and “Separate Delivery” words.

In some cases these methods are described in capital letters as above or as for example: “separate delivery”.

Suggestion:

For consistency convert the first letter of these methods to capital, e.g., “Separate Delivery”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	17.1
	Second paragraph.

“… vCard attachment.If the …”
Suggestion:

Add a blank space after the stop. “… vCard attachment. If the …”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	18
	First paragraph, first line.

“… 600kB … “

Suggestion:

Change “k” to capital letter, i.e. 600KB.
	2005.04.12

Open. 

AP: Investigation assigned to Vodafone. 

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0140 was presented and agreed.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

This item closed.

	
	B.1.12
	First paragraph

“Requirement MMSCONF-MED-C-004 in”

What is the meaning of this statement?

Suggestion:

To delete this line.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected, but what is wrong is the table that follows to this reference, table from 0044 to 0049.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. The reference is correct but the table is wrong.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	B.1.12
	First table of requirements, from 044 up to 049.

These SCR requirements are repeated at the end of this section.

Suggestion:

Delete the first table of requirements from 044 to 049.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Delete table.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	B.1.12
	First statement at the beginning of the second table of this section.

“Table 38 SHALL NOT be valid for MMS Clients that are compliant to the MMS suite of specifications defined by 3GPP2 (e.g., [XS0016200]”

This statement is not consistent with, at least: 

· MMSCONF-MED-C-014. In 3GPP domain, 13K as speech media type, has not been defined.

· MMSCONF-MED-C-021. “… as defined in [CS0045]”. This is not a 3GPP reference.

· MMSCONF-MED-C-036. CMF has not been defined in 3GPP domain.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected, but a CR is needed to express the exceptions for 3GPP terminals.

AI: contribution is needed.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	B.1.12
	References to the following SCRs  should be updated.

MMSCONF-MED-C-015. It should be 7.1.3. Is correct to indicate PIM or should it be pointing to vObject?

MMSCONF-MED-C-016. It should be 7.1.3. Should the support indicate vObject instead of PIM?

MMSCONF-MED-C-027. It should be 7.1.3. Should the support indicate vObject instead of PIM?

MMSCONF-MED-C-007. It should be 7.1.1

MMSCONF-MED-C-028. It should be 8.1
	2005.04.12

Comments about 015, 016, 027, 007 were rejected but comment about 028 was accepted.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor, about 028.

2005.05.12

This item closed. 

	
	B.1.12
	The status of the following reference should be “Optional” instead of “Mandatory”.

MMSCONF-MED-C-031. Support for Hyperlink minimum length. Hyperlinks are optional.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. Also, pointer to –MED-C-038 is missing.

AI: contribution is needed to list – 031 as optional and indicate a dependency to  – 038.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0141R01 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	B.1.12
	There is a list of SCRs about hyperlinks that refer to section 8.2, but in this section doesn’t contain the requirements.

Are we missing any AGREED CR?

e.g. MMSCONF-MED-C-039/040/041/042/043.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected.

These SCRs refer to [TS23140] specifications.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	B.2.1
	In MMSCONF-GEN-S-006/007 and 008, the following reference points should be modified:

“MMSM” to MMSM  and
“MMSR” to MMSR
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. 

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	B.2.1
	MMSCONF-GEN-S-010.

“Support MM7 interface”

Should the status of this SCR be “Optional” instead of “Mandatory”?


	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	B.2.3
	In this section the following SCR requirements seems to be missing:

· Adapting Megapixel to Image Rich, to Video Basic and to Video Rich.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AI: contribution is needed.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.4
	In this section the following SCR requirements seems to be missing:

· Adapting Megapixel to Image Basic and to Image Rich.


	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AI: contribution is needed.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.5
	The indication of message size, “k” should be in capital letters, e.g., 30KB
	2005.04.12

Open

AP: confirmation of using “k” or “K” assigned to Vodafone.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0140.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.5
	SCR requirements for bullets 10 & 11 of section 9.3 are missing.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AI: contribution is needed.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.6
	SCR requirements for bullets 8 & 9 of section 9.3 are missing.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AI: contribution is needed.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.7
	In MMSCONF-DRM-S-001 requirement there is a spelling mistake in the word “Combined”.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

Ap: Correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	B.2.7
	In MMSCONF-DRM-S-002 the requirement seems to be in completed.

“Not route forward any DRM Forward Lock or Combined Delivery protected MM elements over the E, MMSR and the MM7 (3GPP) interface” 

Suggestion:

Change this requirement for:

“Not route forward any DRM Forward Lock or Combined Delivery protected MM elements over the E, MMSR  or the MM7 (3GPP) to a receiving entity which does not support DRM”.
	2005.04.12

Open

AP: investigation assigned to Vodafone.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0143R01.

This item closed.



	
	B.2.9
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	2005.04.12

Open

AP: investigation is needed.

2005.05.12

No contribution available.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.10
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	2005.04.12

Open

AP: investigation is needed.

2005.05.12

No contribution available.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.11
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	2005.04.12

Open

AP: investigation is needed.

2005.05.12

No contribution available.

This item closed.

	
	B.2.13
	Some information elements seem to be missing in this table.
	2005.04.12

Open

AP: investigation is needed.

2005.05.12

No contribution available.

This item closed.

	
	Appendix C


	Review the following editorial comments:

Message size should be expressed with “k” in capital letter, e.g. 600KB.

First and second bullet points of this section and in the 3rd paragraph, there is a reference to a section indicating, e.g. 7.1.x or XX. This reference should be 7.1.11.

The last two sets of bullets points should add a colon at the end of the first sentences.


	2005.04.12

Comment about “k” is open.

AP: investigation assigned to Vodafone about using “k” or “K”.

2nd and 3rd comment are valid.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

Correction about “k” provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0140.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

This item closed.

	
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:

OMA-TS-MMS-CONF-V1_3-20050322-D (Conformance Document).
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

 

	
	7
	Tables are too wide to print well (outside of margins).
	2005.04.11 

Comment rejected.

All attempts to fix this would even make it worse.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Last page
	Last page is empty and should be removed.
	2005.04.11

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7.1.8
	"3GPP Rel 6 PSS" should be replaced by "3GPP PSS6" in the 4th paragraph of section 7.1.8. (this is part of CR #2005-0084R01)
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Appendix C
	Appropriate section number to replace "7.1.x" and "xx" in appendix C
	2005.04.11 

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Title Page
	Why is this document designated as “C” – was it approved as a Candidate document?
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed. 

	
	1
	The statement – “Thus the scope of this document is is, to serve as the fundament for MMS end-to-end interoperability testing.”  There is a double “is” (see bold indication) and the wording of “fundament” may be better as “basis”.
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	1
	The statement – “Another significant intent of this document is also to be used as a base for discussions between vendors, operators and value added service providers to explore any such requirements that might not be clearly defined in the specifications of 3GPP, 3GPP2 or OMA with respect to interoperability.” Has a double inclusion – Another and is also to…  The word “base” should maybe be “basis”?  How can this document be a basis for  discussions on issues that are “not.. clearly defined in the specifications of … OMA”?  Isn’t this part of the OMA specifications?
	2005.05.04

First and second comments are Valid.

Third comment rejected.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. 

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	4.2
	There are inconsistencies of plural & singular in the following statements:

“Sections Error! Reference source not found. and Error! Reference source not found. defines the concepts of MM Content Domains and MM Content Classes. The means to format an MM is described in section Error! Reference source not found.. Content adaptation between different MM Content Classes and which requirements that put on MMS are described in Error! Reference source not found..”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	4.2
	Is there a reason why certain Sections are not indicated in this text, e.g. 13 & 15?
	2005.05.04

Comment rejected.

According to a previous decision section 4.2 will be deleted.

2005.05.12

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	6
	In fourth paragraph the phrase “each of MM” should be changed to “each MM”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	6
	In the fourth paragraph the phrase “person-to-serviceapplication” is missing a blank (or dash?) between “service” and “application”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7
	In the statement “For Error! Reference source not found. … both H.263 and MPEG4 shall be supported” – is this non-mandatory?
	2005.05.04

Open.

Input from 3GPP2 is needed.

2005.05.12

Valid comment.

Correction provided in CR OMA-MMSG-2005-0149R02 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	7.1.9.2.1
	Should the statement – “The restrictions are listed separately for presentation below.” Be stated as “The restrictions for presentation are listed separately below”?
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7.1.9.2.1
	The statement – “the creators should take account of the presentation restrictions below,” – may be better phrased as “the creators should take the following restrictions into account”  Where is the term creators defined?
	2005.05.04

First comment valid.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

Second comment rejected.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7.1.9.2.2
	What does the statement – “The restrictions are listed separately for creation/submission and presentation below. Here, both the restrictions apply for the MMS Clients. “ – mean?  Where is “Here”?
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor. Delete “Here, both”.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	7.1.11
	Why is “Megapixel”  italicized in the first bullet?
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	8
	The phrase “composed by three slides,” should be “composed of three slides,”  (I would imagine that the slides did not compose the message, but rather a user composed it over three slides!)
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	8.1.2.2
	What does “neglected” mean in the statement – “According to the rendering capabilities of the receiving terminals, the timing attributes begin and end associated to single media elements MAY be neglected or overridden by user control.”
	2005.05.04

Comment rejected.

Our intention was to make this statement not that precise.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	8.1.2.4
	“An MMS message …” should be “An MM …”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	8.1.2.4
	The phrase “specified in he SMIL page” should be “specified in the SMIL page”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	9.5.2
	In the bullet – “If the MMS Proxy-Relay is able to perform major content adaptation it SHALL provide means to the MMS service provider to enable or disable the major content adaptationfunction.”  There is a space missing between the final two words.  In addition, the phrase “provide means to the MMS service provider” should be “provide a method for the MMS Service Provider”
	2005.05.04

First comment valid. 

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

Second comment rejected.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	
	11
	The parenthetical phrase in the statement – “(a) Technical/physical limitations of the MMS client (and the hardware on that it resides)”  should be “the hardware that it resides on”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	11
	Throughout the restrictions “MMS client” should be “MMS Client”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	13
	Fix the reference to the 3GPP2 doc in the statement – “The MMS Proxy-Relay SHALL be compliant to [TS23140] or [3GPP2 X.S0016-200]”
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	13
	Statement 6 has a prefix “Proxy-RelayIf” that needs to be corrected.
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	17.1
	The reference indicator in the following phrase – “as defined in [OMA-vObjectOMAProfile-V1.0],” – should be made consistent with the References section.
	2005.05.04

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CONF editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-RD-MMS-V1_3
	1
	In 4th bullet.

“Functionalities for Person-to-Service use”

Suggestion:

Use “Person-to-Application” as defined in [MMSCONF].
	2005.04.12 

Open.

2005.05.12

Comment rejected.

The definition was made after approval of the RD.

This item closed.

	
	3.2
	In “Video messaging” at the end of the sentence, the reference to [MMSCONF] is missing.

In “Image messaging” and “Video messaging” the version of the Conformance document should be 1.3 instead of 1.2
	2005.04.12

First comment is valid.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

Second comment still open.

AP: investigation assigned to Vodafone.

2005.05.12

Second comment rejected.

This item closed.

	
	4.1
	First and second line of the first paragraph in this section: “ … for contents-person and person-service use cases”

Suggestion:

Remove the “s”

‘… for content-to-person and person-to-service’.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	4.2
	Second paragraph:

“… for contents-to-person and person-to-service”

“… server-to-person applications”.

Suggestion:

· Remove the “s” in ‘contents’

· Use the term person-to-application as defined in [MMSCONF].

· Use “content-to-person” instead of “server-to-person” as defined in [MMSCONF]
	2005.04.12

Open

2005.05.12

First comment is valid.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

Second and third comment rejected

This item closed.

	
	4.3
	3rd paragraph.

“… contents-to-person, and person-server”

Suggestion:

“content-to-person” and “person-to-application”
	2005.04.12 

Open

2005.05.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

This item closed.

	
	5.3.1.7
	The three bullets in this section are expressed in terms of “MUST” or “MUST NOT”.

Suggestion:

This section is only informative. Change the status of the statements “MUST or MUST NOT be able” for “shall” 
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	6.3.2
	GEN-2-4

“… SHALL not …” 

Change to:

“… SHALL NOT …”
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	6.1.3.2
	PR 1-12

This paragraph should end in full stop instead of in coma.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	OMA-RD-MMS-V1_3
	6.2.2.1
	CL-2-115

The following bullet point is repeated:

“the <a> element in MMS SMIL content”

Suggestion:

Delete one of the bullet point.
	2005.04.12

Comment rejected. 

There is no duplication.

This item closed.

	
	6.2.2.2
	PR-2-4 and PR-2-5

Editorial typo :
“… to exhange …”
Suggestion: Change for;

“… to exchange …”


	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.



	
	6.2.2.2
	PR-2-2 and PR-2-3

This requirement is duplicated.
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Front Page
	The correct title of this document should be:

OMA-RD-MMS-V1_3-20040930-C              (Requirements Document)
	2005.04.12

Valid comment. 

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-AD-MMS-V1_3
	4.1
	3rd paragraph.

Is possible to have in the Architecture document a reference to requirements that are not supported?
In accordance with the new process this table should be moved to the RD.
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

Correction provided in OMA-AD_MMS-V1_3-20050412-D.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	9
	This section mentions in several paragraphs the concept of “MMS User Agent”. Should we refer to “MMS Client” instead?

Suggestion:

Review the section and replace “MMS User Agent” for “MMS Client”.
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to AD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	8
	2nd paragraph.

“… ,then SMTP/ESMTP may be used for the interconnect”. Alternatively, the interconnect may employ …”
Has the AD document been written avoiding normative statement?

Should this “may” be written as “MAY”
	2005.04.13

Comment rejected.

The AD is an informative document.

This item closed.

	
	9
	4th paragraph, at the beginning of the paragraph.

“Applications may …”

If this “may” is intended to be normative it should be in capital letters, i.e. “MAY”.
	2005.04.13

Comment rejected.

The AD is an informative document.

This item closed.

	
	9
	5th paragraph, at the beginning.

“[MMSENC] defines …”

In the reference section 2.2, the encapsulation document is referred as: [MMSENCAPS].

Suggestion:

Modify the reference on the paragraph to “[MMSENCAPS]”.
	2005.04.13

The correct reference is [MMSENC].

Correction provided by OMA-AD_MMS-V1_3-20050412-D.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	14.2
	In this section: forward-lock, combined-delivery and separate delivery methods are not presented in capital letters.

For consistency we should express these methods as: Forward-lock, Combined-Delivery and Separate-Delivery.
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to AD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:

OMA-AD-MMS-V1_3-20050310-D              (Architecture Document)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to AD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-TEMP-V1_3
	1
	At the end of this section, we still have an editors note. 

Is this note necessary?
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: contribution assigned to Nokia and Sharp.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	2
	All of the references should be between “[“ “]” square brackets. 

The following references needs to be revised:

[MMSCONF] points to the wrong document & version.

[MMSCTR] points to the wrong document & version.

[MMSENCAPS] points to the wrong document & version. Also the reference should be [MMSENCAPS] instead of [MMSENC], according with OMA-AD-MMS 1.3. Or it is incorrect in the AD.

[VCARD] this reference should indicate [vObject] vObject Minimum Interoperability Profile V 1.0 . The URL should point to http://www.openmobilealliance.org 
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

The correct reference is [MMSENC].

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	4
	8th paragraph, Editors Note.

Is this note still necessary?
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor. Note to be deleted.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	5.1
	4th bullet point.

8th paragraph at the end of the paragraph.

“… media objects is the resulting MM.” 

Suggestion:

Change the lower “r” to a capital letter “R”, i.e.  “Resulting MM”

Same at the end of in 11th paragraph.


	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	5.2
	At the end of this section there is an editors note.

Is this note still necessary?
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor. Note to be deleted.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	5.2.1.5
	4th paragraph starting at the end of this section. In the middle of the paragraph.

“The media object returned by invoked application will replace the target media object. If target-name attribute specifies nonexistent media object, the returned media object will be just added (there is not replacement)”. 

What is the meaning of the highlight sentence?
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor. To be reworded.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	5.2.1.5
	3rd paragraph starting at the end of this section.

“ The target-name …”

Suggestion:

Delete the blank space in front of “The”
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	5.2.2.2
	5th paragraph starting at the end of this section.

“MMS Client SHOULD pass the parameters specified in the param attribute to the application”.

Suggestion:

“param” attribute should be indicated as “param”
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	5.2.2.3
	2nd, 3rd, 4th,  5th and 6th paragraphs.

Contain the expression “… resulting MM …”

Suggestion:

Base on section 5.1, re-write this expression as “Resulting MM” 
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	5.2.2.3

5.3.2
	Editors note at the end of this section.

Is this note still necessary?
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor. Note to be deleted.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	Appendix
	All the SCR tables are missing in this document.
	2005.04.13

Comment rejected.

SCR tables are in the document.

2005.05.11

This item closed.

	
	5.1 & 5.3.2
	In this section there is a reference to DRM without indicating the reference to the DRM specifications.

Suggestion:

Add a statement: ‘DRM as defined in [OMADRM]’
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.

	
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:

OMA-TS-MMS-TEMP-V1_3-20050323-D 

(Message Template Specification)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to TEMP editor.

2005.05.11

Correction provided in OMA-MMSG-2005-0154 was presented and agreed.

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-ETR-MMS-V1_3
	2
	[IOPPROC] Is indicated as version 1.1. Is this the right version number or is 1.2?

[ERELD] Is the date of the version needed?

[MMSRD] Is the date of the version needed?

[MMSCONF] Is the date of the version needed?
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor. Update IOP to V1_2. ERELD, RD and CONF version needed but no date.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	5.1.1
	There are several blank rows that are not needed.

“MMBox Support” in the last table doesn’t have a Test Requirement comment.
	2005.04.13

Comment about blank rows is valid.

Comment about MMBox Support is open for contributions.

AP: correction assigned to  ETR editor. Delete unused blank rows.

2005.05.12

Comment about MMBox was rejected. No contribution received.

This item closed.

	
	5.1.1
	It seems that there are a few optional features missing. Give some examples.

In general this document seems to be uncompleted.
	2005.04.13

Comment rejected.

No specific enough.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Appendix A
	Several comments are missing
	2005.04.13

Comment rejected.

No further comments for Appendix A are necessary.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Appendix B
	Several “justifications/comments” are missing
	2005.04.13

Comment valid but no input was received. 

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor. All tbd’s to be deleted.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Appendix B
	MMSCONF-MED-C-028. The reference should be 8.1

MMSCONF-MED-C-031. The support of hyperlink is optional instead of mandatory.

MMSCONF-MED-C-032 & 33. Is the justification/comment correct?

MMSCONF-RTX-C001. The reference should be 7.1.9.2

MMSCONF-RTX-C002. The reference should be 7.1.9.2.1 & the Style Attribute properties name have been changed.

MMSCONF-RTX-C003. The reference should be 7.1.9.2.2 & the Style Attribute properties name have been changed.

MMSCONF-DRM-S-002. It is uncompleted. See comment on section OMA-CONF- 1.3, B.2.7


	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor. This section should be updated according to MMS-CONF.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Appendix B
	Several SCR items don’t have a reference number.
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor. This section should be updated according to MMS-CONF.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Appendix B
	Several items seem to be missing.
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor. This section should be updated according to MMS-CONF.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:

OMA-ETR-MMS-V1_3-20050403-D             (Enabler Test Requirements)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	A
	Third and fourth column have no heading text
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor. This section should be updated accordingly to MMS-CONF.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	B
	Some text in first column is marked with green (suggest to remove color)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	B
	Two spelling mistakes in comments column for MMSCONF-CCC-C-016
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	C
	Table number is currently “XX”.
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ETR editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-ERELD-MMS-V1_3
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:
OMA-ERELD-MMS-V1_3-20050114-D   (Enabler Release Definition)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ERELD editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	6.2
	Empty page after section
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ERELD editor. To delete empty page.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	2.2
	The RD is normative and should be a normative reference in the ERELD.
	2005.05.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ERELD editor.

This item closed.

	
	
	There is an "MMSARCH" document in the ERP - that should be OMA-MMS-AD...
	2005.05.12

Valid  comment.

AP: correction assigned to ERELD editor.

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-CTR-V1_3
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:
OMA-TS-MMS-CTR-V1_3-20050322-D  (Client Transactions)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CTR editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	
	"storing, or viewing" should be removed from the end of the 2nd paragraph in section 6.8.1 (this is part of the CR about Delete PDU)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to CTR editor. Based on a CR already agreed. OMA-MMSG-2004-0283R02.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-ENC-V1_3
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:
OMA-TS-MMS-ENC-V1_3-20050322-D (Encapsulation Protocol)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ENC editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.

	
	Appendix C
	The information element in the last row of Table 78 in Appendix C under (w) is not the right information element from the 3GPP MMS abstract message.
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to ENC editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-TS-MMS-W4-V1_3
	Front Page
	The correct name of this document should be:
OMA-TS-MMS-W4-V1_3-20050202-D   (Device Management Parameters)
	2005.04.13

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to W4 editor.

2005.05.12

This item closed.


	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	OMA-ERP-MMS-V1_3
	
	CONRR editor’ note: This comment is about the ERP, it doesn’t refer to any specific doc.

The RDRR in the ERP is an ID and not a PD

	2005.05.12

Valid comment.

AP: correction assigned to RD editor.

This item closed.
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