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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-TS-CMI-V1_0-20090922-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: In Figure 1, there is no clear description or use case of 3) and 5). Also there is no description about the message used for 3) and 5) in the document
Proposed Change: proper description should be provided
	Status: OPEN 

	A002
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc 
Comment: When the synchronous response should be sent?
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	A003
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not clearly defined when and what the final response will be sent to close the operation.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

	A004
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc
Comment: 5.1.1.2 Current ‘Error Message’ focus on contet upload case while other request/response like purchase doesn’t need ‘Content-item-status’ for instance.
Proposed Change:  Add different Error Response messages or make it more general
	Status: OPEN

	A005
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.2.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc
Comment: Why not using SOAP1.2 instead of SOAP1.1? SOAP1.2 has been recommended by W3C since April 2007 and is backward compatible with SOAP1.1.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A006
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: To implement ‘Notification Message’ in decoupled or self-contained with content payload referred cases, Content Provider needs to have SOAP server stack. This will burden Content Provider to have SOAP server stack just only to get the notification message. 
Proposed Change: If content upload request has Callback URI field to be used by Service Provider to send the notification later. Or we may add a new request for Content Provider to ask Service Provider the status of uploaded content.
	Status: OPEN 

	A007
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: To avoid any confusion, it would be better to have flows of three possible models; self-contained with content reference, self-contained with embedded payload, and decoupled
Proposed Change:  as described in comment.
	Status: OPEN

	A008
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.3
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: Current specification support self-contained with embedded content payload by using binary64. Considering bulk uploading, the request will be too big to process. 
Proposed Change: Suggest defining multiple requests rather than a big request.
	Status: OPEN 

	A009
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1 & 5.1.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: 5.1.1.1 describes ‘Success Response’ as an Optional which is contradict to what Figure 1 describes in section 5.1.
Proposed Change: How to use Response should be described consistently in the document
	Status: OPEN 

	A010
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: ‘Content-Reference’ in Table 6 should be moved to ‘Content-Item’ in Table 5 since it is not a metadata of the content, but a content itself
Proposed Change: as the comment
	Status: OPEN 

	A011
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not clear whether ‘Content-length’ means the length of the original file or compressed one.
Proposed Change: add clarification on this field
	Status: OPEN 

	A012
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: It is necessary to have checksum field such as MD5 or SHA in content package.
Proposed Change: change as proposed.
	Status: OPEN

	A013
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: If ‘Replace-contetnt-id’ is used, how to do with the customers who already purchased the contents? Should it be replaced, too?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	A014
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.6
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: Need to support multiple content purchase purchase since purchasing a bundle is very common in the market already
Proposed Change: move ‘Content-id’ and ‘Self-expiration’ fileds in Table 8 into a separate structure
	Status: OPEN 

	A015
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.6.1.2
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: What kind of error code will be used when there is an error during processing purchase request? Current Error Response in Table 2 is for content upload case and is not well defined for purchase.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	A016
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1.1 & C.4
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: Type definition (element versus attribute) is not consistent with the examples in Appendix. For instance mime-type is being used as attribute in appendix while defined as element in Table 6.
Proposed Change: change as proposed.
	Status: OPEN 

	
	
	
	
	
	























NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 6)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewContribution-20090101-I]

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 4 (of 4)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewContribution-20090101-I]

