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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-AD-CPNS-V1_0-20100328-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2010.04.08
	T
	Whole document
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Comment
Comment: This AD is not addressing requirements CPNS-HLF-008, CPNS-HLF-013, CPNS-HLF-020, CPNS-HLF-021, CPNS-HLF-026, CPNS-HLF-027, CPNS-HLF-028, CPNS-HLF-029, CPNS-HLF-033, CPNS-HLF-036, CPNS-ADM-001, CPNS-QOS-001, CPNS-INT-001, CPNS-PRIV-001, CPNS-PRIV-002, CPNS-PRIV-003, CPNS-SYS-001.
Proposed Change: Insert a paragraph in section 5 detailing which requirements have been deferred, and find ways of addressing the rest
	Status: OPEN 

	E002
	2010-04-08
	E
	1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: A section on deferred requirements could be included here, or in section 5, as discussed in comment A001
	Status: OPEN

	E003
	2010-04-08
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The references to OSE and RFC 2119 are repeated twice. 
	Status: OPEN

	E004
	2010-04-08
	E
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The list of functions provided by the enabler is empty. 
	Status: OPEN

	E005
	2010-04-08
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: A section on deferred requirements could be included here, or in section 1, as discussed in comment A001
	Status: OPEN

	E006
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: Figure 1 is hard to read if printed out in black and white.
Proposed Change: Do not use grayscale or different colors in the picture. 
	Status: OPEN

	E007
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This section does not clearly state the important architectural principles that a) that the CPNS Enabler does not define any new protocols, b) that the principle of CPNS is to organize the PNEs and PN GW in Personal Networks, or c) that the PNE can access services in the global network through the PN GW. 
Proposed Change 1: Merge the second and third paragraph into one, with approximately the following wording: “The CPNS Enabler provides an abstraction layer for underlying physical networks.” 
Proposed Change 2: Insert a new paragraph with the following wording: 

“PNEs and PN GW are organized in Personal Networks. Within and across Personal Networks, Service Groups can be set up. Both Service Groups and Personal Networks facilitate service access and content distribution.” 


	Status: OPEN

	E008
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This section is normative. Does that imply that all these components have to be implemented in the way described?
Proposed Change: Move the component description to an informative section. 
	Status: OPEN

	E009
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This describes a CPNS Entity, not a functional component. This comment is technical since the type of the objects described in 5.3 is extremely confusing as it presently is, and implementation is not possible if you think the CPNS Server is the same type as the Connection Management, for instance. 
Proposed Change: Move section 5.3.1.1 to a separate subsection containing descriptions of CPNS Entities. 
	Status: OPEN

	E010
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This describes a CPNS Entity, not a functional component. This comment is technical since the type of the objects described in 5.3 is extremely confusing as it presently is, and implementation is not possible if you think the CPNS Server is the same type as the Connection Management, for instance. 

Proposed Change: Move section 5.3.1.2 to a separate subsection containing descriptions of CPNS Entities.
	Status: OPEN

	E011
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The “Non-CPNS Device Proxy” described in section 5.3.1.17 is also performed in the PN GW.  

Proposed Change: Include the Non-CPNS Device Proxy in the list of functions of the PN GW. This could for instance be done by including the following line in the list: “Act as gateway for non-CPNS enabled devices towards services enabled by CPNS”. 
	Status: OPEN

	E012
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This describes a CPNS Entity, not a functional component. This comment is technical since the type of the objects described in 5.3 is extremely confusing as it presently is, and implementation is not possible if you think the CPNS Server is the same type as the Connection Management, for instance. 

Proposed Change: Move section 5.3.1.1 to a separate subsection containing descriptions of CPNS Entities.
	Status: OPEN

	E013
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.3.1.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: It is very confusing that the list of CPNS Entities all of a sudden turns to a list of functional components. 
Proposed Change: Insert a chapter heading starting a new higher-level subsection for the functional components after 5.3.1.3
	Status: OPEN

	E014
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.4.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: According to the description as written, the PN GW can not itself send a request for connection. This is clearly not feasible, and probably an oversight. 
Proposed Change: Insert a line with the wording “Sending the connection request to other CPNS entities with connection setup information.”
	Status: OPEN

	E015
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.4.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: It is not clear now that the PN GW performs the connection setup also on behalf of non-CPNS enabled devices. 
Proposed Change: Insert a line with the following wording: “This function can also be deployed in the PN GW for entities without CPNS features.”
	Status: OPEN

	E016
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.4.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: In the first bullet, it is not clear what it means to set up a connection. It is also not clear how the CPNS Server can set up the connection at the request of the gateway, when the gateway can not send a request. Furthermore, this is redundant, as the response to the request implies setting up the connection. 
Proposed Change: Remove the words “and setting up the connection”. 
	Status: OPEN

	E017
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The description of the function only discusses the dissemination of the device capabilities, not the collection of them. Given that the document defines a set of modules which are mandatory  (the principle discussed in the following will work even if they are optional), as well as a non-CPNS-enabled device proxy, the presence of those and whether the device is actually going through the proxy would be something that could be automatically collected. Furthermore, other capabilities information could easily be inferred from the functional modules, e.g. connection setup (the network interfaces and characteristics); device management (parameters managed by OMA-DM), Service Publication (to provide services you need certain resources, such as memory and processor capacity above a certain level); Security (key management); etc.
Proposed Change: Include the words “collection and” after “permits the” and before “delivery” in the first line of 5.3.1.5.2 and the first line of the second subparagraph (i.e. both for dynamic and static capabilities). 
	Status: OPEN

	E018
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.6.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment:  This section does not discuss the management of the PN GW, only the PNE. The PN GW should also be possible to manage using this function. 
Proposed Change: Add the PN GW to the first sentence, changing it to “This function allows the PNE and PN GW to be managed by the interaction with the Device Management (DM) Server”. 
	Status: OPEN

	E019
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.3.1.6.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: Even though OMA DM actually uses SynchML, it is not evident that management is done through the interaction with the DM Server. 
Proposed Change: remove “interaction by” in the first sentence. 
	Status: OPEN

	E020
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.3.1.5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: What does the next to the last paragraph of this section mean? (“This function can be used in both …”). 
Proposed Change: Remove paragraph. 
	Status: OPEN

	E021
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.10.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This is the only discussion of groups in the document. But it does not say that the access control lists and/or policies can be used to create groups and personal networks. This should be clarified, otherwise it is not evident that the requirements  pertaining to groups are fulfilled. 
Proposed Change: Add a second bullet, saying “This function is used to manage groups and personal networks. “
	Status: OPEN

	E022
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.10.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: this function is necessary, but the description is far too long. 
Proposed Change: Keep only the 3rd and 4th paragraphs, remove the rest. 
	Status: OPEN

	E023
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.3.1.10.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The CSKMF functionality is stated to be described in section 5.3.1.9.5.1. This is not correct. 
Proposed Change: Remove the reference.
	Status: OPEN

	E024
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.10.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The CSKMF function is part of the security function. At the architectural level, it is sufficient to reference that. 
Proposed Change: Change the fourth paragraph to state that this function is performed by the Security Function. 
	Status: OPEN

	E025
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.11
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: It is not clear that this section is where requirements HLF-028, HLF-027, and HLF-026 are fulfilled.  
Proposed Change: Clarify the section to demonstrate that the requirements are fulfilled. 
	Status: OPEN

	E026
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.11.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: Does “discovery of available roles” mean that the CPNS Entity can take only those roles which are not occupied by other CPNS Entities?
Proposed Change: Clarify what “available role” means. 
	Status: OPEN

	E027
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.11.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: It is not clear in this section where the registration of the Personal Network takes place. 
Proposed Change: Clarify that Personal Networks are registered in the CPNS Server. 
	Status: OPEN

	E028
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.11.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: How is the discovery function realized? Is this a mutual discovery on attachment to the physical network; or is it a periodic search for other devices using a yet-to-be-defined protocol?
Proposed Change: Clarify the scope of the mechanism for discovery. 
	Status: OPEN

	E029
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.3.1.11.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The last line is not only in bold, it is also redundant. 
Proposed Change: Remove the last line. 
	Status: OPEN

	E030
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.11.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: Requirement HLF-0027 requires a mechanism to perform periodic search for the discovery of PNEs. Since this is the only mechanism discussed in the document which performs searches for other CPNS Entities, it should be clarified that it supports periodic searches. In that case, the triggering and periodicity of these searches should also be clarified. 
Proposed Change: Clarify the scope of the mechanism for discovery, by including a sentence stating the following: “The discovery mechanism enables the CPNS Entities to discover each other and their roles, for instance by performing periodic searches for CPNS Entities”. 
	Status: OPEN

	E031
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.11.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: It is not evident why the CPNS Server is excluded from the discovery mechanism, especially if the discovery is mutual. 
Proposed Change: Remove the second paragraph of 5.3.1.11.2
	Status: OPEN

	E032
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.3.1.16
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The 2nd paragraph is redundant and can be removed. 
Proposed Change: Remove the paragraph starting with “This function can be used in…”
	Status: OPEN

	E033
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.15
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This section is empty 
Proposed Change: Remove the section, since it has no function. 
	Status: OPEN

	E034
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.1.16
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This section overlaps section 5.3.1.9. 
Proposed Change: Reconcile the overlap.  
	Status: OPEN

	E035
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: There does not seem to be any interface exposed from the PNE to the PN GW (CPNS-1 is only from the PN GW to the PNE). This is needed for services on the PNE to be exposed to other PNE. 
Proposed Change: Make interface CPNS-1 bidirectional. 
	Status: OPEN

	E036
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This is the only point where it is mentioned how Service Groups are created, and by whom. The interface description is not appropriate for that discussion. 
Proposed Change: Move the 4th paragraph to section 5.3.1.10.2 and change appropriately. 
	Status: OPEN

	E037
	2010-04-08
	T
	5.3.2.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: How is content handled, when transferred from the PNE to another PNE or CPNS Entity?
Proposed Change: Clarify the above. 
	Status: OPEN

	E038
	2010-04-08
	E
	5.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: Good job!
Proposed Change: N/A
	Status: OPEN

	E039
	2010-04-08
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This is not marked as Informative
Proposed Change: Mark Appendix B as Informative. 
	Status: OPEN

	E040
	2010-04-08
	E
	Appendix D
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This is not marked as Informative.
Proposed Change: Mark Appendix E as informative. 
	Status: OPEN

	E041
	2010-04-08
	E
	Appendix F
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: This is not marked as Informative.
Proposed Change: Mark Appendix F as Informative. 
	Status: OPEN
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