Doc# OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0128R01-CR_Closing_editorial_comments[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Change Request

Doc# OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0128R01-CR_Closing_editorial_comments
Change Request



Change Request

	Title:
	Closing editorial comments
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	CD/ CPNS group

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-AD-CPNS-V1_0-20100423-D.doc

	Submission Date:
	10/05/2010

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Editorial changes


	Source:
	Xhafer Krasniqi, Xhafer.krasniqi@eu.nec.com


5 Reason for Change

This revision is to address the comment received during the R&A and the decision made during the conference call on 10th of May.

Changes captured in this revision are in comments A076 and A221.
This CR is to address action item ‘CD CPNS-2010-A075’, to suggest resolution of editorial comments from the CPNS ADRR. 
6 Impact on Backward Compatibility

N/A
7 Impact on Other Specifications

N/A
8 Intellectual Property Rights

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

9 Recommendation

To the group to review this input and agree to incorporate in the CPNS AD.
10 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Proposal to close editorial comments
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2010.04.09
	E
	Front page
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: Dates in the front page are not the same. One is 26 of March, while the other one is 20100328 

Proposed Change: Align the dates in the front page.

	Status: Closed
Already addressed in the new version

	A002
	2010.04.09
	E
	Contents
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE
Comment: Problem with the table of contents. It is not possible to update it.
Proposed Change: Have the right table of content
	Status: Closed
Editor to address thisas suggested

	A003
	2010.04.09
	E
	All sections
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE
Comment: Any mentioning of service publication, Service discovery is inconsistent throughout the AD. Publication ( Service Publication

Proposed Change: Change the publication, service publication, Service publication into Service Publication in AD.

Change service discovery, discovery into ‘Service Discovery’ in AD.
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested

	A005
	2010.04.8
	E
	All
	Source: ZTE

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0101-AD_Review_Comments_ZTE

Comment: Current AD needs some editorial work to make it neater. 

Proposed Change: Need some editorial work, see CR84.
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this by using CR 084, but not all of it may apply since the AD was revised in the mean time and some sections removed altogether. 



	A007
	2010.04.06
	E
	Whole
	Source: KDDI

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0096-AD_Review_Comments_KDDI

Comment: The terms of CPNS entity and CPNS Entity are used as the same meaning (i.e., small “e” and capital “E” for entity are mixed). The terms of CPNS enabler and CPNS Enabler are used as well.
Proposed Change: unify the expression for readability
	Status: Closed
Editor to apply consistency across the AD. 

Given that none of those two terms are defined we can decide either way. 

I would suggest to have CPNS Enabler (Enabler in capital), while CPNS entity (entity in lower case) across the AD.

	A013
	2010-04-08
	T
	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: Closed
This is not an editorial comment. 
No actions needed.

Already addressed by A004 and A006

	A015
	2010.04.07
	E
	2.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0099-Review_Comments_Huawei

Comment: There are two “[OSE]” and” [RFC2119]” in 2.1 section.
Proposed Change: delete one
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this by removing one of references for RFC2119 and remove both references to OSE completely as per A023 since term OSE is not used anywhere in the AD.

	A016
	2010.04.8
	E
	2.1
	Source: ZTE

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0101-AD_Review_Comments_ZTE

Comment: First 2 references are duplicated. 

Proposed Change: Remove them.
	Status: Closed
See A015

	A017
	2010-04-08
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: Comment

Comment: The references to OSE and RFC 2119 are repeated twice. 
	Status: Closed
See A015

	A018
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: Normative References are not in the alphabetical order.  

Proposed Change: Reorder alphabetically.
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested

	A019
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: Reference to [OSE] is included twice. 

Proposed Change: Remove one of them.
	Status: Closed
See A015

	A020
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: Reference to Best practice architecture document is missing. 

Proposed Change: To add the reference to Best Practice Architecture document.

[OMA-ARCH-BEST-PRACTICES] 

“Architecture Best Practices”, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-ORG-Architecture_Best_Practices-V1_5-20090701-D, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested

	A022
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: SKT, Innoace
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Two references are repeated, [OSE] and [REF2119]
Proposed Change: 
Suggest to change to:
Remove the duplicated references [OSE] and [REF2119]
	Status: Closed
See A015

	A023
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: OSE is not referred in the AD at all 
Proposed Change: delete OSE in reference section

	Status: Closed
Editor to delete reference to OSE

	A024
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: Reference [RFC2119] is duplicated.
Proposed Change: delete one of them

	Status: Closed
See A015

	A025
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: HTC

Form:  OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0106-AD_Review_Comments_HTC.doc

Comment: [OSE] and [RFC2119] in the reference table are both listed twice.

Proposed Change: Keep only one [OSE] and [RFC2119] in the reference table.
	Status: Closed
See A015

	A028
	2010.04.01
	Q/E
	2.2
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Shouldn’t the reference for [OMADICT] be deleted since it is not referenced in main body?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed
No actions needed. DoCoMo agrees that references should not only be in the body, but also in the Appendix.

	A029
	2010.04.07
	E
	2.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0099-Review_Comments_Huawei

Comment:” [UPnP Forum]” is not used in the AD document at all.

Proposed Change: delete it
	Status: Closed
No actions needed. UPnP term is used in section 5.3.1.17 (5.3.1.15 latest revision)



	A030
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: Informative References are not in the alphabetical order 

Proposed Change: Reorder alphabetically
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as proposed

	A031
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: The version for OMA dictionary reference should not be Vx.y., but it should be last version, which is V2.8 

Proposed Change: Proposed to modify the reference to:

“Dictionary for OMA Specifications”, Version 2.8., Open Mobile Alliance™,
OMA-ORG-Dictionary-V2.8, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as proposed

	A032
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: SKT, Innoace
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment:  Information References are not in a same format and reasonable order. 
Proposed Change: 
Suggest to change to:
Consistency review is required for the Information References section
	Status: Closed
Comment is not very clear, but I believe the intent is addressed by A030

	A033
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: RFC 2327 is not referred in the AD at all.
Proposed Change: delete RFC 2327 in reference section

	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested

	A034
	2010.04.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: Internet Draft ‘Simple Service Discovery protocol’ is not referred in the AD.
Proposed Change:  delete Internet Draft in the reference section

	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested. In addition, an Internet draft can’t be referenced. 

	A035
	2010.04.09
	E
	3.1
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: CPNS WG made consensus that all appendix is informative.
Proposed Change: delete ‘and appendixes’ in the last sentence.

	Status: Closed
This is part of the template and not that CPNS group or the editor inserted it.

The proposed change is not very clear since if we remove ‘and appendixes’ this would mean that appendixes are normative, which is not the case. 

Instead, I suggest to change to: 

“All sections are normative, unless they are explicitly indicated to be informative”.
All the informative sections are indicated as ‘informative’ anyway. 

	A037
	2010.04.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: No need for Metadata Directory definition since there is no associated description in main body. 

Proposed Change: Delete Metadata Directory definition
	Status: Closed
Withdrawn by DoCoMo

	A038
	2010.04.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: There is no associated description for “Searchable Schema” defined in Definitions section. 

Proposed Change: Delete the definition
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A045

	A039
	2010.04.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: The Service Offerer definition uses the wording, “Metadata Directory”, which does not have associated description in normative section.  

Proposed Change: Change it to “CPNS Server”
	Status: Closed
Withdrawn by DoCoMo

	A041
	2010.04.07
	E
	3.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0099-Review_Comments_Huawei

Comment: The terms should be listed in sequence based on the first letter.
Proposed Change: see above comment
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this by sorting the definitions alphabetically.

	A044
	2010.04.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: Definitions are not in the alphabetical order 

Proposed Change: Reorder the definitions alphabetically
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A041

	A050
	2010.04.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: HTC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0106-AD_Review_Comments_HTC.doc

Comment: We don’t need the definition of “Searchable Schema” since there is no “Searchable Schema” in the latest AD.

Proposed Change: Remove “Searchable Schema” definition from section 3.2
	Status: Closed

Addressed by A045

	A051
	2010.04.07
	E
	3.3
	Source: Huawei
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0099-Review_Comments_Huawei

Comment: Some missing abbreviation should be added, e.g. OSE, CPNS…
Proposed Change: add the missing abbreviations in the AD document
	Status: Closed
No actions needed. Acronym OSE will be removed anyway and CPNS already addressed in the RD. 

See A052

	A052
	2010.04.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: Additional abbreviations are needed such as CPNS, DLNA, PNE, PN GW, UPnP, 3GPP and so on. 
Proposed Change: add abbreviations above.

	Status: Closed
Editor to insert acronyms for DLNA, PN GW, PNE, UPnP and 3GPP. 

DLNA-Digital Living Network Alliance
PN GW – Personal Network Gateway

PNE-Personal Network Element
UPnP- Universal Plug and Play

3GPP-3rd Generation Partnership Project

	A053
	2010.04.06
	E
	4
	Source: KDDI

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0096-AD_Review_Comments_KDDI

Comment: ‘WAN networks’ in the 4th bullet is strange expression, since WAN stands for Wide Area Network, including network in itself.
Proposed Change: ‘Cellular/WAN networks’ should be reworded to ‘cellular networks / WAN’.
	Status: Closed
Suggested to change to:

‘…WAN/Cellular networks’



	A071
	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: Closed
No actions needed. Already addressed by A004 and A006.

	A072
	2010.04.06
	E
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0095

Comment: There should not be editor’s note in a document under review 

Proposed Change: Resolve and remove the editor’s note
	Status: Closed
Editor to address thia as suggested.

	A073
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: There are no additional Dependencies.

Proposed Change: Remove Editor’s note.
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A072

	A076
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: for the status management, CPNS enabler may conform one of Presence reference, not both of them.
Proposed Change: change ‘and’ to ‘or’ in the last sentence in section 5.1.1.

	Status: Closed
There is nothing wrong to be compliant with both enablers, though I would suggest to only support the SIP-based enabler.

Suggested wording: “In this case, CPNS entities will comply with functionalities and interfaces as described in [PRS-SIMPLE-AD] or [PRS-IMPS-AD] “.

	A080
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.2
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Based on AD best practice guideline, the diagrams that include non-normative reference points and/or interfaces should only be used in informative sections. 

Proposed Change: Delete the dashed line and associated function element for normative section and move current diagram to informative section. 
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A081

	A083
	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: Closed
Editor to look at it. Already addressed in the latest revision. 

	A085
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.2
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: What is the dotted line between PN GWs and CPNS Servers in figure 1? Everybody can recognize they are in different CPNS domain even there is no dotted line.

If the PN GW resigns in another PN, we need to insert the detailed description for that circumstance and modify the dotted line shape for only PN excluding CPNS Server. But the different substance looks common sense generally. 

Proposed Change: Remove the dotted line, or clearly describe what dotted line means.
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A082

	A087
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.2

5.2.1

5.3.1.17
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: ‘Other PNEs(UPnP, Bluetooth)’ in Figure1 is mismatched with the other sections in AD. There are ‘non CPNS-enabled devices’ in Section 5.2.1 and ‘non CPNS devices’ in Section 5.3.1.17. 

Proposed Change: Exchange ‘Other PNEs(UPnP, Bluetooth)’ and ‘non CPNS-enabled devices’ into ‘non CPNS devices’ like Section 5.3.1.17.
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested and in addition to add UPnP, Bluretooth in brackets.
5.2. In the diagram the box in the dashed-lines to change to: “Non-CPNS devices (e.g. UPnP, Bluetooth)”
5.2.1. ‘non CPNS-enabled devices’ to be replaced with ‘non- CPNS devices’



	A100
	2010.04.09
	E
	All of 5.3
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: Since all functions described in AD can be deployed in PNE, PN GW, and CPNS Server, the description of where it can be deployed is not needed. 

Proposed Change: As agreed during Seoul Interim Meeting, remove all text that says 

“This function can be deployed in the CPNS PNE, CPNS PN GW and CPNS server.”
And

“This function can also be deployed in the PN GW for entities without CPNS features”
	Status: Closed
No actions needed. This is already addressed

	A104
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Delete Connection Management. There is no such function defined as Connection Management . 

Proposed Change: Delete Connection Management.
	Status: Closed
Already addressed. However, the term ‘connection management’still appears in some parts. 
Will be addressed by CR 107 from SKT

	A106
	2010.04.06
	E
	5.3.1.1

5.3.1.2

5.3.1.3
	Source: KDDI

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0096-AD_Review_Comments_KDDI

Comment: ‘actions’ in the last of the 1st paragraph is not necessary.
Proposed Change: Remove ‘actions’
	Status: Closed
No actions needed. This will be addressed by CR 107. Term ‘actions’ is removed and instead term ‘functions’ is used.

	A113
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.1

5.3.1.2

5.3.1.3
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: CPNS Entity Discovery and PN Registration was agreed in seoul meeting
Proposed Change: change ‘PN/PNE Discovery and registration’ to ‘CPNS Entity Discovery and PN Registration’

	Status: Closed
No actions needed. Will be addressed by CR 107. Already captured in this CR. 

	A117
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Delete Connection Management. There is no such function defined as Connection Management .

Proposed Change: Delete Connection Management.
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A107 and A104

	A122
	2010.04.09
	T
	5.3.1.2


	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE
Comment: PN GW forwards service description/ discovery or relaying response referring 5.3.1.9.4.
Proposed Change: Change ‘Service publication and Discovery function’ into ‘Service publication and Discovery forwarding’
	Status: Closed
This is not an editorial comment anyway.

Will be addressed by CR 107. Service Publication and Discovery function is already removed from the list in this CR. 

	A130
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.3
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Delete Connection Management. There is no such function defined as Connection Management .

Proposed Change: Delete Connection Management.
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A107

	A132
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.3
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: There is an open bracket  in the first paragraph

Proposed Change: Remove the open bracket
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested

	A137
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.4
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: As captured in the minutes from Seoul Interim meeting, the connection management section needs to be deleted (the context is merged into Content delivery section).

Proposed Change: Delete the connection management section
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A107

	A139
	2010-04-08
	T
	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: Closed
This is not an editorial comment. Will be addressed by CR 107

	A149
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.5
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Based on the CPNS SWG consensus, no overview description before Definition/role section is needed. 

Proposed Change: Delete the description
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A154

	A150
	2010.04.06
	E
	5.3.1.5

5.3.1.7

5.3.1.8

5.3.1.10

5.3.1.16


	Source: KDDI

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0096-AD_Review_Comments_KDDI

Comment: CPNS group has agreed to remove the description which is common to all functions (e.g., This function can be deployed in the CPNS PNE, CPNS PN GW and CPNS server. xxxx).
Proposed Change: Remove them.
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A154

	A151
	2010.04.09
	T
	5.3.1.5
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: ‘Device Capabilities’ is not the function but the target. We need to insert the functionality.
Proposed Change: Change ‘Device Capabilities’ into ‘Management and dissemination of the Device Capabilities’ following the 5.3.1.5.1 Definition/role
	Status: OPEN
This is not an editorial comment.

CR 107 will address this comment, though not in the way suggested here. 

	A159
	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: Closed
No actions needed. Will be addressed by CR 107

	A166
	2010-04-08
	T
	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
This is not an editorial comment. 

CR 107 will touch on this, though it does not address this comment. 

	A173
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.7.2
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: using pronoun gives vagueness
Proposed Change: delete’ their’ in second bullet

	Status: Closed
No actions needed. 
‘Their’ is correct since it is the plural of possessive form for they/them i.e. CPNS entities. 

	A177
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.8
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Based on the CPNS SWG consensus, no overview description before Definition/role section is needed. 

Proposed Change: Delete the description
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A154

	A182
	2010.04.06
	E
	5.3.1.8.2
	Source: KDDI

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0096-AD_Review_Comments_KDDI

Comment: “at an the level” in the 2nd bullet is inappropriate English expression.
Proposed Change: rephrase ‘at the level’.
	Status: Closed
Already addressed by A183. 

	A189
	2010.04.09
	T
	5.3.1.9.2
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: The third bullet and its sub section are not clear.
Proposed Change: Change the subsection, or suppress the sub-bullet
	Status: OPEN
This is not an editorial comment.



	A195
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.10
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Based on the CPNS SWG consensus, no overview description before Definition/role section is needed. 

Proposed Change: Delete the description
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A154

	A199
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.10.2

5.3.1.14.2
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: Having third level sub-bullet within description section does not fit into to rest of functional description

Proposed Change: Change the functional description as written in CR XXX
	Status: Closed
No actions needed. Addressed by A197.

The proposed change is not clear. 

	A202
	2010.04.09
	T
	5.3.1.10.2
	Source: HTC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0106-AD_Review_Comments_HTC.doc

Comment: Editorial change.
Proposed Change:
The [CPNS RD] requires Service Groups to be able to share services and data in a secure manner. In a Service Group, it is assumed that common data is distributed to multiple or all devices which are using the service in the Service Group, regardless of whether common data is CPNS signaling data or Content/Service data. 


	Status: OPEN
This is not an editorial comment and is not an CPNS AD comment. 

No actions needed. Authors should consider 

	A214
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.11


	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: To be consistent, the title of section 5.3.1.11 should be matched with section 5.3.1.1, 5.3.1.2 and 5.3.1.3
Proposed Change: Change ‘5.3.1.11
CPNS Entity Discovery & PN Registration’ into ‘5.3.1.11 PN/PNE Discovery & Registration’
And remove ‘NOTE: in the case of discovery, ~~’ because the title already covers it.
	Status: Closed
No actions needed. A113 suggests the opposite and that is what was agreed in Seoul.

It is allowed and normal practice to have a Note in a permanent document. 

There should not be Editor’s notes, but it is ok to have Notes. 

	A218
	2010.04.06
	E
	5.3.1.11.2
	Source: KDDI

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0096-AD_Review_Comments_KDDI

Comment: The last sentence in section 5.3.1.11.2 is colored in red.
Proposed Change: Change the letter color black
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A221

	A221
	2010-04-08
	T
	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
This is a technical comment and will be addressed by CR 134R01

Editor to address this as suggested. Last sentence is a duplicate of the first sentence. 

	A224
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.11.2
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: The text “This function facilitates registration of information of PNE(s) and PN GW in PN Inventory stored in CPNS Server.” Is written in red. Why Red? (
Proposed Change: Text color should be changed to black to be in-line with other text
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A221

	A227
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.13
5.3.1.13.1
	Source: SKT, Innoace
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: The section number of Security component is marked in error. 
Proposed Change: 
Change the 5.3.1.13 to 5.3.1.12.1 and 5.3.1.13.1 to 5.3.12.2
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as suggested 

	A228
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.13

5.3.1.13.1
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: 5.3.1.13 should be 5.3.1.12.1.

5.3.1.13.1 should be 5.3.1.12.2
Proposed Change: changing 5.3.1.13 to 5.3.1.12.1 and 5.3.1.13.1 to 5.3.1.12.2

	Status: Closed
Addressed bv A227

	A231
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.13 afterwards till 5.3.1.17
	Source: HTC
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0106-AD_Review_Comments_HTC.doc
Comment: Wrong section number since 5.3.1.13

Proposed Change: Request editor to rearrange section number starting from 5.3.1.13
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A227

	A233
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.14
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Based on the CPNS SWG consensus, no overview description before Definition/role section is needed. 

Proposed Change: Delete the description
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A154

	A236
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.14.1
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Need to use brackets for Charging reference
Proposed Change: Insert Charging reference with brackets and delete the number with brackets
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A154

	A238
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.1.14.1
	Source: HTC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0106-AD_Review_Comments_HTC.doc

Comment: Editorial change.
Proposed Change:
This function allows charging for use of the CPNS enabler, by re-using the [Charging-AD].

	Status: Closed
No actions needed. Addressed by Cr 111R01 currently under the R&A

	A239
	2010.04.10
	T
	5.3.1.14.1
	Source: MCC convener
Form: INP

Comment: Following the recommendations given in Best Practice and used in other specifications it is recommended to describe the architecture followed by scenarios, messages and parameter descriptions
Proposed Change: Insert chapter for CPNS Charging Architecture, CPNS Charging Principles and Scenarios and CPNS Charging Information
	Status: OPEN
This is not an editorial comment. 

Pending discussion and decision of CR 124



	A252
	2010.04.01
	E
	5.3.1.17
	Source: NTT docomo

Form: INP

Comment: Need to use brackets for UPnP and DLNA reference.
Proposed Change: Insert [UPnP Forum] and [DLNA] reference and delete the number with brackets
	Status: Closed
Editor to address as proposed 

	A256
	2010.04.09
	T
	5.3.1.17
	Source: HTC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0106-AD_Review_Comments_HTC.doc

Comment: Editorial change.
Proposed Change:
This is a proxy that allows the user to use suitable devices, for instance those supporting [UPnP] and [DLNA]; and Bluetooth, to consume services provided using CPNS. 


	Status: OPEN
This is not an editorial comment. 

It is not very clear as what is wrong with the existing text in the non-CPNS devices and also it is not clear as where the proposed text should be, i.e. at the beginning, middle or end of the existing paragraph. 

	A264
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0098-AD_Review_Comments_by_LGE

Comment: This section has the label of RD only.
Proposed Change: Remove the label of RD ‘(HLF-003]; [HLF-013];[ CPNS-AUC-001]
[HLF-003];[HLF-013], 
[CPNS-AUC-001];[CPNS-AUZ-001]
	Status: Closed
Editor to address as suggested

	A265
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: Parts in brackets showing the requirements labels are not needed.

In addition, the last sentence under Note should be removed too.

Proposed Change: Remove the following parts:

(HLF-003]; [HLF-013];[ CPNS-AUC-001]

[HLF-003];[HLF-013]

[CPNS-AUC-001];[CPNS-AUZ-001]
[Note: we may have a separate interface for just content provision].
	Status: Closed
Addressed by A264

	A266
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-CD-CPNS-2010-0100-AD_Review_comments_from_NEC

Comment: The last sentence under Note should be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove the Note.

[Note: we may have a separate interface for just content provision].
	Status: Closed
Editor to address this as proposed

	A275
	2010.04.09
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: Samsung
Form: INP

Comment: the description style should follow other section. The bullet style will be changed to normal description style.
Proposed Change: remove the bullet style.
	Status: Closed
No changes needed. Already captured by CR 91R05 that is agreed. 

	A277
	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: Closed
Editor to address this as proposed
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