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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	BT DCAP
	Source, Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Host, Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Review Comments

2.3 OMA-AD-DPE-V1_0-20070612-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A1. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	2.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: Maybe we need an informative reference to DPE RD. DPE RD occurs in this document several times.
Proposed Change:
Add reference to DPE RD.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A2. A001
	2007.06.25
	E
	2.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: <doc ref>,
This needs to be removed
Proposed Change: Remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A3. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	2.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: <doc ref>,
This needs to be removed
Proposed Change: Remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A4. A001
	2007.06.25
	E
	2.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Security Common Functions”
If reference to AD, It should be “Common Security Functions Architecture”.
Proposed Change: Modify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A5. A001
	2007.06.25
	E
	3.1
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc 

Comment: 
This is an informative document, which is not intended to provide testable requirements to implementations.

This sentence needs to be removed.
Proposed Change: Remove
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A6. A001
	2007.06.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Abbreviations.
No definitions? Do we need to copy some from RD?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A7. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
We need abbreviation for DPE, and OTA? 

Proposed Change: 
Add some abbreviations
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A8. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	4
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
see §5.4.2.3 
It seems to be 5.4.2.4
Proposed Change: Modify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A9. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	4.1
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
DPE RD
Maybe we need live link to the reference.

Proposed Change: Modify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A10. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	4.2.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
These mechanisms are detailed in the Technical Specifications document.
Will be

Proposed Change: Modify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A11. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.1
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Dependencies
Do we need to mention DM? Because from the diagram, we have the provisioning part.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A12. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.1
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
It is foreseen, however, that the OMA Security Common Functions Requirements [SEC_CF] might be a source of dependencies in the TS phase.
Requirement or architecture? In the informative reference part, it mentions architecture.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A13. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Diagram of DPE Architecture
DPE-3 is in scope, but ASP is drawn in dashed frame. Also the DPE Client and DPE Server is in bule color. Why? My suggestion is to change ASP in solid frame and don’t use color for DPE Client and DPE Server.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A14. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
assigning a unique identifier  (using Interface DPE-1)
DPE-1 or DPE 2? How to differentiate DPE-1 and DPE-2? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A15. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
the Policy Manager in charge of managing the current policies associated with the DPE Clients

From the flow, DPE Server can set Group to the DPE Client, but this functionality is not indicated here.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A16. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
the Registration function in charge of getting the necessary information to connect to a DPE Server and retrieving a unique identifier

Does this mean the Bootstrap process? If yes, it is the functionality of DM Client. From DM perspective, another issue is the client can’t Get connectivity information from server.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A17. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Any alternative device description solution willing to retrieve information on the dynamic device capabilities of a given terminal through the DPE enabler would be considered like an ASP from a DPE Server's point of view.

In the old AD diagram, there is an Entity named Alternative Device Description, now it is removed. Do we need to remove this sentence?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A18. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
The DPE–1 Interface

Which interface is used for the client to report dynamic property? DPE-1 or DPE-2? This is not mentioned.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A19. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Any alternate device description solution willing to retrieve the value(s) of a single (or a group of) dynamic device property (ies) of a given DPE Client and to apply policies must use the DPE-3 interface.

Do we need to remove this sentence?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A20. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	5.4.2.4
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
see §5.4.2.4 
It seems to be 5.4.2.5
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A21. 
	2007.06.25
	T
	5.4.2.4
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Figure 5: Retrieval of a single dynamic device property value according to a policy
Step 2 “Service/content delivery” seems to be redundant, it is not occurred in the flow.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A22. 
	2007.06.25
	E
	5.4.2.5
	Source: Kepeng Li, Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: 
Figure 6: Retrieval of a labeled group of dynamic device property’s values
To improve readability, my suggestion is to have some number for the flows in the figure
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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