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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 Comments 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

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Host
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	MCE-LFC
	Source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full 
	2008.05.20
	ConfCall
	MCE-LFC; ARC
	OMA-AD-LFC-V1_0-20080430-D

	Full 
	2008.05.23
	ConfCall
	MCE-LFC; 
	OMA-AD-LFC-V1_0-20080430-D


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-AD-LFC-V1_0-20080430-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.05.16
	T
	Across the AD
	Source: Gemalto

Form: Email comment

 Comment: In the context of LFC, instead of SRM, a different term should be used, SRC-Secure Removable Card.

The OMA SRM that is an enabler in OMA describes the way Right Objects are stored in SRM, and is based on ROAP protocol and security model. This is not the same thing as used in the context of LFC. 

Proposed Change: Solution included in OMA-LFC-2008-0045R01
	Status: OPEN 

To be agreed as proposed and described in LFC-2008-0045R01.

Closed

	A009
	2008.05.20
	T
	3.2
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0095
Comment: Recommend to include the definition for LFC Client
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Proposed definition as follows:

LFC Client:

A device-based entity that interacts with the LFC Remote Management Server and LFC Content Server to perform any specific LFC operation, such as install, update, lock/unlock  etc.

Closed


	A011
	2008.05.19
	T
	4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0094

Comment: Recommend to apply security mechanisms in OMA SEC_CFv1 for authentication, authorization and integrity protection in section 4.2.

Proposed Change:.
	Status: OPEN 
Comment is not very clear as what is specifically required.

To ask Alcatel-Lucent for clarificaiton



	A013
	2008.05.19
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0094

Comment: The legend in figure 1 does not explain what the difference is between boxes with square corners and boxes with round corners

Proposed Change: Please add explanation to the legend
	Status: OPEN
There is no difference. 
Proposed change not agreed but diagrams to be corrected accordingly for consistency purposes and avoid confusion.
Closed 

 

	A014
	2008.05.19
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0094

Comment: According to figure 1, interface LFCUI-1 is exposed by the User Agent, though User Agent is not part of the enabler. Components are defined by the interface they expose, therefore User Agent is part of your enabler.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 
It is not clear as what is required or proposed here. User Agent is not necessarily part of the enabler, since it only interacts of other entities on the device on behalf of the user.
Propose to close the comment without any action


	A015
	2008.05.19
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0094

Comment: According to figure 1, the LFC Content Server is part of your enabler. However, it exposes no interface defined by this enabler. It does expose a DL interface however. So isn’t this component really a part of the DLOTA enabler?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 
LFC Content server is part of the enabler and interfaces with the delivery client, but this interface is outside the scope of LFC enabler as such allowing the use of any delivery mechanism. DLOTA is just an example of the delivery mechanism, but other delivery mechanism can also be used.
Proposed to close the comment without any action


	A017
	2008.05.20
	T
	5.2.1

5.2.2
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0095
Comment: Agreed CR #31 has not been applied to both of diagrams.
Proposed Change: Please change both of diagrams according to CR #31.
	Status: OPEN

Agreed as proposed.

Closed

	A018
	2008.05.19
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0094

Comment: You should label section 5.3 as Normative

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 
Agreed as proposed
Closed

	A019
	2008.05.19
	T
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0094

Comment: You should label section 5.4 as Informative

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
Agreed as proposed

Closed 

	A020
	2008.05.20
	T
	5.4.2.1.1
	Source: LG Electronics
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0095
Comment: The sentence can make confusion that this step is the final step of the alternative flow.
Proposed Change: Please reward the section as:

Step 1 and 2 are the same as in the normal flow.

2a – LFC Management Server performs, over the DM session, an LFC inventory query to determine the appropriate LFC Package.

Step 3, 4 and 5 are the same as in the normal flow.
	Status: OPEN

Agreed as proposed. 

This sounds to be more an editorial comment.

Closed
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