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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

	<List the groups involved in the review.  The first four should be Req, Arch, Sec and IOP (these should not be deleted).  List the source and any other OMA group involved.>

<Delete this row>
	<note if served as Host, Source or Reviewer of material (where they are providing comments)>
	<note which groups were explicitly invited>
	<provides place to note if group had been involved with material before the review or if there were key non-technical issues or concerns that the group would like to note explicitly.  This would provide opportunity to note the comprehensiveness of prior involvement or willingness to engage.  Specific technical comments should be presented in the space available below.>

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	BT MAE
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History
	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Preliminary
	2007.04.03
	ConfCall
	ARC
	review of the initial ADRR document

	Followup
	2007.04.10
	ConfCall
	BT-MAE
	Closing some comments

	Full
	2007.04.18
	F2F
	BT-MAE
	Close remaining comments


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-MAE-2007-0072-INP_RME_AD_Geotel_Comments
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	GT001
	2007.3.29
	E
	2.1 Normative References
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

- dash instead of underscore in ‘OMA-RD-Rich-***’
- BT/MAE instead of BAC/MAE
Proposed Change: 
“Rich Media Environment Requirements”, Open Mobile Alliance, OMA-RD-Rich-Media-Environment-V1_0, URL: 
http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/BT/MAE/Permanent_documents/OMA-RD-Rich-Media-Environment-V1_0-20050923-C.zip
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT002
	2007.3.30
	E
	2.2 Informative References
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
OMA Rich-Media Environment White Paper, technology landscape, Open Mobile Alliance, OMA-WP-Rich-Media-Environment :
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT003
	2007.3.30
	E
	3.2 Definitions
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
Non-timed delivery Context
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT004
	2007.3.30
	E
	3.3 Abbreviations
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
Rich-Media-Environment Enabler
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT005
	2007.3.30
	E
	5. Architectural Model
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
Figure 1: Architecture of the RME Client and Server including the scope of RME
Figure 2 Functional compositions of the RME Client and the RME Server 

Figure 3: Flow: loading of an initial scene
Figure 4: Flow: single source delivery
Figure 5: Flow: multi source delivery
Figure 6: Flow: local interaction
Figure 7: Flow: remote interaction
Figure 8: Flow: server push
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT006
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.1 Architectural Diagram
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

In figure 2, RME client components are named like ‘Media Handling’, ‘Font Handling’. These names had better be consistent with the names in <5.2.1.1.1 Scene Manager> like ‘Media Handler’, ‘Font Handler’. 
Proposed Change: 
Changing to ‘Media Handler’, ‘Font Handler’ would be better for components’ names. 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT007
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.1.1.1 Scene Manager
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
•
Media Handler – responsible for handling the relevant decoders supported by the terminal for raster image formats, as well as for the different audio and video streaming formats transmitted along with RME scene and data..
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT008
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.1.1.1 Scene Manager
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
•
Scene Update Management – applies the received updates to the current scene. Scene updates can be delivered to a client from a server without the client requesting it, or they can be requested from the client in a client pull scenario, either initiated by a user action or through timing. The Scene Update Mechanism receives the Scene Update via RME-04.

See section 5.3 Flows, for more details on the different update scenarios.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT009
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.1.1.1 Scene Manager
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
•
Scene Re-Synch and Tune-in – handles the tune-in and re-synchronization on the scene level.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT010
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.1.1.1 Scene Manager
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

In ‘Caching and storage’ description paragraph, the words are too spaced in the second line. 
Proposed Change: 

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT011
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.1.2 RME Client Components – Delivery context level
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
•
Protocol Re-synchronization and Tune-in – handles re-synchronization of a stream that has gone out of sync due to packet loss and/or tunes in to a broadcast or unicast rich media stream.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT012
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.1.2 RME Client Components – Delivery context level
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Consider removing the phrase ‘or needed’.
Proposed Change: 
•
De-compression – handles de-compression of the compressed RME data if compression was used or if decompression is needed.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT013
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.1.2 RME Client Components – Delivery context level
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
•
Storage, Packaging and Transport Protocols/Formats – handles protocols and formats in order to store and deliver the RME data to the client, e.g. RTP payload formats etc. 

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT014
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.2 RME Server
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

- Either two periods or no period
Proposed Change: 
An RME Server supplies the RME Client with rich media data. The data specific to RME are Initial Scenes and Scene Updates. Other data such as script files, images and audio and video may be provided by the RME server to compose the rich media service.
Initial Scene, Scene Updates, scripts and media can be referenced by the scene description (via dedicated attributes/elements, e.g.: video element) from different servers.  They can be synched to the RME-scene timeline and each other using high level and low level timing components  
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT015
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.2 RME Server
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
•
Storage, Packaging and Transport Protocols/Formats – handles the protocols and transport formats.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT016
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.3 RME Interfaces
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
5.2.3.1
RME-01– Bidirectional Client-Server Interface
5.2.3.2
RME-02 – Unidirectional Client-Server Interface
5.2.3.3
RME-03 – Unidirectional interface from Scene Handling Context to the Delivery Context interface
5.2.3.4
RME-04 – Unidirectional interface from Delivery Context Interface to Scene Handling Context
5.2.3.5
RME-05 – Unidirectional Interface from Client Side Scripting to Scene Manager Interface
	Status: CLOSED
See Response to IBM comment number 1 (duplicate)

	GT017
	2007.3.30
	E/T
	5.2.3.2 RME-02 – Unidirectional Client-Server Interface
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

- spelling of ‘through’
- The data(initial scene data, scene updates and data used to populate the scene objects) can be provided both RME-01 and RME-02 interfaces? 
Proposed Change: 
The RME-02 is a unidirectional interface exposed by the RME client. The interface is used for broadcast and multicast use cases where no communication from the client to the server is available. The data provided, through this interface, are initial scene data, scene updates and data used to populate the scene objects.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT018
	2007.3.30
	E/T
	5.2.3.3 RME-03
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
The RME-03 interface is exposed by the Scene Manager to the delivery context. This interface is used by the Scene Manager to deliver information destined both to the RME server and the Delivery Context
The client communication with the RME server SHALL support the following:

•
Sending user data to the server

•
Sending preferences to the server

•
Requesting data from server such as scene updates, scene object data or RME data.

•
Requesting a new channel

The communication with the Delivery Context SHALL support the following functions:

•
Requesting a new data channel

•
requesting synchronization of an existing data channel


	Status: CLOSED
Duplicate, refer to answers to IBM comments.

	GT019
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.4 Timing model and processing model
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
Updates do not contain intrinsic timing information and thus need the timing information to be supplied, to allow synchronization of single or multiple updates with the scene. It  MUST be possible to handle the following timing scenarios:
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT020
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5 Interfaces to other Enablers
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
OMA enablers that the RME Enabler MAY be able to use are:
	Status: CLOSED
The section 5.2.5 is modify as follow:

Interfaces to and from other Enablers

This section describes the relationship between the RME enabler and other OMA enablers with which the RME enabler can interact or that would provide support to the RME enabler.



	GT021
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5.3 BCAST
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
Interactions between the RME and BCAST enabler are as follows:
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT022
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5.4 PUSH
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

 - No period
Proposed Change: 
5.2.5.4 Push

•
The SIP Push Client entity via the Push over SIP protocol interface defined in [OMA-SIP-PUSH]
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT023
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5.6 Device provisioning
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

 - No period
Proposed Change: 
The RME enabler can make usage of the DPE enabler [OMA-DPE] to retrieve information available on the devices.

A user agent Profile may be defined for the RME enabler as part of the [OMA-UAPROF] 

Device Provisioning and Management enablers may be needed to support RME Services and may be achieved according to [OMA-CP-ARCH], [OMA-DM-AD], [OMA-FUMO-AD] and [OMA-SCOMO-AD].
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT024
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5.7 PSTOR
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
The PSTOR enabler may be used by the RME enabler to securely store user preference and services data in addition to specific mechanism that could be specified in the RME-TS. 

Note: This will depend on the [PSTOR] time frame and on the assumption that PSTOR could be accessible by a non browser enabler. 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT025
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5.8 DCD
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
The RME server can be used as a content server to a DCD [DCD] server. Some DCD server functionality can be incorporated in a RME server. In former case, interfaces are defined in the DCD AD document. In latter case, interfaces between the two are implementation dependant.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT026
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5.9 SIMPLE PRESENCE
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
5.2.5.9 Simple Presence
The RME and Presence Enabler can be used jointly in order to retrieve presence information of a user to be used as part of a RME service.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT027
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.2.5.10 LOCATION


	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
5.2.5.10
Location
The RME enabler can be used in conjunction with the Location enabler [OMA-LOC] in order to retrieve location information as part of a RME service.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT028
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.3.1 Sub Use Cases
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
The requirements document [RME-RD] for RME in OMA contains the following use cases:
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT029
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.3.1.2 Single source delivery
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
The flow starts when the Scene Manager is invoked with a request to show RME data based on data from a specified URL. The URL can point to any source as described above. The Scene Manager calls Delivery Context (both client and server side) with a request to tune-in to the given URL. The Delivery Context processes the stream to find a tune-in point. The scene contained in the tune-in point is forwarded to the Scene Manager, which displays the Scene. Delivery Context continues to analyze the incoming data and forwards incoming Scene Updates and  associated media data to Scene Manager. In case of data losses re-synchronization is performed by the Delivery Context which forwards data contained in a successive tune-in point to the Scene Manager.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed but with Scene maintained as we can have scene updates, scenes and associated media data.

	GT030
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.3.2 Flows of the High-level Use Cases
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
5.3.2.1
Use Case: I&E, Karaoke
5.3.2.2
Use Case: P2P, live chat, rich-media blog service
5.3.2.3
Use Case: I&E, Interactive mobile TV services
5.3.2.4
Use Case: Active wall paper services
5.3.2.5
Use Case: Rich mobile application
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT031
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.3.2.3 Use Case I&E, Interactive mobile TV services
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
SUB 1: Loading of an Initial Scene (The user access the menu)
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT032
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.3.2.4 Use Case Active wall paper services
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
SUB 2, SUB 3, or SUB 5: Single source delivery, Multi source delivery and/or Remote Interactions (Retrieve content)
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	GT033
	2007.3.30
	E
	5.3.2.5 Use Case Rich mobile application
	Source: Hwang, Geotel
Form: OMA-MAE-2007-0072
Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
SUB 1: Loading of an Initial Scene (Download and start the application)
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.2 Comments from IBM on the reflector

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	IBM

001
	2007.03.29
	T
	x.y
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
Form: email
Comment: 
Interfaces are not "bi-directional".   

Proposed Change: Please factor RME-1 into 2 separate interfaces (figures and descriptions) 
	Status: CLOSED
Transport directionality and interfaces will be dissociated. 

Document will be reviewed accordingly. 

	IBM

002
	2007.03.29
	T
	Figure 2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: email

Comment: if the boxes (e.g., scene description, remote interaction) do not represent required functional decomposition, then do not place them in boxes.
Proposed Change: Instead list the names (not inside boxes) but just as an unordered list inside the box which does have defined interfaces (eg scene manager).
	Status: CLOSED
Boxes inside the scene manager and into the scene delivery context will be change to a different representation.

	IBM

003
	2007.03.29
	T
	5.2.5.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: email

Comment: 

I don't understand sentence "The RME enabler and the RME content are agnostic to the BCAST enabler."   Does this mean that BCAST may use RME but not the reverse??
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED 
A better phrasing (without agnostic) should be provided.

	IBM

004
	2007.03.29
	T
	5.2.5.6
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: email

Comment: 

what does "The definition of a Management Object for the RME enabler can be needed."  Does this mean that an MO will be defined?  "can be needed"?
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED
Rephrasing to clarify the intend of defining a MO

	IBM

005
	2007.03.29
	T
	5.2.5.7
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: email

Comment: 

similar confusion with "The PSTOR enabler may be used by the RME enabler to securely store user preference and user and services data in addition to specific mechanism that could be specify in the RME TS. "
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED
Dependencies to PSTOR are removed.

	IBM

006
	2007.03.29
	T
	5.2.5
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: email

Comment: 

It seems the whole 5.2.5 section has the above confusion.  If the RME spec will define how to use (mandatory or optional) other enablers, then these are dependencies.  If it is only that a vendor implementation could make use of these othre enablers, then such information should not be in the AD or TS -- any implementation can use any component it wants without guidance from OMA.  Another example is in section 5.2.5.9,  "The RME and Presence Enabler can be used jointly in order to retrieve presence information of a user to be used as part of an RME service."  Maybe there is confusion about the difference between an RME enabler and RME service?
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED
Clarify other enablers that need to interface and spec work to be done in the RME TS. Take out of the AD statement on interface that are “implementation dependant”.


	IBM

007
	2007.03.29
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: email

Comment: 

this interface is not "exposed by the Scene Manager".  It also says "The client communication with the server SHALL support the following" but this is an interface into the Delivery Context so it is not about client communication with the server.
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to change for 

RME-03 is a unidirectional interface exposed by the Delivery Context. This interface is used by the Scene Manager to deliver information to the delivery context such as:
· Send user data to the server

· Send preferences to the server

· Request data from server such as scene updates, scene object data or RME data.

· Requesting a new channel
· requesting synchronization of an existing data channel


	IBM

008
	2007.03.29
	T
	5.2.3.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: email

Comment: 

"RME-04 is a unidirectional interface exposed by the Delivery Context to the Scene Handling Context" but the arrow for this interface goes into the Scene Manager not the other way around?
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to change for 

RME-04 is an interface exposed by the Scene Handling Context to the Delivery Context. 

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.3 OMA-MAE-2007-0074-INP_RME_AD_Review_Ericsson_comments 
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	Erx 1
	2007.04.02
	T
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: The AD refers to the Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG) Fonts, the SVG uDOM, the SVG timing model and SVG media elements.  It does not, however, refer to SVG as being the scene description language.
Proposed Change: Include reference to SVG as the scene description language
	Status: CLOSED 
The RME scene language is SVG with LASeR, DIMS SMIL scene extensions. Then it can not be reference as the “scene description language”

	Erx2
	2007.04.02
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Various interfaces are depicted in figure 1. which of these interfaces are optional?

Proposed Change: include statement that clarifies what parts are mandatory and what parts are optional
	Status: CLOSED
Only Dash arrows are optional as detailed in the introduction of 5.1

	Erx3
	2007.04.02
	T
	5.1, 5.2.3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: An uplink to a server may not be relevant (i.e. RME-03) for a broadcast client. We assume that this interface is optional from client perspective.
Proposed Change: Clarify that the interface is optionally supported by the client.
	Status: CLOSED
It is possible to implement RME on devices without a back channel; however, interactivity will be limited to local interactions. 

Devices without backchannels MUST handle backchannel communication gracefully.


	Erx4
	2007.04.02
	T
	5.2.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: The following is stated in 5.2.4 “The technical specification SHALL specify a processing model detailed enough that the implementations applying the processing model will yield only one correct version of the scene”.  As we understand it, and as mentioned in the AD, the timing/processing model will be inherited largely from SVG.  Note however that the processing order of scripts/events, is not specified in SVG.  Processing order problems can be avoided during content creation; that should be clarified.
Proposed Change: 

Add text to clarify that when it comes to processing order of scripts/events, that these can be determined during content creation.
	Status: CLOSED
It is not in the scope of the AD to define the sequence of events, updates or script. This does need to be defined in the TS.

No action is needed on the AD.

	Erx5
	2007.04.02
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is no mention of random access points, whereas in section 5.3.1.2 these appear to be implied: e.g. “The Delivery Context processes the stream to find a tune in point.”

Proposed Change: 

Suggest to mention random access points.
	Status: CLOSED 

A paragraph will be added in the introduction to clarify tune-in as one of the features RME needs to include.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


4. Review Checklist 
(Informative)

It is higly recommended for the group working on an AD to develop the following table during the AD development and provide it as preparation of the AD reviews (informal and formal reviews).
	Area
	Aspects to be considered
	Response from originating group

	Scope,

Introduction
	The Scope and Introduction sections should be completed before the first informal review.  Consider to copy appropriate text from the RD to the Scope or Introduction Sections.

Identify which parts of the RD scope are addressed in the current AD draft
	This has been done.

All the part of the scope is addressed in the current AD draft.

	Normative References, Informative References
	References in normative sections that are used for describing the architecture of the enabler in normative sections are usually normative and they can be informative in the case of referencing background information.

Identify where the AD has diverged from this concept.

See also the [Referencing Policy].
	There is one divergence, which is for the reference of Open Font format. It is in the informative section as the level of support of the Open Font format is defined as recommended (SHOULD)

	Definitions, Abbreviations
	In the case that new definitions or abbreviations are introduced (that are not in the [OMA-DICT], did you consider to bring the generic ones, that may apply to other enablers as well, to the [OMA-DICT]?
	Yes, RME could apply to other enabler: e.g. for DCD, LFC, BCAST…

	Architecture model, OSE principles
	Identify any dependency on other enablers. 

Identify aspects which are re-used from other enablers. 

Indicate whether the work on the other enablers is already ongoing.

Have you socialized with the groups that are responsible for these enablers?

In case other enablers are impacted (e.g. an enhancement is required), indicate whether these modifications are/will be in scope of the other enablers or as part of the enabler that is reviewed. 

Identify aspects that are not covered (but required by requirements) by this enabler and not re-used from other enablers.

In case a diagram of the architecture has been created, indicate whether the diagram adheres to the guidelines presented in section ARCH best practice document section 5.2  of this document.
	A complete section in the AD details the relation with other OMA enabler. 

There should be limited impact on other enabler, but only specifying interfaces. The work will be undertaken during the RME TS phase.

The diagram follows the rules of the ARCH best practice document.

	Specific Work Areas
	Identify impact on:

SEC

MCC

IOP

External Groups – addressing need for new liaisons and dependencies on External Work.
	The SEC group should review technical specification related to the security concerns highlighted in the RME AD document.

IOP group will be asked to develop an IOP test for the RME enabler.

	Plan for further development of the enabler
	Where will the enabler be developed beyond the AD phase?

Identify potential WGs for developing the TSs.  Consider socializing the architecture document with candidate groups, to get their feedback on whether they could develop these specifications

This should be discussed at an early stage, to achieve parallel development where appropriate and to speed up the overall completion time for the enabler.
	The RME enabler will be specify (TS) in the BT MAE working group.

















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.

© 2007 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 16)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20070101-I]

© 2007 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 15 (of 16)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20070101-I]

