Doc# [image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance



OMA-RDRR-RME-V1_0-20050714-D
Review Report

Doc# OMA-RDRR-RME-V1_0-20050714-D
Review Report


Requirements Review Report

	Review Report Document Id
	OMA-RDRR-RME-V1_0-20050714-D
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Document Being Reviewed:
	OMA-RD-RichMediaEnvironment-V1_0_3-20050630-D

	Group Presenting Document:
	BAC MAE

	Date of This Report:
	14th July 2005


OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

	Security
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	BAC-MAE
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes


Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full 
	2005.07.14
	Select: F2F/Teleconference
	REQ/BAC-MAE
	OMA-RD-RichMediaEnvironment-V1_0_3-20050630-D

	
	
	
	
	


Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001 
	2005.07.12
	3.2
	'Progressive rendering' is defined, but 'rendering' does not seem to be. Suggest a definition for 'rendering' as well.

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	002 
	2005.07.12
	6.1

RME-FUNC-001
	This requirement as it stands is difficult to achieve in practice and will have a dependency on the underlying network. Propose to re-word to something like, " The Rich Media enabler SHALL support methods at the application layer to minimise the latency perceived by the end-user"

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	003 
	2005.07.12
	6.1

RME-FUNC-004 and RME-FUNC-005: 
	Multiplex/package should be removed to be consistent with the definition of aggregation.

Streamezzo (E-mail)
	Open

	004 
	2005.07.12
	6.1

RME-FUNC-010:
	Needs to be clarified. 'Efficient transmission' will depend on bearers available according to a certain QoS. Suggest rewording to something like: "The Service Provider SHALL provide the capabilites for the efficient transmission of rich media data and updates according to QoS profiles".

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	005 
	2005.07.12
	6.1

RME-FUNC-017: 
	Do you mean, "The user SHALL be able to erase...”?

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	006 
	2005.07.12
	6.1

RME-FUNC-022:
	Requirement should be qualified with "unless allowed by the user" or via some other conditions when it can happen. 

Also, make "SHOULD NOT" into "MUST NOT":

"The rich-media enabler MUST NOT permit the sharing of personal user-data from one service to an other, unless consent is obtained by the user".

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	007 
	2005.07.12
	6.1

RME-FUNC-027:
	What constitutes a 'constrained' and 'unconstrained' terminal? Suggest definitions for both.

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	008
	2005.07.12
	6.1.1

RME-SEC-001:
	Duplicated by RME-FUNC-022. Either remove FUNC-022 or SEC-001 but please consider changes as per above.

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	009 
	2005.07.12
	6.1.2

RME-REL-004.2:
	"a packet" should be "packet", but more importantly, does this mean that the rich media service (why not enabler by the way) can determine the packet sizes for the media ?

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	010
	2005.07.12
	6.1.4

RME-IOP-002:
	Is this really possible? Besides, given RME-IOP-001, is this necessary?

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	011 
	2005.07.12
	6.1.4

RME-IOP-003:
	No requirement here. Suggest re-wording to: "Services enabled by the rich media enabler SHALL be available whilst the user is roaming on an different network"

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	012 
	2005.07.12
	6.3.2

RME-SEB-001:
	"AV Stream" not defined.

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	013 
	2005.07.12
	6.3.2

RME-SEB-002: 
	"Metadata stream" not defined.

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open

	014 
	2005.07.12
	6.3.3

RME-NI-002:
	What is a "bundle of stream"? Do you mean, "address a bundle of separate streams of data containing rich media"?

Lucent (E-mail)
	Open
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