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1 Reason for Change

Provide resolutions to all comments (all OPEN at the time the CR is submitted) in section 5.3.2 (where resolutions were not provided) and/or provide alternative resolutions taking into account solving multiple comments with a joint resolution. 
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.
4 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.

5 Recommendation

Add the additional resolutions to the ADRR. No need to review them BEFORE adding them to the ADRR (it is an editorial task for the ADRR editor to add them). The resolutions should only be reviewed/discussed/disposed when the particular comment is being discussed.
If the above recommendation is not agreed by the group, the author(s) of the contribution may bring up each particular comment resolution when the particular comment is being discussed/disposed. 

6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Add the proposed comments resolutions in the detailed section (identifiable by: Alternative Resolution (ALU)) to the ADRR.
	A515
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment: 

5.3.2 and 5.3.3.3 are Informative sub-sections inside a normative section (5), which is not recommended as per ARC AD Best Practices (see section 5.1 of AD BP)

Proposed Change:
Create a new section 6 titled “Architectural Model Relevant Information (Informative) to describe all informative architecture information (with 6.1 “Other relevant functional components” and with 6.2 “Other Relevant Interfaces”) and move section 5.3.2 to new 6.1, and 5.3.3.3 to new 6.2).

If this is agreed, then we can also remove all the (Normative) indication on all sub-sections of 5, since that becomes an entirely normative section. And we can remove all the (Informative) indication in all sub-section of new section 6, as long as we indicate that 6 is (Informative).
Alternative resolution (ALU). A variation because of comments processed in Cancun. We may want to re-consider if to move C&PR reference points description back in the main body. However, if we stick with what we agreed in Cancun, the resolution to this comment would be to only move SP App and Ad App functional component descriptions in an Informative section (outside the normative section 5), and to move C&PR description to the Informative Appendix C, in conjunction with the description of reference points to them. The suggested re-ordering of the headings for the main body is:

5. Architectural Model

5.1 Dependencies

5.2 Architectural Diagram

5.3 Functional Components and Interfaces/reference points definition

…




5.4 Security Considerations
5.6 Architectural Model Additional Information         (Informative)

5.6.1 Sp App

5.6.2 Ad App

Note: an alternative to consider is to bring back, under a new 5.6.3 combined text from current 5.3.2.3 C&PR resources, text about C&PR reference points (agreed in Cancun to move to Appendix C) and possibly the previous Architectural Diagram, that showed C&PR resources. If that is preferred, this is how Section 5.6.3 would be outlined:

5.6.3 Contextualisation and Personalisation Resources

5.6.3.1 Architectural Diagram with additional information

5.6.3.2 C&PR functional components (… text copied from 5.3.2.3)

5.6.3.3 C&PR reference points (… text moved back from Appendix B)
	Status: OPEN

	A516
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Having read so far, it seems that some additional discussions are missing. For example, can a system rely only on Ad Server and App SP to provide server side ad insertion in content delivered or provided as part of server applications? So is there a stand alone model where SP App generates ad insertion then delivered to client without Ad Engine and Ad App? Should it be at least discussed as a very likely method supported by Mob Ad?

Proposed Change: Clarify and consider related discussion in AD.
Alternative Resolution (ALU). Yes, Ad Server & SP App could function without Ad Engine. And Ad Server and Ad Server and Ad App could function without SP App. Since this does not appear to be obvious, other than if reading the Informative Flows, we should add a Note to that effect in the Architectural Diagram section, reading:

Note: Both Ad Server and Ad Engine are MobAd Enabler mandatory functional components. The use of Ad Apps mandates the existence of both Ad Server and Ad Engine. In the absence of Ad Apps, the use of SP Apps only mandates the presence of Ad Server. 
	Status: OPEN

	A517
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “other relevant” functional components? What makes them relevant? Just because they are optional or out of scope, it does not make them “other” or “relevant”. 
Proposed Change: Change the section title to something more appropriate, remove “(Informational)” from all section titles (this and all of its sub-sections) and include a general introduction in this section, describing why these functional components are not treated as real functional components and focus on elaborating how interoperability if achieved. Alternatively, remove this section break and merge it with the previous, so it becomes normative and optional functional components can also be described properly.
Alternative resolution (ALU): close with resolution to 515.
	Status: OPEN 

	A518
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: I have reached the end of section 5.3.2, and so far, there was no discussion which functional components are mandatory and which ones are optional, and how they can be deployed.
Proposed Change: Add a description about which functional components are mandatory and which ones are optional. Also, add deployment scenarios to the appendix and reference them. Make sure that the deployment scenarios contain examples of deploying with/without optional components (if any).
Alternative resolution (ALU): Agree. Close  with resolution to 516.
	Status: OPEN

	A519
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: It is really unclear what are the MobAd-2 functions and what is not in MobAd-2. There are assumptions that criteria and rules are dictating things but it is not clear if these are exposed / managed via MobAd-2 or not… The same holds for how the metrics that it the SPapp records are decided…

Proposed Change: Clarify and still consider if separate management functions may be missing.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Functions exposed through MobAd-2 are described in MobAd-2 sub-section, therefore a reference to that section may be in place. There is no text referring to criteria or rules in this section, that needs further explanation here. Interfaces for management functions have been discussed and agreed FFS in a next major release. Close with resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN 

	A520
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: It is not desirable to describe the detailed functions for the out of scope entities. For the Ad Deletion, remove that or make it simpler. 
Proposed Change: As above
Alternative resolution (ALU). Agree, especially since we do not describe any other internal actions of SP App that do not result into a request to Ad Server. Delete the last paragraph, and instead complement the 1st paragraph in the section, as follows. This comment is related to other comments, hence this resolution closes also closes 519, 521, 522, 524, 525, 526, 527, 529, 531, 532, 533, 534, 535, 538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 543, 544, 545. Replace:

The SP App is an external entity that requests and receives Ads/Ad Campaigns from Ad Server, and embeds them in content that is provided to the user. SP App records metrics data related to the Ads and reports metrics data to the Ad Server.
Examples of SP App can be web portals, MMS Relay / Server, SMSC, gaming server that use Ad Server functionality.
Ads / Ad campaign deletion is a function of the SP App that deletes ads / ad campaigns stored locally because of Ad intrinsic reasons (e.g. they have expired), or because it is told by the Ad Server (through interface MobAd-2), or for other reasons. The SP Apps can receive that information from the Ad Server either within an Ad Request exchange or as a separate dedicated message exchange. The delay between two possible updates will be set as SP policy.

with
The SP App functional component is not a MobAd Enabler functional component and is implementation specific. SP App may request and receive Ad(s)/Ad Campaign(s) from Ad Server, and may embed them in content that may be provided to the user. SP App may record Ad Metrics data related to the Ad(s) and may report Ad Metrics data to the Ad Server. SP App may also process other responses from Ad Server, such as indications to delete Ad(s)/Ad Campaign(s). See section 5.3.3.1.2 for description of the interface exposed by Ad Server, and used by SP App.
Examples of SP App can be web portals, MMS Relay / Server, SMSC, gaming server that use Ad Server functionality.


	Status: OPEN

	A521
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.3.2.1, 5.3.3.1.2,5.3.3.1.3, 5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Make Ad Deletion and Ad Cancellation to be consistent with the RD, or within the AD.
Proposed Change: As above
Alternative resolution (ALU). Possibly to be re-visited in other section. For this section this can be closed with resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN

	A522
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  The MobAd enabler cannot enforce functions to be performed by SP APP. Language should reflect that.

Proposed change:

SP App may record metrics data related to the Ads
Alternative resolution (ALU). The comment applies to all actions by SP App, and it is closed with resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN 

	A523
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  The MobAd enabler cannot enforce functions to be performed by AD APP. Language should reflect that.

Proposed change:

AD App may also report metrics data to the Ad Engine
Alternative resolution (ALU). This section does not address Ad App. It’s possibly a similar comment like 522, but for the Ad App section. If so, it is closed by resolution proposed to 548.
	Status: OPEN

	A524
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 1st paragraph duplicates the SP App definition.
Proposed Change: Make it consistent with the SP App definition, or just copy the definition here.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A525
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd paragraph looks very strange. The section does not list SP App’s functions, except this one. We cannot dictate SP App what to implement as it is an external actor,
Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (paragraph was removed, replaced by a short sentence in 1st paragraph).
	Status: OPEN

	A526
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence: “is an external entity”. First of all, what do you mean by external? External in relation to what? Second, what do you mean by entity? I thought it was a functional component.
Proposed Change: Replace “is an external entity” with “functional component”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN

	A527
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “Ad” and “Ads”? There are no definitions/abbreviations for these words.
Proposed Change: Add definitions or abbreviation.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to include abbreviation to Ad, and resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN 

	A528
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence: What is an Ad Campaign”? How is it related to Campaign?
Proposed Change: Re-use the existing definition or elaborate the difference in detail.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with previous resolution to comment 365 include a definition for “Ad Campain = see [RD]” (it is the same as Campaign). This also closes comments 536, 537.
	Status: OPEN

	A529
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence: “Ads/Ad Campaigns” sounds redundant because by definition (of Campaign) a single Advertisement constitutes a Campaign.

Proposed Change: Replace “Ads/Ad Campaigns” with “Campaigns”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with no change, also see resolution to 520 for Ads/Ad Campaigns replaced with Ad(s)/Ad Campaign(s).
	Status: OPEN

	A530
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. “from Ad Server” Why is receiving Advertisements limited to the Ad Server? I guess (!), it should be able to get Advertisements from any place.
Proposed Change: Replace “from Ad Server” with “from other functional components”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). From the perspective of MobAd Enabler spec, only Ad(s) received from Ad Server matter for SP App. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A531
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. “provided to the user” It is not shown on the AD figure that the SP App provides anything to anyone.
Proposed Change: Add to the AD figure, or remove.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (everything is now qualified with “may”).
	Status: OPEN

	A532
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. I am not sure what this is supposed to mean: “embeds them in content that is provided to the user” Is it included directly? In what form is this provided?
Proposed Change: Remove “embeds them in content that is provided to the user” and put a full stop.

Then, insert this sentence after the full stop: “In general, the SP App adapts the received Advertisements according to its own implementation needs and delivers the adapted Advertisements to the end-users as part of content they requested (for example, embedded in a web page); however, this is implementation-specific, and therefore it is not in the scope of the MobAd specifications.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Much too much detail about something that is informative. Close with resolution 520.
	Status: OPEN

	A533
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd sentence (there are two occurrences of this!). What is “metrics data”? How is it related to the defined term “Ad Metrics”?
Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term or elaborate the difference in detail.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN 

	A534
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd sentence. I am not sure how this happens: “SP App records metrics data” since the SP App gave the advertisement out of its hands with “some” content; it is highly implementation-specific.
Proposed Change: Add this definition:

Ad Metrics Handling: “The continuous process of collecting, validating, processing and storing Ad Metrics in order to improve the accuracy of Ad Selection or, to serve as a basis to generate various reports, including reports to other functional components.”

Then, replace the 2nd sentence with this: “It is implementation-specific how the SP App collects Ad Metrics – and as such, it is out of the scope of the specifications – however, the SP App MUST perform Ad Metrics Handling.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). It is indeed highly implementation specific, and that’s how it is supposed to be for SP App. There is no agreed definition for Ad Metrics Handling, but even if there where, very little of it applies to SP App (only passing them to Ad Server applies). Close with resolution to 520
	Status: OPEN

	A535
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2 is already included in the current definition of SP App. Redundancy is not a good in this case.
Proposed Change: Remove §2, or remove it from the definition of SP App.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN

	A536
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, 1st sentence: What is an Ad Campaign”? How is it related to Campaign?
Proposed Change: Re-use the existing definition or elaborate the difference in detail.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Duplicate to 528, Close with resolution to 528.
	Status: OPEN

	A537
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, 1st sentence: “Ads/Ad Campaigns” sounds redundant because by definition (of Campaign) a single Advertisement constitutes a Campaign.
Proposed Change: Replace “Ads/Ad Campaigns” with “Campaigns”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 528.
	Status: OPEN

	A538
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, 1st sentence: “is a function of the SP App that” This is not a good idea, because SP App is out of the scope – and how the advertisements are managed cannot be specified; it is implementation-specific. This was not described for the Ad Engine either (which is in the scope), so I do not see why it should be described here.
Proposed Change: Add this definition:

Data Management: “The continuous process of managing data related to users and their devices, services, groups, Ad Channels, Advertisements and their metadata.

Then, replace the entire §3 with this: “It is implementation-specific what information the and how the SP App collects about users, their Devices, etc  – and as such, it is out of the scope of the specifications – however, the SP App MUST perform Data Management.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). The paragraph was removed by resolution 520. There is no agreed definition for Data Management. Close with resolution to 520.
	Status: OPEN 

	A539
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This SP App seems to be pretty lame. I expected it to do things similarly to the Ad Engine: get Advertisements according to some criteria, cache them, give them away, collect metrics, etc, etc. If this functional component is really “that” dumb, are you sure that this is separate from the Ad Server? How will it ever Contextualise and Personalise anything?
Proposed Change: Add to the description that the SP App does all these things, or, state explicitly that the SP App does not do any if these things.
Alternative resolution (ALU). SP App is not part of the MobAd Enabler. Close with resolution to 520
	Status: OPEN

	A540
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3 “because of Ad intrinsic reasons (e.g. they have expired), or because it is told by the Ad Server (through interface MobAd-2), or for other reasons” A few nice buzz-words, or this, or that blabla, but it’s meaningless in the AD. Such things belong to the TS.
Proposed Change: Remove quoted text.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (paragraph removed)
	Status: OPEN

	A541
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, 2nd sentence. “that information” What information?
Proposed Change: Clarify.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (paragraph removed)
	Status: OPEN 

	A542
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, 2nd sentence. “Ad Request exchange” What is this? Why uppercase? No definition.
Proposed Change: Add definition and clarify, or, make lowercase and elaborate in detail.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (paragraph removed).
	Status: OPEN

	A543
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, 2nd sentence. What is a “dedicated message exchange”?
Proposed Change: Please elaborate in detail.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (paragraph removed).
	Status: OPEN

	A544
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, 3rd sentence. Such details do nto belong to the AD. I would not recommend adding it to the TS in this exact form though – since it is implementation-specific (out of scope).
Proposed Change: Delete this sentence.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (paragraph removed).
	Status: OPEN 

	A545
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Xhafer Krasniqi, NEC

Form: Input contribution, OMA-ARC-2008-0307
Comment:
The last sentence that reads: ‘The delay between two possible updates will be set as SP policy’, does not seem to be related with the rest of the paragraph. 

Proposed Change:
Delete or clarify.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 520 (paragraph removed).
	Status: OPEN

	A547
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Same comment on Ad App as Oracle.A035->A0519.

Proposed Change: Clarify and still consider if separate management functions may be missing.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Functions exposed through interface MobAd-3 are described in MobAd-3 sub-section, therefore a reference to that section may be in place. There is no text referring to criteria or rules in this section, that needs further explanation here. Interfaces for management functions have been discussed and agreed FFS in a next major release. Close with resolution to 548.
	Status: OPEN

	A548
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.2.2.
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 1st paragraph duplicates the Ad App definition

Proposed Change: Make it consistent with the Ad App definition, or just copy the definition here
Alternative resolution (ALU). Also addresses 523, 547, 549, 550, 552 and partially 551. Replace:
The Ad App is an external entity running on the device that requests and receives Ads from Ad Engine, and presents them to the user. Ad App also reports metrics data to the Ad Engine.
With

The Ad App functional component is not a MobAd Enabler functional component and is implementation specific. Ad App may request and receive Ad(s) from Ad Engine, and may present them to the user. Ad App also may report Ad Metrics data to the Ad Engine. See section 5.3.3.1.1 for description of the interface exposed by Ad Engine, and used by Ad App.
	Status: OPEN

	A549
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence: “is an external entity”. First of all, what do you mean by external? External in relation to what? Second, what do you mean by entity? I thought it was a functional component.
Proposed Change: Replace “is an external entity” with “functional component”.
Alternative resolution (ALU): Close with resolution to 548.
	Status: OPEN

	A550
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence contains “device”. You mean Device, right? It is not shown on the AD figure.
Proposed Change: Use the right term, and draw Device on the AD figure.
Alternative resolution (ALU): Close with resolution to 548.
	Status: OPEN 

	A551
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.
Proposed Change: Add definition or abbreviation.
Alternative resolution (ALU): Close with resolution to 347 to add abbreviation Ad = Advertisement, and with 548 – used Ad(s) instead of Ads.
	Status: OPEN

	A552
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. “and receives Ads from Ad Engine” No Campaigns this time? Are Campaigns stopped at the Ad Engine? I did not see a description of such thing, so I assume that Campaigns are not stopped at the Ad Engine.
Proposed Change: Replace “Ads” with Campaigns.
Alternative resolution (ALU): It is unlikely that an Ad App will ask for an entire Ad Campaign (especially if it includes multiple Ads), and there is no requirement for that. Close with no change. 
	Status: OPEN

	A553
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. “and receives Ads from Ad Engine” This means that the Ad App cannot get Advertisements from any other source.
Proposed Change: Replace “from Ad Engine” with “from other functional components”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). From the perspective of MobAd Enabler spec, only Ad(s) received from Ad Engine matter for Ad App. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A554
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. “requests and receives Ads from Ad Engine” I don’t get it. Where do the criteria come from? I though that the Ad App was responsible for composing an initial (hopefully accurate) criteria – how can it get a proper Advertisement otherwise?
Proposed Change: Add this definition:

Criteria Definition: The process of creating new criteria, or, complementing existing criteria - that originates from other functional entities - with any information that are relevant for Ad Selection. Said information is based on the service provider policies, User Context, input from functional components as well as any available Contextualisation and Personalisation resources.

Then, add “It is implementation-specific where and how the Ad App collects the necessary information to compose an accurate criteria – and as such, it is out of the scope of this specification – however, the Ad App MUST perform Criteria Definition.”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). There is no mention of criteria in this section, and Ad App is not a MobAd Enabler functional component, hence no need to add detail. Close with no change. 
	Status: OPEN

	A555
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. “metrics data” Is this the same as defined term “Ad Metrics”?
Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term, or elaborate the difference.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 548.
	Status: OPEN

	A556
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment:  I am missing a step before the 2nd sentence. There is no mentioning of collecting Ad Metrics. How do we want to report something that was not there in the first place?

Proposed Change: Add this definition:

Ad Metrics Handling: “The continuous process of collecting, validating, processing and storing Ad Metrics in order to improve the accuracy of Ad Selection or, to serve as a basis to generate various reports, including reports to other functional components.”

Then, add this sentence:

“It is implementation-specific what information is collected, where and how by the Ad App to generate accurate Ad Metrics – and as such, it is out of the scope of this specification – however, the Ad App MUST perform Ad Metrics Handling.”

Then, you can remove the 2nd sentence, as it is already covered.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Ad App reports the user interactions with the Ad. Collection process is described in Ad Engine section, and Ad App is not a MobAd Enabler functional component, no need for detail here. There is no agreed definition for Ad Metrics Handling. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A557
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2 includes “web browser” as an example. Actually web browsers are a pretty bad example for an Ad App – these are usually based on an SP App today. It is very unlikely that it is going to change.
Proposed Change: Remove “web browser” from the list of examples.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Agree, replace:
Examples of Ad App can be messaging client, web browser, gaming client that use Ad Engine functionality.
With

Examples of Ad App can be messaging client, gaming client that use Ad Engine functionality.
	Status: OPEN

	A558
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2 includes this: “that use Ad Engine functionality.” This is wrong. We are talking about examples of Ad App here, not examples of Ad Engine. Besides, and Ad App could get Advertisements from other sources as well.
Proposed Change: Remove the quoted text – it should be implied by the definition anyway.
Alternative resolution (ALU). From the perspective of MobAd Enabler spec, only interactions of Ad Apps with Ad Engine matter. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A559
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: don’t use the word “enabler” in first sentence (special meaning in OMA)

Proposed Change: delete “enablers and”
Alternative resolution (ALU). To the editor – check figure reference. This resolution also closes comments 562, 564. Replace:
Contextualisation and Personalisation Resources (C&PR) are information enablers and repositories relevant to the user, which are outside the MobAd Enabler as described in figure 1. The C&PR is used to have a better understanding of what could best meet the needs of a user at the time of Ad delivery.
With

Contextualisation and Personalisation Resources (C&PR) are information resources and repositories relevant to the targeted Principal (e.g. user), which are outside the MobAd Enabler as described in figure 1.The C&PR is used to have a better understanding of what could best meet the needs of a Principal (e.g. user) at the time of Ad delivery. For the rest of this section, the examples given apply in the case when the Principal is a user. The same examples, a subset or a superset may apply in other cases (e.g. when the Principal is a group of users).
	Status: OPEN 

	A560
	2008.11.26
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: Besides characteristics, preferences, profile, and context of the user as a person, C&PR might contain information about the user’s device capabilities.  The latter is specifically indicated in the definition of ‘Contextualization’ in the MobAd RD. 

Proposed Change: In the 2nd para of this section, insert the term “device capabilities” right before “etc.”. In the following bullet list, add an entry “Device capabilities”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Agreed, it is in fact consistent with the definition of Contextualisation. This resolution also closes comment 566. Replace:

The C&PR contain, for example, user’s personal characteristics, preferences, current circumstances, etc.
With

The C&PR contain, for example, user’s personal characteristics, preferences, context, device capabilities, etc.
	Status: OPEN

	A561
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
The last sub-bullet “Other User Context Information” need to be defined.
Proposed Change:
In the following bullet list, add an entry “User Context”, and add example to “Other User Context Information)
Alternative resolution (ALU). Address this comment by adding an example, add definitions for terms that are used in RD and AD, and lower case terms for which the meaning is generic or for which a definition may not be needed.
Add definition for User Profile = See definition in [OMA-MOBAD-RD]. This resolution also closes 569, 570.

Replace:

· User Profile
· MobAd User Preferences (eg as associating User Context information with Ad categories)
· Location

· Presence

· Other User Preferences
· Other User Context Information
with
· User Profile

· MobAd User preferences (e.g. associating User Context information with Ad categories)
· Location

· Presence

· Other User preferences (e.g. not specific to MobAd)
· Other User Context information (e.g. user’s calendar /schedule)

	Status: OPEN

	A562
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  first sentence limit the scope of C&PR to repositories that are relevant to the user only.

There will be cases were the C&PR would be relevant for group of users.

Proposed Change:  

Removed “relevant to the user” or extend to other relevant to users or groups of users in the first phrase.

Extend similarly in the bullet list

Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 559.
	Status: OPEN

	A563
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Title and 1st sentence.

Does “Contextualization and Personalization Resources” have anything to do with the defined terms “Contextualisation” and “Personalisation”? Why is “Resources” uppercase? It is clearly not a functional component. It could be a logical component, but that’s not what the AD figure shows. The terms “Contextualisation” and “Personalisation” must not be used here – this section clearly conflicts with the definition of these terms, as “Contextualisation” and “Personalisation” – by definition – are tailoring processes performed by some functional component; and not sources of information. You could call this something else, but it will still cause major confusion across the entire Enabler and implementation.

Proposed Change: As a minimum, you must replace “Contextualization and Personalization Resources” everywhere with either one of these terms:

 - “User Information Library”,

 - “User Parameter Library”,

 - “User Metrics Library”,

 - “User Information Sources”,

 - “User Parameter Sources”,

- “User Metrics Sources”,

-  or something similar that clearly reflects that this logical component is nothing more than a list of possible sources of information about the user.

Ideally, you will recognize that an Enabler cannot be built on assumptions (possible sources on information), and you will remove this logical component as a whole and add all of the relevant Enablers to the AD and the AD figure one by one, properly (functional components, interfaces, descriptions). Then, you draw a box around all these Enablers on the AD figure that represents a logical grouping and name it using the term you picked above.
Alternative resolution (ALU). C&PR are not MobAd Enabler functional components. There is no need for this kind of detail. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A564
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. What are “are information enablers and repositories”? Does “enabler” have anything in common with an “Enabler”? Where are these repositories and how can they be accessed? Sounds like a few buzz-words without real background.
Proposed Change: This logical component is not need. The Enablers used and any standardized source of user data desired by the WG must be identified explicitly; everything else must be consideted proprietary and left out of the scope.
Alternative resolution (ALU). C&PR are not MobAd Enabler functional components. There is no need for this kind of detail. “enabler” was already replaced in resolution to 559. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A565
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2 two contains “preferences” in the list of examples. I sure hope this is not referring to user preferences.
Proposed Change: Replace with another term (since it conflict with user preferences), or, just remove from the list of examples.
Alternative resolution (ALU). That is exactly to what the term refers, it is pretty clear, and it is correct. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A566
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2 two contains “current circumstances” in the list of examples. This sounds awfully close to User Context. Is there any relation between the two?
Proposed Change: Replace with another term (since it conflicts with User Context), or, just remove from the list of examples.
Alternative resolution. Agree with above, close with resolution to 560.
	Status: OPEN 

	A567
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2, 2nd and 3rd sentences are again, a list of unnecessary buzz-words. You should have given a good definition before giving the examples for contents already.
Proposed Change: Again. MobAd will describe what information is used from which Enabler and how. So, there is no need for these sentences here.
Alternative resolution (ALU).  No need for any precise definition here, it is an informative section. Close with minor editorial change, use: Ad(s) instead of Ads.
	Status: OPEN

	A568
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3 cannot be “just” examples. OMA Enablers cannot be listed here as examples – those are well defined, so MobAd must describe the interfaces and how the information is used. This is a general comment for now; I will describe these one by one later on to see what I mean.
Proposed Change: For now, replace “Examples of the C&PR used are:” with “MobAd supports acquiring additional information about the user from the following sources:”
Alternative resolution (ALU).  No need for any precise definition here, it is an informative section. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A569
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet, User Profile. There are no references here and there was no mentioning of this in the earlier section, neither. What is this? Proprietary? Standard?
Proposed Change: If it’s a standard, add the reference for it, indicate the necessary functional components and interfaces on the AD figure, and add its description to the AD.

If it’s not a standard, remove it as proprietary solutions are out of the scope.
Alternative resolution (ALU).  Resolution to 561 proposed adding the definition for User Profile. Close with resolution to 561.
	Status: OPEN 

	A570
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd bullet, MobAd User Preferences. This is a big no-no. These preferences are supposed to govern the behaviour of MobAd functional entities and the advertisement service based on MobAd with regards to the user’s wishes. Such preferences must not be considered as a source of information about the user.
Proposed Change: Remove this, since ModAd user preferences do not belong to this list. I assume it’s going to be in a shared XDMS so, put the shared XDMS on the AD figure with the necessary interfaces and describe it in the AD. If I am wrong, and it is not going to be a shared XDMS, do the same thing with whichever technology you picked.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Yes, these may be in a shared XDMS indeed, which could be part of the CP&R (see Appendix). We had several debates on this, and it was not agreed to specify them as part of the MobAd Enabler (at least not in this release). Close with resolution to 561.
	Status: OPEN

	A571
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd bullet, Location. There are no references here and there was no mentioning of this in the earlier section, neither. What is this? Proprietary? Standard?
Proposed Change: If it’s a standard, add the reference for it, indicate the necessary functional components and interfaces on the AD figure, and add its description to the AD.

If it’s not a standard, remove it as proprietary solutions are out of the scope.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Location here is used as a generic word, not as a reference to a specific standard (it is only capitalized because it is at the beginning of the bullet). And this is an informative section. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A572
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th bullet, Presence. There are no references here and there was no mentioning of this in the earlier section, neither. What is this? Proprietary? Standard?
Proposed Change: If it’s a standard, add the reference for it, indicate the necessary functional components and interfaces on the AD figure, and add its description to the AD.

If it’s not a standard, remove it as proprietary solutions are out of the scope.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Presence here is used as a generic word, not as a reference to a specific standard (it is only capitalized because it is at the beginning of the bullet). And this is an informative section. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A573
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 5th bullet, Other User Preferences. This is a big no-no. User preferences are supposed to govern the behaviour of functional entities in other enablers. Such preferences must not be considered as a source of information about the user.
Proposed Change: Remove this, since user preferences from other Enablers do not belong to this list.
Alternative resolution (ALU). It does not matter what else such preferences govern. C&PR is on purpose not part of the MobAd Enabler, hence ANYTHING about the user can be consider part of it. Close with no change. 
	Status: OPEN

	A574
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 6th bullet, Other User Context Information. There are no references here and there was no mentioning of this in the earlier section, neither. What is this? Proprietary? Standard?
Proposed Change: If it’s a standard, add the reference for it, indicate the necessary functional components and interfaces on the AD figure, and add its description to the AD.

If it’s not a standard, remove it as proprietary solutions are out of the scope.
Alternative resolution (ALU). “Other UserContext information” (see resolution to 561) here is used in reference to the User Context definition, not as a reference to a specific standard (it is only capitalized because it is at the beginning of the bullet). And this is an informative section. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A575
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.2.4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: We do understand the intention to keep C&PR outside the scope of the enabler / specifications. It seems however hard to understand how this will work if there are no particular ways by which the use of CP&R is managed or exposed to the Ad App / SP App.

Proposed Change: Clarify and still consider if separate management functions may be missing.
Alternative resolution. CP&R includes a collection of personal and context data about the user, all or most of it (see next sentence) provisioned there with means outside of scope of MobAd Enabler (i.e. through other means). We discussed some data management aspects specific to MobAd, and we decided to defer interfaces for MobAd for this purpose for FFS in a future major release (see resolution to 327).
	Status: OPEN 
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