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1 Reason for Change

Provide resolutions to all comments (all OPEN at the time the CR is submitted) in section 5.3.3 (where resolutions were not provided) and/or provide alternative resolutions taking into account solving multiple comments with a joint resolution. No resolutions were added were CRs existed that were submitted prior to AD review start, so that we review those before providing other resolutions. 
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.
	A576
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  I suggest removing the “report Ad metrics” operation from the defined interfaces, and provide a common interface used by the various actors to report metrics.  

Proposed Change:
Alternative resolution (ALU). It was proposed several time (and we had Editor notes that reminded us of this). We could not reach consensus, other than it will be re-discussed in the TS stage. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A577
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: As explained we believe interfaces may be missing to support management of metrics and settings. 

Proposed Change: Consider adding management interfaces on client and server side and / or discuss how it is expected to be handled.
Alternative resolution. See 327, discussion on data management interfaces was deferred to a future major release. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A578
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Keep the texts to be consistent between different interfaces
Proposed Change: As above
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to specific comments on the sub-section: 
	Status: OPEN 

	A579
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
I2 abbreviation is used over 5.3.3.3 and its sub-bullets

Definition of I2 abbreviation is needed

Proposed Change:
Alternative resolution (ALU). Content of 5.3.3.3 has been moved to Appendix C (it may be re-arranged there, does not seem to be the perfect place though). In any case, we do not need an abbreviation for I2, but we need a reference to where it is defined, This also closes comments 645, 647, 661.
Add reference to OSE specification to the Informative References section:

 [OSE] = “OMA Service Environment”, Version 1.0.4, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-AD-Service-Environment-V1_0_4-20070201-A, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
Also add a reference to [OSE] next to the text where I2 appears first (now in the Appendix, under Informative reference points). The text there will appear like this:

The interfaces listed in this section are not specified by MobAd Enabler. A MobAd Enabler implementation however may use non-MobAd Enabler interfaces as I2 interfaces (see [OSE]) to get access to information available from Contextualisation and Personalisation Resources, used in the Ad(s) selection process.
	Status: OPEN

	A580
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  I can’t see any difference between any of the 3 interfaces – are they all identical?

Proposed Change: 
Alternative resolution (ALU). No, they are not identical. It is presumed for now that the semantics and content of the messages may be different. We had several debates, and did not reach consensus, other than the detailed differences will be clarified in TS stage. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A581
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  Is the Ad deletion function a part of this interface?

Proposed Change:
Alternative resolution (ALU). Not sure what “this interface” means, since there are 3 interfaces under 5.3.3.1. Ad deletion indication is part of MobAd-2 and MobAd-3. Close with no change. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A582
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  Currently the Ad App receives Ads with their corresponding Ad Identifier. Ad metadata or at least part of it should also be passed to the Ad App.

Proposed change:

Ad Apps use this interface to request and obtain Ads, their associated Ad identifiers and Ad Metadata from the Ad Engine, as well as to report Ad metrics data to the Ad Engine, accompanied by the associated Ads identifiers
Alternative resolution (ALU). Since there are several related comments, some also requesting consistency of description of interfaces, we propose to resolve it at once when addressing this comment. This also closes 583, 586, 587, 588, 590, 591.
Replace:

MobAd-1 is an interface between the AdEngine and the Ad App. The Ad Engine exposes this interface to the Ad App. The Ad App uses this interface to request and obtain Ads and their associated Ads identifiers from the Ad Engine, as well as to report Ad metrics data to the Ad Engine, accompanied by the associated Ads identifiers.
With

MobAd-1 is an interface exposed by the Ad Engine. The Ad App uses this interface to request and obtain Ad(s), their associated Ad(s) identifier(s) and Ad Metadata from the Ad Engine, as well as to report Ad Metrics data to the Ad Engine, accompanied by the associated Ad(s) identifier(s).
	Status: OPEN

	A583
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

First sentence says nothing different than the 2nd sentence (which expresses it better). Combine the first 2 sentences.
Proposed Change:
MobAd-1 is an interface exposed by the Ad Engine.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 582. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A584
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Use MobAd-1 interface for Asynchronous responses, that, Single Request Multiple Responses. 
Proposed Change: As above
Alternative resolution (ALU). Use of async pattern for MobAd-1 would be a new feature, that was not discussed so far. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A585
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.3.1.1

5.3.3.1.2

B.15
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Ad App registration/de-registration that inform Ad server which kinds of Ad Apps are currently installed/de-installed within a device is not currently defined/supported in the AD.

Issues with this may involve definition of interfaces, as well as other call flow in the Appendix B. Flows section.

Requirement FUNC-001 is indicative of the need to support this kind mechanism.
Proposed Change:
Support methods of Ad App registration/de-registration. A proposed resolution exists in documents 246R01 and 247R01.
	Status: OPEN

	A586
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence contains “AdEngine”. There is no such component in MobAd perhaps, you mean Ad Engine.

Proposed Change: Replace “AdEngine” with “Ad Engine”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution 582.
	Status: OPEN

	A587
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence contains “an interface between” Interfaces are not in between things. Interfaces are exposed (to use functionality). Also, it is irrelevant to whom an interface is exposed, unless there is authentication (which, there isn’t in MobAd according to the RD).
Proposed Change: Replace the 1st and the 2nd sentences with this: “MobAd-1 is an interface exposed by the Ad Engine for other functional components.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 582.
	Status: OPEN 

	A588
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “Ads"? There is no such definition/abbreviation.
Proposed Change: Add definition or abbreviation.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Closed with resolution to 347 (abbreviation for Ad) and with resolution 582.
	Status: OPEN

	A589
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 3rd sentence is not completely accurate and contains too much technical details for an AD.
Proposed Change: Add these definitions:

Ad Delivery: “The process of delivering Advertisement(s) and/or Campaign(s) and related metadata from the originator to a recipient, using push-, pull- or broadcast-based delivery mechanisms.”

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.”

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, replace the entire 3rd sentence with this: “The Ad App uses this interface to submit the criteria to the Ad Engine in order to trigger Ad Selection in the Ad Engine and initiate Ad Delivery from the Ad Engine to the Ad App. In addition, the Ad App uses this interface to submit the results of Ad Metrics Handling as well.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). There is no agreed definition for those terms, and the sentence commented on is not at all too detailed. Close with resolution 582
	Status: OPEN

	A590
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Wording can be improved: “MobAd-1 is an interface between the AdEngine and the Ad App. The Ad Engine exposes this interface to the Ad App”
Proposed Change: “MobAd-1 is an interface exposed by the Ad Engine to the Ad App.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 582.
	Status: OPEN 

	A591
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The purpose of section 5.3.3 is to explain the interfaces’ purpose, rather than specify the interfaces in details. Therefore detailing the information carried through the interfaces should be left to the TS stage. Especially when AD does not contain corresponding definitions.
Proposed Change: Remove words about “associated Ad identifiers” and reformulate the rest of paragraph as: “The Ad App uses this interface to request and obtain Ads from the Ad Engine, as well as to report Ad metrics data to the Ad Engine.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 582.
	Status: OPEN

	A592
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  “The Ad Server use this interface to provide”

Proposed Change: “The Ad  returns”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Several related comments, and consistency – grouped in this resolution. This closes also comments 593, 596, 598, 600, 601, 602, 603, 604, 605.
Replace:

MobAd-2 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server and used by the SP App to submit an Ad Request message with some parameters, as well as to report metrics data. The Ad Server use this interface to provide an Ad Response to the SP App, which includes Ads and their associated Ads identifiers.
With

MobAd-2 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server. The SP App uses this interface to request and obtain Ad(s), reference(s) to Ad(s), Ad(s) identifiers and Ad Metadata, as well as to report Ad Metrics data, accompanied by the associated Ad(s) identifier(s).
	Status: OPEN 

	A593
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Separate the statement about interface being exposed, from its usage by SP App. 

Proposed Change:
MobAd-2 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server. The SP App uses this interface to submit an Ad Request message with some parameters, as well as to report metrics data.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 592.
	Status: OPEN

	A594
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.2

5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Term "Ad Validity Request" is only used over these two sections. The way to provide this request is only explained. To avoid the misinterpretation the purpose or description of this message shall be added.
Proposed Change:
Alternative resolution (ALU). See also similar resolution for 5.3.3.1.3. in resolution to comment 599. This current resolution also closes 608, and partially 598. Replace:

This interface can also be used by the Ad Server to inform the SP App that some ads (stored locally by the SP App) should be deleted. This can be achieved either by attaching Ad deletion information to an SP App Ad Response, or by supporting an Ad Validity request from SP App to Ad Server (e.g.: SP App Validity request may be attached to an SP App Ad Request or the SP App Ad Validity request frequency may be set by an SP policy).
With


This interface can also be used by the Ad Server to inform the SP App that some Ad(s) (stored locally by the SP App) should be deleted. This can be achieved either by attaching Ad deletion information to an Ad Server response following an SP App request for Ad(s), or by returning such information in response to a specific request from SP App to Ad Server for updates on Ad(s) validity.
	Status: OPEN

	A595
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Orange
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Please see OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0280-INP_Ad_Engine_and_Interactivity_Issue

Proposed Change: 

Please see OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0281-CR_Ad_Engine_and_Interactivity_Solution
	Status: OPEN 

	A596
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  At the moment SP Apps receives Ads and Ad identifiers but should also received Ad metadata and references to Ads.

Proposed change:

The Ad Server uses this interface to provide Ad Responses to SP Apps, which includes either references to Ads, or Ads, with their associated Ad metadata and Ad identifiers.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 592.
	Status: OPEN 

	A597
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  Clarification of the message pattern is needed.
Proposed change:
See contribution 278
	Status: OPEN

	A598
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Improve the wording and make is consistent with section 5.3.3.1.1. Remove terms which are not defined (such as “Ad Request”, “associated Ad identifiers”), Avoid non-normative language (“some parameters”). Remove technical details such as “Validity Request” – leave them for TS.
Proposed Change: “MobAd-2 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server to the SP App. The SP App uses this interface to request and obtain Ads from the Ad Server, as well as to report Ad metrics data to the Ad Server. The SP App can also use this interface for obtaining information about Ads deleted in the Ad Server.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 592 and 594.
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	



	

	A600
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “Ads"? There is no such definition/abbreviation, while this section is using it extensively.
Proposed Change: Add definition or abbreviation.
Alternative solution (ALU). Close with resolution 347 (add abbreviation) and with 592 (changed Ads to Ad(s)).
	Status: OPEN

	A601
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence contains “exposed by the Ad Server and used” It is irrelevant to whom an interface is exposed, unless there is authentication (which, there isn’t in MobAd according to the RD).
Proposed Change: Replace the “and used” with this: “for other functional components” and put a full stop to split up the sentence. The second sentence should start with: “The SP App uses this interface to …”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 592.
	Status: OPEN

	A602
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 1st sentence contains “submit an Ad Request message with some parameters, as well as to report metrics data”. This is not completely accurate, and it contains too much technical details for an AD.
Proposed Change: Add these definitions:

Ad Delivery: “The process of delivering Advertisement(s) and/or Campaign(s) and related metadata from the originator to a recipient, using push-, pull- or broadcast-based delivery mechanisms.”

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.”

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, replace the quoted text with this: “submit the criteria to the Ad Server in order to trigger Ad Selection in the Ad Server and initiate Ad Delivery from the Ad Server to the SP App. In addition, the SP App uses this interface to submit the results of Ad Metrics Handling as well.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). There are no agreed definitions to those terms, neither are they necessary. Close with resolution to 592.
	Status: OPEN 

	A603
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 2nd sentence contains “Ad Response”. What is an “Ad Response”? There is no such term defined.
Proposed Change: Define the term or remove.
Alternative resolution (ALU).Ad Response is no longer used, see 592. Close with resolution to 592
	Status: OPEN

	A604
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 2nd and 3rd sentences contain too much technical detail that is not needed in the AD. This should have been captured in the definition of Ad Delivery anyway.
Proposed Change: Remove the 2nd and 3rd sentences.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text is significantly revised in that sense. Close with resolution to 592
	Status: OPEN

	A605
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This sounds inappropriate in the 4th sentence: “This interface can also be used by the Ad Server” – make it consistent with previous statements.
Proposed Change: Replace the quoted text with “The Ad Server uses this interface to …”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text is significantly revised in that sense. Close with resolution to 592.
	Status: OPEN 

	A606
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th sentence: “should”.
Proposed Change: Elaborate in detail what an informational “should” means in a normative section, or, replace it with a normative SHOULD.
Alternative resolution (ALU). It is the common use of the word should – a recommendation of what SP App is supposed to do when receiving such information. SP App is not a MobAd Enabler functional component, so Ad Server cannot mandate it to do anything. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A607
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th sentence: “inform the SP App that some ads (stored locally by the SP App) should be deleted” 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. Additionally, I do not see how can this possibly happen when the interface is exposed by the Ad Server; to use a functionality in the SP App, the SP App must expose an interface which allows that. Furhermore, such details should be described in a TS, not an AD.
Proposed Change: Remove the entire sentence from here.

If such functionality is needed for the SP Apps, then define an interface for the SP App and add this functionality there.
Alternative resolution (ALU). It is the common use of the word should – a recommendation of what SP App is supposed to do when receiving such information. SP App is not a MobAd Enabler functional component, so Ad Server cannot mandate it to do anything, but that does not mean it cannot inform SP App. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A608
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Apart from the obvious fact that quite a few undefined terms are used in the last sentence, the main problem is that it contains too much technical details for and AD – it belongs to the TS, not here.
Proposed Change:  Remove the last sentence.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was significantly changed, and last sentence removed. Close with resolution to 594.
	Status: OPEN 

	A599
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Improve the wording and make is consistent with section 5.3.3.1.1. Remove terms which are not defined (such as “Ad Response”, “associated Ad identifiers”), Avoid non-normative language (“some Ads”). Remove technical details such as “Validity Request” – leave them for TS.

Proposed Change: “MobAd-3 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server to the Ad Engine. The Ad Engine uses this interface to request and obtain Ads from the Ad Server, as well as to report Ad metrics data to the Ad Server. The Ad Engine can also use this interface for obtaining information about Ads deleted in the Ad Server, for the purpose of deleting these ads from the Ad Engine’s cache.”

Alternative resolution (ALU). This seems to be a comment on section 5.3.3.1.3, not on section 5.3.3.1.2. We moved it therefore to this section.

Since several comments exist to this text, and for consistency reasons, we will provide here the resolution for all related comments. The resolution closes comments 610, 611, 612, 613, 614, 615, 616, 617, 620.
Replace:

MobAd-3 is an interface between the Ad Server and the Ad Engine. The Ad Server exposes this interface to the Ad Engine. The Ad Engine uses this interface to request and obtain Ads and their associated Ads identifiers from the Ad Server, as well as to report Ad metrics data to the Ad Server, accompanied by the associated Ads identifiers. This interface can also be used by the Ad Server to inform the Ad Engine that some Ads (stored locally by the Ad Engine) should be deleted. This can be achieved either by attaching Ad deletion information to an Ad Engine Ad Response, or by supporting an Ad Validity request from Ad Engine to Ad Server (e.g.: Ad Engine Validity request may be attached to an Ad Engine Ad Request or the Ad Engine Ad Validity request frequency may be set by a SP policy).
With
MobAd-3 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server. The Ad Engine uses this interface to request and obtain Ad(s), reference(s) to Ad(s), their associated Ad(s) identifier(s) and Ad Metadata from the Ad Server, as well as to report Ad Metrics data to the Ad Server, accompanied by the associated Ad(s) identifier(s). This interface can also be used by the Ad Server to inform the Ad Engine that some Ad(s) (stored locally by the Ad Engine) should be deleted. This can be achieved either by attaching Ad deletion information to an Ad Server response following an Ad Engine request for Ad(s), or by returning such information in response to a specific request from Ad Engine to Ad Server for updates on Ad(s) validity.
	Status: OPEN 

	A609
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
The Ad Engine may acquire the Ad via Push or Broadcast delivery mechanism. Compare to Pull mechanism, there are possibilities that the Ad Server doesn’t know the appropriate Ad storage state on the device. The appropriate way to avoid above issue is currently not supported in the AD

Proposed Change: 
The proposal is to ensure the design strategy followed as per the delivery mechanism that has been agreed. A proposed resolution exists in document 253R02
	Status: OPEN

	A610
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

First sentence says nothing different than the 2nd sentence (which expresses it better). Combine the first 2 sentences.
Proposed Change:
MobAd-3 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 599.
	Status: OPEN

	A611
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Ad Deletion should be done in Delv-1 interface. 
Proposed Change: As above
Alternative resolution (ALU). Delv-1 is an optional interface. While it can be used for Ad deletion purpose, since it is not a mandatory interface, if it is not implemented by a vendor, the Ad deletion information could not be passed. Close with resolution to 599.
	Status: OPEN

	A612
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  At the moment Ad Engine receives Ads and Ad identifiers but should also received Ad metadata and references to Ads

Proposed change:

The Ad Engine uses this interface to request and obtain either references to Ads or Ads, their associated Ad metadata and Ad identifiers, from the Ad Server, as well as to report Ad metrics data to the Ad Server, accompanied by the associated Ads identifiers.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 599.
	Status: OPEN 

	A613
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  At the moment the description of the interface does not reflect the function of Ad Engine retrieving rules and providing notifications to the Ad Server.
Proposed change:

Add a sentence:

This interface may also be used by the Ad Engine to retrieve service data and to provide notification to the Ad Server.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Agreed, we have flows describing the above. We suggest adding as a last sentence in the description of MobAd-3:

This interface may also be used by the Ad Engine to retrieve MobAd Rules from the Ad Server and/or to inform Ad Server of events occurring in the Ad Engine.
We also recommend to add a similar sentence for MobAd-2 (without the notification) since it is included in the description of Ad Server functional components section:
This interface may also be used by the SP App to retrieve MobAd Rules from the Ad Server.
	Status: OPEN

	A614
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence contains “an interface between” Interfaces are not in between things. Interfaces are exposed (to use functionality). Also, it is irrelevant to whom an interface is exposed, unless there is authentication (which, there isn’t in MobAd according to the RD).
Proposed Change: Replace the 1st and the 2nd sentences with this: “MobAd-3 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server for other functional components.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Closed with resolution to 599.
	Status: OPEN

	A615
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “Ads"? There is no such definition/abbreviation, while this section is using it extensively.

Proposed Change: Add definition or abbreviation.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Closed with resolution to 347 (abbreviation for Ad) and with resolution to 599 (use Ad(s) instead of Ads).
	Status: OPEN 

	A616
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 3rd sentence is not completely accurate and contains too much technical details for an AD.
Proposed Change: Add these definitions:

Ad Delivery: “The process of delivering Advertisement(s) and/or Campaign(s) and related metadata from the originator to a recipient, using push-, pull- or broadcast-based delivery mechanisms.”

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.”

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, replace the entire 3rd sentence with this: “The Ad Engine uses this interface to submit the criteria to the Ad Server in order to trigger Ad Selection in the Ad Server and initiate Ad Delivery from the Ad Server to the Ad Engine. In addition, the Ad Engine uses this interface to submit the results of Ad Metrics Handling as well.”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). No agreed definition for those terms. Closed with resolution to 599.
	Status: OPEN

	A617
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This sounds inappropriate in the 4th sentence: “This interface can also be used by the Ad Server” – make it consistent with previous statements.

Proposed Change: Replace the quoted text with “The Ad Server uses this interface to …”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Closed with resolution to 599.
	Status: OPEN

	A618
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th sentence: “should”.
Proposed Change: Elaborate in detail what an informational “should” means in a normative section, or, replace it with a normative SHOULD.
Alternative resolution (ALU). It is the common use of the word should – a recommendation of what SP App is supposed to do when receiving such information. SP App is not a MobAd Enabler functional component, so Ad Server cannot mandate it to do anything, but that does not mean it cannot inform SP App. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A619
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th sentence: “inform the Ad Engine that some ads (stored locally by the Ad Engine. I do not see how can this possibly happen when the interface is exposed by the Ad Server; to use a functionality in the Ad Engine, the Ad Engine must expose an interface which allows that. Furhermore, such details should be described in a TS, not an AD.
Proposed Change: Remove the entire sentence from here.

If such functionality is needed for the Ad Engine, then define an interface for the Ad Engine and add this functionality there.
Alternative resolution (ALU). It is the common use of the word should – a recommendation of what SP App is supposed to do when receiving such information. SP App is not a MobAd Enabler functional component, so Ad Server cannot mandate it to do anything, but that does not mean it cannot inform SP App. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A620
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Apart from the obvious fact that quite a few undefined terms are used in the last sentence, the main problem is that it contains too much technical details for and AD – it belongs to the TS, not here.
Proposed Change:  Remove the last sentence.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was significantly changed. Close with resolution to 599.
	Status: OPEN

	A621
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Notes look like editorial => they are unnecessary.
Proposed Change: Remove Note 1 and Note 2
Alternative resolution (ALU). Comments 621 (also 622, 623) seems to be for section 5.3.3.2.1. We do not believe these are of editorial nature and think we need to keep them there, with minor changes. This resolution also closes comments 546, 641, 642, 643. Replace:

Note 1: The assumption is that the DELV-1 is a non intrinsic MobAd interface which will reuse enablers or protocols to which adaptation will be defined in adaptation specification.

Note2: It is for further study, at the adaptation TS, how the broadcast client will provide Ads and/or Metadata to the Ad Engine. 

With

Note 1: The assumption is that the DELV-1 will reuse enablers or protocols defined in other resources (e.g. OMA enablers). The manner in which this is achieved is a topic for the TS phase.
Note2: The manner in which the push client and broadcast client will provide Ad(s) and/or Ad Metadata to the Ad Engine is a topic for the TS phase. 


	Status: OPEN 

	A622
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Improve wording of the 1st paragraph and make it consistent with other sections.
Proposed Change: “Delv-1 is an optional interface exposed by the Ad Engine to the Ad Server. The Ad Server can use this interface 
· To push Ads, or  Ad Metadata, or notification that Ads are available for retrieval, to the Ad Engine. 

· Optionally, to push service notification to the Ad Engine (e.g. information that SP caching and pre-fetching policies have been dynamically updated;Ad Engine An Ad or campaign needs to be cancelled ASAP; rules have changed: request for metrics reporting, etc).”

Alternative resolution (ALU). Comments 622 seems to be for section 5.3.3.2.1. The resolution also closes related comments: 623, 629, 630, 633, 634, 635, 636, 637, 638, 639, 640. Replace:
Delv-1 is an optional interface exposed by the Ad Engine. The Ad Engine receives Ads and/or Ad Metadata over this interface from the Ad Server via underlying push and/or broadcast delivery mechanisms. The Ad Server uses this interface to push either Ads or notification that Ads are available for retrieval. The Ad Server may also use this interface to provide service notification to the Ad Engine (e.g. information that SP caching and pre-fetching policies have been dynamically updated; An Ad or campaign needs to be cancelled ASAP, rules have changed, request for metrics reporting, etc).
With

Delv-1 is an OPTIONAL interface exposed by the Ad Engine. The Ad Server can use this interface to provide Ad(s), reference(s) to Ad(s), their associated Ad(s) identifier(s) and/or Ad Metadata via underlying push and/or broadcast delivery mechanisms. The Ad Server can also use this interface to push notification(s) that Ad(s) are available for retrieval. The Ad Server can also use this interface to provide service notification(s) to the Ad Engine (e.g. An Ad or Ad Campaign needs to be cancelled before its expiration time, MobAd Rules have changed, request for Ad Metrics data reporting, etc).
	Status: OPEN

	A623
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence: “optional”.
Proposed Change: Elaborate in detail what an informational “optional” means in a normative section, or, replace it with a normative OPTIONAL.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN

	A624
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Change Delv-1 as a mandatory interface, as indicated in OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0258-CR_Change_Delv_1_Mandatory. 
Proposed Change: See OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0258-CR_Change_Delv_1_Mandatory.
	Status: OPEN 

	A625
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.2
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  the term non intrinsic is confusing. In particular the note is clarifying the point for DLV-1.

Proposed change: replace non intrinsic by Optional
Alternative resolution (ALU). Also closes 626. The terms intrinsic/non-intrinsic are not synonymous with mandatory/optional in our opinion, but the difference is subtle. The issue here was not the optionality (Delv-1 is indeed optional), but the fact that this is the re-use of an interface defined in some other enabler. We already removed the use of the term in the Note 1 (see resolution to 621). For the title of the section, if preferred, we can replace:

Non-Intrinsic Interfaces
With

Re-use of Interfaces from other resources 
 
	Status: OPEN

	A626
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “non-intrinsic” interfaces? Just because they are optional, it does not make them “non-intrinsic”. Have you ever heard the expression “racism”? I guess we should invent a similar expression for cases like this (when some functional components are not treated equally based on a selfish, individual preference) – how does “differentism” sound? By the way, looking at the amount of description you put in there, it sounds to me that it is an interface like any other.
Proposed Change: Remove this section break and merge it with the previous.
Alternative resolution (ALU). See explanation to 625. Close with resolution to 625.
	Status: OPEN

	A627
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  Delv-1 is a placeholder for the various delivery protocols.  Is it really optional (I think “pull” is required).

Proposed Change:
Alternative resolution (ALU). Yes, it is a placeholder, but not for the delivery protocols, but rather for a push interface. We decided to defer the selection of a specific push interface, but we know that we will re-use an existing one – hence the placeholder.  Details to be defined in TS phase. Not ideal, indeed, but there is no quick fix for this. Close without change. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A628
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Consistent with comment earlier, we recommend that this section has a disclaimer on delivery mechanisms and DCD optionality

Proposed Change: Apply proposal above.
Alternative resolution (ALU). We already have proposed a Note to that extent in the functional component section. We only need 1 such note in 1 normative section. And we clearly state here this interface is optional. Close with no change. 
	Status: OPEN

	A546
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0306

Comment: Note 2 in this section should consider both the push and broadcast clients in indicating that it is FFS in adaptation specs how these clients could provide Ads/Ad metadata to the Ad Engine.

Proposed Change: Add the phrase ‘push client and’ right before the term ‘broadcast client’ in Note 2.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 621. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A629
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  At the moment Ad Engine receives Ads and Ad identifiers but should also received Ad metadata

Proposed change:

The Ad Server uses this interface to push either Ads, with their associated Ad metadata and Ad identifiers, or notification that Ads are available for retrieval.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN 

	A630
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  examples should be clarified

Proposed change:

Remove first example, change ASAP to “before default expiry time”
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN

	A631
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence. What makes this interface optional? The discussion is missing. How will the Ad Engine receive notifications from the Ad Server?
Proposed Change: Elaborate in detail.
Alternative resolution. The pull mechanism is mandatory, and can be used to provide everything that can be otherwise provided via push. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A632
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd sentence. “from the Ad Server” This restricts the possibility of getting Advertisements from other functional entities. Such restriction is not desirable.
Proposed Change: Replace “from the Ad Server” with “from other functional entities”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Here we are only interested in how Ad Server is using this interface. The rest is deployment/implementation choice. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A633
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 3rd sentence is repeating what’s already said in the 2nd sentence. Unfortunately, both sentences are inaccurate.
Proposed Change: Add this definition:

Ad Delivery: “The process of delivering Advertisement(s) and/or Campaign(s) and related metadata from the originator to a recipient, using push-, pull- or broadcast-based delivery mechanisms.”

Then, replace the 2nd and 3rd sentences with this: “The Ad Server uses this interface for push- or broadcast-based Ad Delivery.”
Alternative resolution (ALU). No such agreed definition. Close with proposed resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN

	A634
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “Ad” and “Ads"? There are no such definitions/abbreviations.
Proposed Change: Add definitions or abbreviations.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 347 (add abbreviation) and with resolution to 622 (Ad(s) instead of Ads).
	Status: OPEN

	A635
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th sentence: “may”.
Proposed Change: Elaborate in detail what an informational “may” means in a normative section, or, replace it with a normative MAY.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN 

	A636
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 4th sentence seems to be the justification why this interface cannot be optional. Or, are you thinking about moving this to a separate interface that is required? You will need a push interface to send such notifications anyway.
Proposed Change: Remove optionality of this interface, or, move define a new required interface and move this sentence there.
Alternative resolution (ALU). This is an optional interface. Everything that you can do through it, can also be done through MobAd-3. Close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN

	A637
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 4th sentence contains “SP caching and pre-fetching”. This is technical detail which should not ba part of the AD.
Proposed Change: Remove the quoted text and move it to the TS.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was removed – close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN

	A638
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 4th sentence contains “dynamically updated”. What is a dynamic update? How is this different from a normal update? Sounds like a technical detail, too.
Proposed Change: Remove the word “dynamically”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was removed – close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN 

	A639
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 4th sentence contains “campaign”. What is the relevance of this to the defined word “Campaign”?
Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term, or, pick another one.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was changed,  Ad Campaign definition issue should have already been addressed by now – close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN

	A640
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 4th sentence contains “ASAP”. What is this? There is no such abbreviation.
Proposed Change: Add an abbreviation, or, since it occurred only 
once so far, spell it out instead, or, consider removing it if not needed.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was removed – close with resolution to 622.
	Status: OPEN

	A641
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2, Note-1. This is an invalid assumption, because re-using an interface from other Enablers does not make that interfaces non-intrinsic. Those other Enablers have well-defined interfaces, and MobAd will have to indicate those in the AD figure, the interfaces section the AD description.
Proposed Change: Remove the note.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was changed – close with resolution to 621.
	Status: OPEN 

	A642
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2, Note-1. There are no traces of “adaptation” in the RD, so obviously MobAd is not going to specify anything like that.
Proposed Change: Remove the note.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was changed – close with resolution to 621.
	Status: OPEN

	A643
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §3, Note-2. There are no traces of “adaptation” in the RD, so obviously MobAd is not going to specify anything like that.
Proposed Change: Remove the note.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Text was changed – close with resolution to 621
	Status: OPEN

	A644
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: last para – there cannot be any standardized interfaces INTO the MobAd enabler else they would be identified in this doc, so the line to C&PR can ONLY be interfaces to those resources (not to the MobAd engine or server).  In both subbullets, “comprising all I2 interfaces exposed by those resources”, indicates that these are interfaces to C&PR not into MobAd.

Proposed Change: change from ref point to interface
Alternative resolution (ALU). Yes, those are not interfaces into the MobAd Enabler. But the reason for using the reference points is because this is a placeholder for a collection of interfaces (some from enablers, some from other resources – see informative examples in Appendix C). Unfortunately, we do dot have an adequate ARC Best Practice convention that would allow us to represent a bundle of interfaces, without the endpoints (maybe something ARC should consider). Btw – this text was moved to an informative section/Appendix anyway. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A645
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Orange
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Please provide a definition for "I2"
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 579.
	Status: OPEN

	A646
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  The term relevant gives the impression that the other are not relevant.

Proposed change:

Change the title to:

Interface exposed by external sources.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with combination between resolution to 515 and/or keep the current tentative resolution in the Appendix (Informative reference points).
	Status: OPEN 

	A647
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  Clarification for I2 is needed

Proposed change: 

Provide a reference
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 579.
	Status: OPEN

	A648
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Why is this section marked “(Infomational)”? MobAd must identify all interfaces from any other Enablers that it is going to use, describe how they are used and, for what purpose. As such, this section cannot be informative.
Proposed Change: Remove the “(Informative)” tag from the title of this section.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 515.
	Status: OPEN

	A649
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What are “relevant” interfaces? Just because MobAd is not going to specify them, it does not make them “relevant”. Have you ever heard the expression “racism”? I guess we should invent a similar expression for cases like this (when some functional components are not treated equally based on a selfish, individual preference) – how does “differentism” sound? By the way, looking at the amount of description you put in there, it sounds to me that these interfaces are like any other.
Proposed Change: Remove this section break and merge it with the previous.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with combination between resolution to 515 and/or keep the current tentative resolution in the Appendix (Informative reference points).
	Status: OPEN 

	A650
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sentence: “are not specified by MobAd Enabler”. While the interfaces themselves are not going to be specified in MobAd, their usage must be. This sentence is invalid.
Proposed Change: Remove the 1st sentence and add the list of missing interfaces here with their description, and indicate those on the AD figure as well.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Not really. Neither the interfaces, nor their usage is specified in MobAd Enabler. These are purely informative (now moved to the Appendix, based on Cancun decision … but in either case will stay in an informative section). Close with no change. 
	Status: OPEN

	A651
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd sentence. “A MobAd Enabler implementation however may use non-MobAd Enabler interfaces as I2 interfaces”. Just because something is optional (may), it does not mean that MobAd is not going to specify how it is used.

Proposed Change: Remove the 2nd sentence and add the list of missing interfaces here with their description, and indicate those on the AD figure as well.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Not really.This is not about mandatory vs. optional. Neither the interfaces, nor their usage is specified in MobAd Enabler. These are purely informative (now moved to the Appendix, based on Cancun decision … but in either case will stay in an informative section). Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A652
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd sentence. Again, there is no such functional component as “Contextualization and Personalization Resources”, and there should not be. You are making a mistake with this.

Proposed Change: Remove the 2nd sentence and add the list of interfaces that make up the so-called “Contextualization and Personalization Resources” with their descriptions, and indicate those on the AD figure as well.
Alternative resolution (ALU). The AD diagram does not contain CP&R anymore, all the references to CP&R are now in informative sections. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A653
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd sentence. “Both functional components of the MobAd Enabler” Number agreement – no good. There are more than two functional components. Just because they are not in the scope, it does not make them any less of a component.
Proposed Change: Replace “Both” with “All”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Both or all is irrelevant, since in this release there are only 2 such components (Ad Server and Ad Engine). The others are not MobAd Enabler functional components. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A654
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd sentence. “, the Ad Server and the Ad Engine” there is no need to spell these out, it should (!) be clear from the AD figure and the sections earlier.
Proposed Change: Remove the quoted text and, if needed, improve the AD figure and the descriptions in the earlier sections.
Alternative resolution (ALU). No need to remove that text, it is correct. However, the text needs to be synced with the appropriate figure (which we decided to move from section 5 to Intro or to Appendix or to some other informative section), hence replace:

Since there could be relatively large and non-exhaustive set of interfaces potentially used, they are represented in the architectural diagram as reference points.
With

Since there could be relatively large and non-exhaustive set of interfaces potentially used, they are represented in the additional informative architectural diagram as reference points.
	Status: OPEN

	A655
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd sentence. “may use such external resources” Sure. And MobAd will define exactly how this is done. So, there is no need to state this.
Proposed Change: Remove the 3rd sentence.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Not really. This is an informative section. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A656
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd sentence. “contextualization and personalization information” Are these the same as Contextualisation and Personalisation in the definitions? If so, there are typos (US English vs. UK English) and you should capitalise the first letters. “Contextualisation” and “Personalisation” are processes by definition, so I am not sure how can these be “information”.
Proposed Change: Apparently, the terms “Contextualisation” and “Personalisation” cannot be used here because those are processes. Yu could try elaborating it In detail tough, but since MobAd will have to define these things, you could simply remove the 3rd sentence instead.
Alternative resolution (ALU). This editorial issue was probably addressed ½ a dozen times already. Close with previous editorial resolution for using UK spelling.
	Status: OPEN

	A657
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2. This is a very lame excuse. MobAd has to specify these.
Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and add the interfaces to the AD figure.
Alternative resolution (ALU). We have decided we do not define those interfaces, and we won’t have them in the main AD diagram. Instead we will have them in an informative section (Appendix possibly, with an additional informative arch. Diagram) Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A658
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Reference points cannot be used when the interfaces can be identified explicitly.
Proposed Change: Remove this reference point and expand all interfaces.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Incorrect. You can use either or a mixture of both. Anyway, we have decided we do not define those interfaces, and we will only have them in an informative section. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN 

	A659
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Again, there is no such functional component as “Contextualization and Personalization Resources”, and there should not be.
Proposed Change: Remove this reference point and expand all interfaces.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Incorrect. There is such a component, it is a placeholder for all resources that contain personal or context info about Principals. See appropriate CP&R description (informative). Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A660
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What do you mean by “potentially accessed”? It is either accessed or not. Or, do you expect “impotentially accessed”?
Proposed Change: Remove “potentially”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Also closes 664. Replace “potentially” with “may be accessed”.
	Status: OPEN

	A661
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.3.3.1,5.3.3.3.2
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0306

Comment: In both these sections, the term 'I2 interfaces' needs a reference to the OMA ARC specification where the OSE is defined, since this term will not be known to many readers.

Proposed Change: Provide reference to the appropriate OMA ARC document where OSE and I2 interface are defined.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 579. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A662
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Reference points cannot be used when the interfaces can be identified explicitly.
Proposed Change: Remove this reference point and expand all interfaces.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Incorrect. You can use either or a mixture of both. Anyway, we have decided we do not define those interfaces, and we will only have them in an informative section. Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A663
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: Again, there is no such functional component as “Contextualization and Personalization Resources”, and there should not be.
Proposed Change: Remove this reference point and expand all interfaces.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Incorrect. There is such a component, it is a placeholder for all resources that contain personal or context info about Principals. See appropriate CP&R description (informative). Close with no change.
	Status: OPEN

	A664
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.3.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What do you mean by “potentially accessed”? It is either accessed or not. Or, do you expect “impotentially accessed”?
Proposed Change: Remove “potentially”.
Alternative resolution (ALU). Close with resolution to 660.
	Status: OPEN 














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.

© 2008 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 23)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20080101-I]

© 2008 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 23 (of 23)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20080101-I]

