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	Review Report Document Id
	OMA-ADRR-MobAd-V1_0-20090217-D
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc

	Group Presenting Document:
	OMA CD-MobAD

	Date of This Report:
	17 Feb 2009


1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing comments once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	CD-MobAD
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2008.12.08
	Conference call and email
	CD-MobAd and ARC
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 

	Full
	2008.12.10
	Conference call and email
	CD-MobAd and ARC
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 

	Full
	2008.12.15
	F2F meeting
	CD-MobAd
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 

	Full
	2008.12.16
	F2F meeting
	CD-MobAd
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 

	Full
	2008.12.17
	F2F meeting
	CD-MobAd
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 

	Full
	2008.12.18
	F2F meeting
	CD-MobAd
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 

	Full
	2009.02.06
	Conference call and email
	CD-MobAd
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 

	Full
	2009.02.17
	F2F meeting
	CD-MobAd
	OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc 


3. Review Comments
3.1 OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20081121-D.doc
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.12.2
	E
	All
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Ad and Advertisement are both used in the document.

Proposed Change: Make it consistent.
	Status: Closed.

Use “Ad”. 

	A002
	2008.12.04
	E
	All
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
We should consistently use “Personalization and Contextualization” or “Contextualization and Personalization”
Proposed Change: 
To use the predefined definition and to keep the consistency, propose to change all instances to be “Contextualization and Personalization”
	Status: Closed.

Use “Contextualisation and Personalisation”.

	A003
	2008.12.04
	E
	All
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Term "Ad Metrics" is written in different ways: "ad metrics data", "ads metrics data", "metrics data", "Ad metrics data"
Consistency is needed
Proposed Change: 
Proposed use the defined term “Ad Metrics”
	Status: Closed.
Use “Ad Metrics data”.

	A004
	2008.12.05
	E
	All
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Term "Contextualization and Personalization" is written in different ways: " personalization and/or contextualization information", " contextualization and personalization"
Consistency is needed
Proposed Change: 
Proposed use the defined term “Contextualization and Personalization”
	Status: Closed by A002.

	A005
	2008-12-05
	E
	all
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Change the texts to be consistent, for example, change “AdServer” to “Ad Server”, change “AdEngine” to “Ad Engine”, change “ads” to “Ads”, change “metric” to “metrics”. Make it consistent between “C&PR”, “C&P Resources”, “Contextualization and Personalization Resources”, and also “Identifier, Id, ID”, and “subscriber, user”.
Proposed Change: Revise it
	Status: Closed.
Use “Ad Engine”, “Ad Server”, “Contextualisation and Personalisation Resources”. Use “ID”, “user”

	A006
	2008.12.05
	E
	All
	Source: RIM

Form:  input contribution

Comment:   Editorial errors

Proposed Change: See input contribution 

OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0276-CR_RIM__Editorial_review_of_MobAd_AD.
	Status: Closed.
Include some of the changes in this CR.

	A007
	2008.12.01
	E
	General
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are a good deal of term that are defined as terms in 3.2, however they are sometimes used in lowercase, sometimes used in capitalised form.

Proposed Change: Make it consistent one way or another. The capitalized form might be better to hint that “it” is a defined term.
	Status: Closed by A002 and A005.

	A008
	2008.12.01
	E
	0
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The figures are not listed under “Figures”.

Proposed Change: Add proper auto-numbered captions to all figures.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A009
	2008-11-30
	E
	1.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
2nd paragraph, last sentence: Introduce C&PR abbreviation when first time mentioning the full text.

Proposed Change:
When contextualization and/or personalization information needs to be accessed by MobAd Enabler from external Contextualization and Personalization Resources (C&PR) within the SP domain, interfaces exposed by those resources may be re-used by the MobAd Enabler implementation.
	Status: Closed.
Add the abbreviations in 5.3.1.2.2.

	A010
	2008.12.06
	E
	1.
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘The objective of the MobAd Enabler architecture is to define network -side and device-side MobAd Enabler components,’ the word ‘both’ is additional.

Proposed Change:

Delete the word.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A011
	2008.12.06
	E
	1.
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘When contextualization and/or personalization information needs to be accessed by MobAd Enabler from external Contextualization and Personalization Resources within the SP domain,’ the word ‘needs’ is complex.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘needs’ should be replaced by ‘need’.
	Status: Closed with no change.
The text has been changed, and the comment will not apply.

	A012
	2008.12.05
	E
	1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment: 

Line 8, " external Contextualization and Personalization Resources within the SP domain" the C&PR are not only within the SP and this should also apply for the ones in the device

Proposed Change: 

"external Contextualization and Personalization Resources (either within the SP domain or on the device)" (all text in black font)
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0177

	A013
	2008-12-05
	E
	2
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: References should be consistent with the contents in the AD.
Proposed Change: Revise it
	Status: Closed by A194 ~ A208.

	A014
	2008.12.05
	E
	2.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:
[OSE] is not named in the document

Proposed Change: 

It should be removed
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A015
	2008.12.01
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There is an extra line break at the end of the section.

Proposed Change: Remove extra line break.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A016
	2008.12.01
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are two blank rows.

Proposed Change: Remove blank rows.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A017
	2008.11.25
	E
	2.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: Lots of other ADs are referenced in 5.1

Proposed Change: add references as neededl 
	Status: Closed with no change. 

	A018
	2008.12.01
	E
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The brackets around “MobAd Framework Scope Initiatives” are missing.

Proposed Change: Add brackets.
	Status: Closed with no change. The text has been changed, and the comment will not apply.

	A019
	2008.12.01
	E
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There is a blank row.

Proposed Change: Remove blank row.
	Status: Closed. Change as proposed.

	A020
	2008.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Referring to RD is great to ensure consistency. However it renders the document totally unreadable for a reader interested in the architecture and who does not have handy or does not wish to pour over the RD

Proposed Change: Consider copy and pasting the Mobile Ad specific definitions in AD (same text as RD – update RD if needed as a result of AD review…).
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A021
	2008.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Content Metadata makes no sense with the last note “as described in the document” It does not read correct…  Hopefully the document follows the definition…

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A022
	2008.12.05
	E
	3.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The lines of the array containing "MobAd Rules" are in another format than the rest

Proposed Change: 

Make them the same
	Status: Closed. Change as proposed.

	A023
	2008.12.02
	E
	3.2&5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Yanqiu He, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

There are some minor English grammar issues.

Proposed Change:

See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0271> for the proposed changes.
	Status: Closed with no change.
The text has been changed, and the comment will not apply.

	A024
	2008.12.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are borders around the term “MobAd Rules”.

Proposed Change: Remove the borders.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A025
	2008-11-30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

DCD 

Proposed Change:
Replace meaning with: “ Dynamic Content Delivery”
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A026
	2008-11-30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Proposed Change:
Replace the meaning with: “Mobile Broadcast Services”
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A027
	2008-11-30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

MobAd

Proposed Change:
Replace meaning with: “Mobile Advertising”
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A028
	2008.11.28
	E
	3.3
	Source: LGE

Form:  OMA-ARC-2008-0292

Comment:   MLS Abr. Is missing from section 3.3

Proposed Change: Section 3.3 i.e. 

Abbreviations List needs to be updated by MLS (Mobile Location Service)
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A029
	2008.12.05
	E
	3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

ID and Id are used for identifiers

Proposed Change: 

Change "ID" for "ID or Id"
	Status: Closed.
Change “Id” to “ID”.

	A030
	2008.12.01
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There is a blank row.

Proposed Change: Remove blank row.
	Status: Closed. Change as proposed.

	A031
	2008-11-30
	E
	4.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Second paragraph, 2nd bullet – spaces missing between Ad & App, resp. between SP and App.

Proposed Change:
Introduce spaces: Ad App, SP App. And search the entire document, including figures to fix consistently.
	Status: Closed. Change as proposed.

	A032
	2008.11.26
	E
	4
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: The term “offline” in the first bullet item is not defined.  In fact, tracing back to the MobAd RD for which “offline” is used (Use Case of Sec. 5.1), it is not clear the meaning of  online/offline in the context of the Ad App, Ad Engine and Ad Selector.  It seems only applicable to the communication status of the end user.

Proposed Change: Define the meaning of “offline” in Sec. 4.
	Status: Closed with no change.
The text has been removed.

	A033
	2008.12.02
	E
	4&B.7
	Source: Yanqiu He, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The terminologies should be consistent in the entire document. For example, "Ad App", "SP App", "Ad Engine", "Ad Server", etc. are defined in Section 3.2.
Proposed Change:

See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0269> for the proposed changes.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A034
	2008.12.06
	E
	4.
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘This Architecture Document defines logical functions, interfaces and flows related to’, the word ‘logical’ is relative to physical, not proper here.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘logical’ should be replaced by ‘high-level’.
	Status: Closed with no change.

The text has been removed.

	A035
	2008.12.06
	E
	4.
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘This document focuses on the following logical functions that are expected to be described in the AD’, the word ‘logical’ is relative to physical, not proper here.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘logical’ should be replaced by ‘high-level’.
	Status: Closed with no change.

The text has been removed.

	A036
	2008.12.05
	E
	4 (§5)
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

What is the added value of the sentence " The MobAd Enabler defines interfaces exposed by entities that are part of the Enabler (i.e.: Ad Server and Ad Engine)."
Proposed Change: 

Remove it
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A037
	2008.12.05
	E
	4 (§6, bullets c, d,e)
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The order of the list is logical but does not follow the ordering of the interfaces (which is e, d, c).

Proposed Change: 

Change Ad Engine – Ad Server to be MobAd-1, Ad Engine – As App to MobAd-3

Alternative Change (not preferred): 

Change order of bullets to text in e, d, c
	Status: Closed.
The re-ordering of bullets has been done.

	A038
	2008.12.05
	E
	4 (§7)
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Change " behaviour"(UK) to "behavior"(US) as an Editor Action
Alternative Change (not preferred): 

Change "behavior"(US) to "behaviour"(UK) (see B.8, bullet 4) as an Editor Action
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A039
	2008.12.05
	E
	4.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

" The MobAd Architecture Document V1.0 addresses the requirements targeted for this phase" Some requirements are not addressable in the architecture

Proposed Change: 

Change the sentence to " The MobAd Architecture Document V1.0 addresses the requirements targeted for this phase that can be solved by architecture design"  (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed. 

	A040
	2008.12.05
	E
	4.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Page 10 is a blank page

Proposed Change: 

Remove it
	Status: Closed.
This has been removed.

	A041
	2008.12.01
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There is a blank page between section 4.1 and 5.

Proposed Change: Remove the extra page break.
	Status: Closed by A041.

	A042
	2008.12.05
	E
	5
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Remove blank lines between titles 5 and 5.1

Proposed Change: 


	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A043
	2008.12.01
	E
	5
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are two blank lines in section 5.

Proposed Change: Remove the unnecessary line breaks.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A044
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: I think that a colon is missing from the end of the first sentence (?)

Proposed Change: Add colon.
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A045
	2008.11.26
	E
	5.2
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: In the MobAd Architecture Diagram, “Contexualization and Personalization Resources” should be accompanied by its acronym ‘C&PR’ which is later used in this document.

Proposed Change: Add parenthetical ‘C&PR’ after the fully spelled out term for this functional entity in the architecture diagram.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed in figure 16.

	A046
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘In the Service Provider domain, accessible by the Ad Server and may be accessible by the Ad Engine’, the word ‘accessible’ doesn’t comply with word ‘accessed’ below the sentence.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘accessible’ should be replaced by ‘accessed’.
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment does not apply.

	A047
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
“All other depicted components and interfaces are not specified in this document, but are shown for a better understanding of the interactions with the MobAd Enabler”, compare to the first sentence it is not clear that this description implies C&PR.

Proposed Change: 
Add the (C&PR) at the end of the 2nd sentence for the clarification.

“All other depicted components and interfaces are not specified in this document, but are shown for a better understanding of the interactions with the MobAd Enabler (C&PR).

Remove “All the components, interfaces and reference points are described in the following sections.”, at the end of the paragraph
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A048
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
C&PR is the entity, external to the MobAd Enabler and how to obtain the C&P information is a MobAd Enabler implementation choice. Any restriction shall not be mentioned

Proposed Change: 
Delete sub-bullets 1 and 2.

Add “Service Provider domain, on the device” instead of deleting sub-bullets 1 and 2.
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A049
	2008.12.05
	E


	5.2

Figure 1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The diagram is not very clear when taken with the text, a legend would be most useful

Proposed Change: 

Add the following legend to the figure:



	Status: Closed.
Refer to A319
Add the legend.

	A050
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Remove blank lines before title 5.3
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A051
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are two extra line breaks below the figure.

Proposed Change: Remove the unnecessary line breaks.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A052
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: It would be a good idea to add a bulleted list of cross-references after this sentence: “All the components, interfaces and reference points are described in the following sections.” so that all component/interfaces would be only one click away.

Proposed Change: Add a bulleted list of cross-references to components and interfaces.
	Status: Closed by A047.

	A053
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘in charge of providing targeted Ads to the Ad Engine and the SP App, using contextualization and personalization in the selection process, handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data’, the sentence ‘using contextualization and personalization in the selection process’ isn’t clear.

Proposed Change:

The modification suggestion: Processing selection with contextualization and personalization.
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A054
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: It might be a good idea to split this big section up to three parts: functional components, interfaces, reference points. Essentially, this means removing the top level section and moving all existing sections one level up (5.3.1 -> 5.3).

Proposed Change: The current top level section 5.3 is not needed. Break it up.
	Status: Closed with no change.
This is from the AD template.

	A055
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The title of the section contains “(Normative)”. This is not needed.

Proposed Change: Remove “(Normative)” from the title of the section.
	Status: Closed with no change.
This can differentiate three sections, 5.3.1, 5.3.2 and 5.3.3. 

	A056
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The title of the section contains “MobAd Enabler”. This is not needed, because this is the MobAd AD document, and as such, it can define only functional components of MobAd.

Proposed Change: Remove “MobAd Enabler” from the title.
	Status: Closed with no change. This can differentiate section 5.3.2.

	A057
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

1st paragraph, missing “and” instead of “,”. 
Proposed Change:
… and handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data.
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A058
	2008.12.2
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In first paragraph, add an “information” after “using  contextualization and personalization”
Proposed Change: Above
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A059
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘in charge of providing targeted Ads to the Ad Engine and the SP App, using contextualization and personalization in the selection process, handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data’, the sentence ‘handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data’ can’t stress collect and process.

Proposed Change:

The modification suggestion: Collecting and processing Ads metrics data.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A060
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Keep the consistency with 5.3.1.2.

Proposed Change: 
The Ad Server is a MobAd Enabler component residing in the network, in charge of providing targeted Ads to the Ad Engine and the SP App, using contextualization and personalization information for the selection process, handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A061
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Using C&P information for ad selection is an optional feature and need to keep the consistency with 5.3.1.2

Proposed Change: 
Reword the term “using” to “may use

The Ad Server is a MobAd Enabler component resident in the network, in charge of providing targeted Ads to the Ad Engine and the SP App, may use contextualization and personalization in the selection process, handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A062
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Remove extra space in "using  contextualization"
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A063
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

"selection process, handling" metrics are very different from Ad selection
Proposed Change: 

" selection process and handling"  (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A064
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Remove extra blank line before title 5.3.1.1.1
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A065
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

1st bullet, ”processing” instead of “process”. 
Proposed Change:
Processing data from …

Note: a consistent use of use of verbs tense should be applied to all bullets in the “functions” (e.g. “selecting Ads” instead of “Selection of Ads”, “delivering” instead of “deliver”, etc)
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A066
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Capitalize the resource of the first sub-bullet
Proposed Change: 
“from Contextualization and Personalization Resources.”
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A067
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Comparing/matching and filtering Ads based on given criteria’, the word ‘Comparing/matching’ doesn’t comply with below sentence in section 5.3.1.2.2.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘Comparing/matching’ should be replaced by ‘Compare/match’.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A068
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Selection of Ads based on rules and criteria’, the word ‘Comparing/matching’ doesn’t comply with below sentence in section 5.3.1.2.2.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘Selection of’ should be replaced by ‘Select’.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A069
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There is an extra line break at the end of the section. One of the line breaks is blue :-) I guess that’s fine because it’s a non-printing character.

Proposed Change: Remove the unnecessary line break.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A070
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

An Ad Server will communicate with several Ad Engines

Proposed Change: 

"Deliver Ads/Ad Campaigns and related metadata to the Ad Engines and SP Apps" (without the yellow highlight) (deleting "the")
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A071
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The bullet points seem to detail a previous sentence while they complement it.

Proposed Change: 

"Deliver Ads/Ad Campaigns and related metadata to the Ad Engine and SP Apps or alternatively." (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.
The context of the sentence has been changed and this comment will not apply.

	A072
	2008.12.07
	E
	5.3.1.1.3b2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: It isn’t clear the term in the expression in bullet 2. 

Proposed Change: 

Collect metrics-related data, such as sources IDs, time and context in which the Ad is consumed, etc
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A073
	2008.12.07
	E
	5.3.1.1.4

b1
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: through AD it is used the term “Personalization and Contextualization data”. Use this expression also in the description of Data Management functionality. Proposed Change: 

Manage user Personalization and Contextualization data.
	Status: Closed. 
The text has been changed and it is consistent with the proposed change.

	A074
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
To keep the consistency with 5.3.1.1 reword the “performs” to “handles”
Proposed Change: 
“the Ad Engine handles the collection and reporting of Ad metrics data to the Ad Server.”
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A075
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘It acquires Ads from the Ad Server via supported delivery methods, caches those Ads, and returns one or more selected Ads to the Ad App upon request’, the sentence isn’t compact.

Proposed Change:

My modification suggestion: It acquires Ads from the Ad Server, caches and returns one or more selected Ads to the Ad App upon request.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A076
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The order of function is not the same as for the Ad Server

Proposed Change: 

Invert 5.3.1.2.1 with 5.3.1.2.2
	Status: Closed with no change. It requires a lot of changes, and it may be not convenient to see the other changes.

	A077
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th bullet and the two sub-bullets. The words “Either” and “Or” at the beginning of the sub-bullets should have been at the end or the previous bullet.
Proposed Change: Move “Either” and “Or” to the end of the previous bullets.
	Status: Closed by A490.

	A078
	2008.12.07
	E
	5.3.1.2.4

b1
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: through AD it is used the term “Personalization and Contextualization data”. Use this expression also in the description of Data Management functionality. Proposed Change: 

Managing user Personalization and Contextualization data.
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and it is consistent with the comment.

	A079
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: There is an extra line break at the end of the section.
Proposed Change: Remove extra line break. I would prefer removing the blue one.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A080
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Ads/Ad campaign deletion should not be in bold.

Proposed Change:
Change to regular font.
	Status: Closed.
The text has been removed.

	A081
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Ads / Ad campaign deletion’, the word ‘campaign’ must comply with conventions.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘may’ ought to be modified by ‘Campaign.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been removed.

	A082
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘a function of the SP App that deletes ads / ad campaigns stored locally’, it’s same that the words  must comply with conventions.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘ads / ad campaigns’ ought to be modified by ‘Ads / Ad Campaigns’.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been removed.

	A083
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘The SP Apps can receive that information from the Ad Server either within an Ad Request exchange or as a separate dedicated message exchange’.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘SP Apps’ ought to be modified by ‘SP App’.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been removed.

	A084
	2008.12.05
	E/T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  The example of SPApp should be clarify

Proposed change:

Examples of SP App can be ad-aware web portals, MMS Relay / Servers, SMSC, gaming servers..

	Status: Closed.
Change “web portals” to “Ad-aware web portals”.

	A085
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: “Ads / Ad campaign deletion” is using bold formatting. Is there any particular reason for this?
Proposed Change: Remove bold formatting from the quoted part.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been removed.

	A086
	2008.12.07
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Avi Primo, aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0289-INP_Celltick_Comments_to_MobAd_AD

Comment: Change 'Sp App' into 'SP App' in the section title

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A087
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘The Ad App is an external entity running on the device that requests and receives Ads from Ad Engine’.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘running’ ought to be modified by ‘residing’.
	Status: Closed. Change “running” to “resident”.

	A088
	2008.12.05
	E/T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  The example of AdApp should be clarify

Proposed change:

Examples of Ad App can be ad-aware messaging client, web browser, gaming client.

	Status: Closed.
Change “messaging client” to “Ad-aware messaging client”.

	A089
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘MobAd User Preferences (eg as associating User Context information with Ad categories)’.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘eg’ ought to be modified by ‘e.g.’.
	Status: Closed.
This has already been corrected.

	A090
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: change “eg as” to “e.g.”.
Proposed Change: As above
	Status: Closed.

This has already been corrected.

	A091
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Insert the word “intrinsic” right after the non-MobAd Enabler, in the second sentence for the clarification.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed with no change. “MobAd Enabler interface” is clear.

	A092
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The text “(Normative)” is not needed in the title; see the conventions section.
Proposed Change: Remove “(Normative)” from the title of the section.
	Status: Closed with no change.
It can differentiate normative section and informative section.

	A093
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Remove extra line before title 5.3.3.1.1
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A094
	2008.11.25
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: second sentence 

Proposed Change: “use” -> “uses”
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A095
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
2nd sentence - missing “s” in “use”

Proposed Change:
The Ad Server uses this interface to provide an Ad Response to the SP App, which includes Ads and their associated Ads identifiers.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A096
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

No need for : after e.g.
Proposed Change:

Last brackets – remove “:” after “e.g.”
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A097
	2008.12.2
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Second Sentence, Wording mistake.

Proposed Change: The Ad Server uses …
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A098
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘The Ad Server use this interface to provide an Ad Response to the SP App’.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘use’ ought to be modified by ‘uses’.
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A099
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘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’.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘ads’ ought to be modified by ‘Ads’.
	Status: Closed. Change as proposed.

	A100
	2008.12.06
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘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’, the sentence isn’t compact.

Proposed Change:

Every person determines whether to modify it.
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A101
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

"The Ad Server use this interface"
Proposed Change: 

" The Ad Server uses this interface" (without the yellow highlight)
	Status: Closed.

The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A102
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Make the text easier to read

Proposed Change: 

Add a "carriage return" before: " This interface can also be used by the Ad Server to inform the SP App that some ads…" making the ad deletion a new paragraph
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A103
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

No need for : after e.g.
Proposed Change:

Last brackets – remove “:” after “e.g.” 
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A104
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.3.1.3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Make the text easier to read

Proposed Change: 

Add a "carriage return" before: " This interface can also be used by the Ad Server to inform the Ad Engine that some Ads…" making the ad deletion a new paragraph
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A105
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273

Comment:

Make the text easier to read

Proposed Change: 

Add a "carriage return" before: " The Ad Server may also use this interface to provide service notification…" making the notification a new paragraph
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A106
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: There is an extra line break at the end of the section.
Proposed Change: Remove extra line break.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A107
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.3.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: There is an extra line break at the end of the section.
Proposed Change: Remove extra line break.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A108
	2008-11-30
	E
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Extraneous bullet towards the end of the section, just before last sentence in the section.
Proposed Change:
Remove the empty bullet.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed. 

	A109
	2008.12.04
	E
	5.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Need to keep the consistency between 1st and 2nd sub-bullet under the 1st bullet.

Proposed Change: 
Change the 1st sub-bullet under the 1st bullet of this section to become:

SP App is considered to be a trusted application deployed by the Service Provider in its Service Provider domain. 

Delete 2nd sentence of 1st sub-bullet under the 1st bullet.
	Status: Closed.
Add “trusted” before “application”.

	A110
	2008.12.05
	E
	5.4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Put the last sentence where the dot is
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A111
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Missing a word.
Proposed Change: Change “security considerations in” to “security considerations described in”
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A112
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: There is an extra bullet at the bottom of the list.
Proposed Change: Remove the extra bullet.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A113
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: There is an extra line break at the end of this section.
Proposed Change: Remove the extra line break.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A114
	2008.11.25
	E
	App B
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  second para about detailed flows, seems to have both “define” and “illustrate” when only one word needed

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A115
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Last 2 sentences need updates to match flows numbering. Also a typo (desribed instead of described) in the last sentence.

Proposed Change:
The detailed call flows are described in sections from B.1 to B.10.

The high-level end-to-end call flows are described in sections from B.11 to B.14.
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A116
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

General comment for flow figures consistency:

 Vertical “time” lines under each “box” should not switch from solid to dashed lines inconsistently. They have no implication of normative or optional nature, so they should be all represented uniformly, regardless of under which box they are.  

Proposed Change:
Use vertical solid lines only in all flows.
	Status: Closed.
See Action Item A016 and ADRR comment A707.

	A117
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Different line style used.


Proposed Change:
Use the same line width, arrow style, dash style, etc across all figures.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A118
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Different box labels style (e.g. not always the same as in AD diagram; sometimes underlined)

Proposed Change:
Use only not component names as in the AD diagram.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed. 

	A119
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Not all steps are labeled, and step numbers on figures are either sometimes missing, or are represented in different styles.

Proposed Change:
Label all steps and include step numbers on all step labels in the figures, and remove them elsewhere in the figure.

OR

Label all steps and remove them from the labels of the steps, and include them everywhere as inside separate little circles (or any other convention).
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A120
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Considering adding legend with representation conventions. The two more important conventions to use consistently are the notion of “optional step” (we chose to use a dotted line for that), and the notion of a bi-directional arrow (we chose to use this to indicate a bidirectional exchange … but may be we need to revisit that convention). 

Proposed Change:
Add a legend to each flow, or maybe only to the 1st flow in the detailed flows, and the 1st flow in the end-to-end flows (the latter only if the conventions are different).
	Status: Closed.

See Action Item A016 and ADRR comment A707.

	A121
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

General comment for flow figures consistency:

Figure captions are occasionally misaligned. 

Proposed Change:
Center all figure captions.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A122
	2008.12.05
	E
	B
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Term "C&P Acquisition" is written in different ways: "C&P acquisition at the device", "C&P acquisition on the network", “Selection Personalization”, “Contextualization and Personalization Acquisition" over the section B. Consistency needs to be kept.
Proposed Change: 
Proposed use the defined term “Contextualization and Personalization Acquisition” or “C&P Acquisition”
	Status: Closed.
Change it to “C&P Acquisition”.

	A123
	2008.12.02
	E
	B
	Source: Yanqiu He, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 There are some editorial errors in Appendix B that are not consistent with agreed CR 0228R01.

Proposed Change:

See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0272> for the proposed changes.
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A124
	2008.12.02
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: (1) Remove the “define” in “to illustrate define sequence of steps”. (2) Add a space to “extendedbig”.
Proposed Change: As above
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A125
	2008.12.05
	E
	B
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273

Proposed Change: 

Change "to define illustrate " for "define/illustrate"

Change "to illustrate define" for "define/illustrate"

Change " to illustratedefine" for "define/illustrate"
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A126
	2008.12.05
	E
	B
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

"sequence" in " sequence of steps" is in blue
Proposed Change: 

Change it to black
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A127
	2008.12.05
	E
	B
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Change " for an important extendedbig" for " for an important/extended" ("big" is removed)
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A128
	2008.12.05
	E
	B
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Remove the extra ending dot in " but they should not repeat defining the meaning of the steps.."
	Status: Closed.
This text has been removed.

	A129
	2008.12.01
	E
	B
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: in the bullet “•
to illustrate define sequence of steps;” the word “sequence” is blue

Proposed Change: change the word’s color
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A130
	2008.12.01
	E
	B
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: In the last paragraph, change the las call flow number from B.13 to B.14

Proposed Change: do the above change
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A131
	2008.12.07
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Avi Primo, aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0289-INP_Celltick_Comments_to_MobAd_AD

Comment: Change in 6th bullet  from 'illustratedefine' to 'illustrate define'

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A132
	2008.11.25
	E
	B.1
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  last sentence of step 3 seems to describe step 4

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed.

This has been corrected.

	A133
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.1

B.3

B.11
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Currently, the direction of arrow for the C&P Acquisition needs to be kept the consistency with the rest call flow diagram.

Proposed Change:
Change the direction of the arrow to be bi-directional
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A134
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

In the sentence "(this communication is shown in separate flows)", add the information that the flow is B.3
Proposed Change: 

Change the above sentence for ""(this communication is shown in the flow presented in B.3)""
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A135
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.2
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: In step 2 of the call flow description, the word “ad” in the first sentence should be spelled in upper case.  In step 3, the word “mark” should be replaced by “marks”.

Proposed Change: Correct the spelling of the above two words as indicated above.
	Status: Closed.
Change “ad” to “Ad”.

	A136
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Replace " Note: FFS of other parameters"

For "Note: some additional parameters may defined at TS stage"
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A137
	2008.12.01
	E
	B.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 

Proposed Change: remove the note
	Status: Closed.

The note has been removed. 

	A138
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.3
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: As currently worded, step 6 of the call flow description suggests that only a single Ad App can reside in a terminal.
Proposed Change: Change the term “Ad App” to “Ad App(s)”.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A139
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Center the "Figure 4…"
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A140
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.3

Step 4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Add a "carriage return" before " If the Ad selection in step 4 resulted in null match "
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A141
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Change " Otherwise, a unique Ad identifier…" for "When Ad(s) are returned, a unique Ad identifier…" and put a "carriage return" before it. (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed and the comment will not apply.

	A142
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.4
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: As currently worded, step 5 of the call flow description suggests that there are always multiple Ad Apps residing in a terminal.
Proposed Change: Change the term “Ad Apps” to “Ad App(s)”.
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A143
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.4
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: Besides Ads, broadcast could also be used to deliver Ad metadata.

Proposed Change:
Change the 2nd major bullet item of this section to become (added text are shown as underlined):

“Acquire Ads/Ad Campaign and/or Ad metadata from Ad Server based on supported delivery method(s):”

Change the 3rd sub-bullet under the 2nd major bullet of this section to become:

“Broadcast: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) and/or Ad metadata autonomously to the Ad Engine over a broadcast channel.  This is optional to support.”
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected. And it seems to be a wrong section.

	A144
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Center the "Figure 5…"
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A145
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.4

Step 3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

" using push delivery" is not clear
Proposed Change: 

Replace it by "using a push delivery mechanism" (without the yellow highlight) (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A146
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.4

Step 3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The notion of identifier is not clear

Proposed Change: 

replace " identifier" by "Ad(s) identifier(s)" (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.
The text has been changed.

	A147
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.5

B.10
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Change the term “metrics report” of step 5 to “Ad metrics data” to keep the consistency with the rest parts

Proposed Change: 
Proposed use the defined term “Ad Metrics”
	Status: Closed.
Change it to “Ad Metrics data”..

	A148
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.5
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Center the "Figure 6…"
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A149
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.5
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Remove the extra empty line before title B.6
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A150
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.6
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Remove the extra empty line before title B.7
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A151
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.7
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Remove the extra empty line before title B.8
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A152
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.8
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Replace " may suspend and resume " for " may suspend or resume " (without the yellow highlight)
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A153
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.8

Step 1
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Remove the extra empty line before step 2
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A154
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.8

Step 3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Remove the extra empty line before step 4
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A155
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.8

Step 4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Remove the extra empty line before title B.9
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A156
	2008.12.05
	E/T
	B.8
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The notification could tale place with a single event

Proposed Change: 

Replace " upon detection of some events " for " upon detection of some event" (removing the "s" of events)
	Status: Closed.
Change “some events” to “some event(s)”

	A157
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.9

Step 1.c
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

In " context information (e.g. " the parenthesis is in blue 

Proposed Change: 

Change it to black
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A158
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.10

Figure 11
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The figure does not respect the other figures

Proposed Change: 
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	Status: Closed.
Change it to be consistent.

	A159
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.11

B.12

B.13
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
C&P Resources are out-side of the MobAd Enabler 

Proposed Change: 
Change the solid line to the dashed line

Change the “Contextualization and Personalization Resource” of B.13 to “C&P Resources”
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A160
	2008.12.05
	E
	B11
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Center the figure
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A161
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.11

Step 5
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Change the entire sentence to color black
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A162
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.12
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Center the "Figure 13…"
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A163
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.12

Step 3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Replace "The return" for "the returned message" (twice in the step) (without the yellow highlight) (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A164
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.12

Step 4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Replace " or because of other reasons." For "or for other reasons." (without the yellow highlight)
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A165
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.12

Step 6
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Replace "The return" for "the returned message" (without the yellow highlight) (all text in black font)
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A166
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.13
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

C&PR box needs to be consistently represented in the figures (not grayed out in this flow).
Proposed Change:
Gray out the C&PR box.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A167
	2008.12.02
	E
	Appendix B.13
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Change the fonts of the steps in the flow.
Proposed Change: As above.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A168
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.13
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Replace " This scenario assumed that the" for " This scenario assumes that the " as the verbs in the paragraph are in present (without the yellow highlight) 
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A169
	2008-11-30
	E
	Appendix B.14
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Step 4 is represented in an inconsistent manner with the representation of steps in other flows in the AD.
Proposed Change:
Remove box around step 4. Move label to the right of the vertical line, next to a curved line to indicate the internal step 4, as in other flows.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.

	A170
	2008.12.05
	E
	B.14

Figure 15
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The figure does not respect the format of the previous flows

Proposed Change: 

Replace it by:
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	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.


	A171
	2008.12.05
	E
	Appendix C.2, 
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: (1) Change “OMA Presence Enabler” to “OMA MLS Enabler”.

Proposed Change: As above
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.


	A172
	2008.12.05
	E
	Appendix C.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Change “OMA Presence Enabler” to “OMA XDM Enabler”.

Proposed Change: As above
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.


	A173
	2008.12.05
	E
	C.4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Remove this chapter (title and everything after it.
	Status: Closed.

Change as proposed.


	A174
	2008.12.01
	E
	C.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This seems to be a leftover from the AD template.
Proposed Change: Remove the entire section.
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A175
	2008-12-05
	T
	all
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Solve all the notes, TBDs in the AD.
Proposed Change: Revise it
	Status: Closed.
This has been corrected.

	A176
	2008.11.30
	T
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Sentence “The scope of the MobAd Enabler architecture does not include exposing interfaces to entities representing other actors (e.g. Content Providers, Advertising Agencies, etc).” may be slightly incorrect. In fact if interfaces are exposed they can be used by the entities apparently not in scope if allowed by policies….

Proposed Change: The message seems slight different: the interfaces are not aimed at addressing *additional* requirements of other actors…. But nothing prevents them to use the interfaces as part of a larger solution if authorized to do so by policies.
	Status: CLOSED
The needs of external entities such as Content Providers, Advertising Agencies, etc., are not considered when defining interfaces for MobAd Enabler components, because those external entities are out of scope of MobAd AD and TS.

	A177
	2008.11.30
	T
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: In sentence “When contextualization and/or personalization information needs to be accessed by MobAd Enabler from external Contextualization and Personalization Resources within the SP domain […]”, why limit to “within the SP Domain”? Any interface can be used within or outside the domain and there are no particular differences especially if it is considered as an enabler implementation discussion…

Proposed Change: Remove within the SP domain or also allow for outside the domain…
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to remove the phrase “within the SP domain”.
It also closes A012 and A0178

	A178
	2008.12.05
	T
	1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: The last sentence in this section (Scope) refers to C&PR located within the SP domain.  C&PR can also reside in the terminal, and similarly expose interfaces for reuse by the MobAd Enabler implementation.  Therefore, the phrase “within the SP domain” should be removed.

Proposed Change: Delete the phrase “within the SP domain” in the last sentence of this section.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0177

	A179
	2008.12.2
	T
	1
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In the second paragraph, the first sentence is talking about the components on the network and device. Actually, we have only one component in network or device.

Proposed Change: components->”component(s)”, and make whole sentence consistent.
	Status: CLOSED

Current language is correct. No action is needed.

	A180
	2008.12.05
	T
	1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  one sentence is unclear:

The MobAd Enabler architecture is designed to support the core capabilities of a Mobile Advertising Service, in particular Ad Selection, Ad Delivery and Ad Metrics Collection and Processing.

It is unclear, what “processing” relates to.

Proposed Change:  

Change “collection and processing” to handling.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to proposed change from  “collection and processing” to “handling”

	A181
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “that rely on MobAd Enabler services” MobAd is an Enabler is not a service. Services are built based on the Enablers.

Proposed Change: “that rely on services based on the MobAd Enabler”
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove the word “services”.

	A182
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “services (i.e. device-side Ad Apps as well as network-side SP Apps)”

These are not services.

Proposed Change: Remove, or move it forward, behind “some entities”
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0181. 

	A183
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “Mobile Advertising Service” What is this? There is no definition for this term.

Proposed Change: Add definition, remove, or make it lowercase.
	Status: CLOSED 

Agreed to the change from “core capabilities of Mobile Advertising Service” to “core functionalities related to mobile advertising”

	A184
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “Collection and Processing” What is this? There is no definition for this term.

Proposed Change: Add definition, remove, or make it lowercase.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0180

	A185
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “MobAd Enabler architecture is designed to support the core capabilities of a Mobile Advertising Service” I do not like the idea of hinting that we are reverse-engineering some “Mobile Advertising Service”. Services are built based on Enablers, not the other way around.

Proposed Change: Reword or remove..
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0183

	A186
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “When contextualization and/or personalization information needs to be…” This sentence is not the continuation of the previous, and does not belong to the scoping discussions.

Proposed Change: Move this sentence to the Introduction section - since this is not “scoping” –, make it a separate paragraph and describe what “contextualization and/or personalization information” is (before describing how it is accessed). 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove the last sentence of the Scope section as referenced in the comment.
This supersedes the A0177 and A0178.

	A187
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “accessed by MobAd Enabler” How can an Enabler access anything? Do you mean a service based on the MobAd Enabler instead?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0186.

	A188
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment:  “from external Contextualization and Personalization Resources within the SP domain” I am not sure how to interpret external A within B. It’s either external, or internal.

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0186

	A189
	
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “interfaces exposed by those resources may be re-used” Which resources? 

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0186

	A190
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “interfaces exposed by those resources may be re-used” Resources usually do not have interfaces; resources are usually consumed over some interface. So, it would be nice to know what interfaces you are referring to.

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0186

	A191
	2008.12.01
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “interfaces exposed by those resources may be re-used” I know how to use an interface. However, I am not sure how to re-use an interface.

Proposed Change: Remove “re-“, or clarify.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0186

	A192
	2008.12.03
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “The scope of the MobAd Enabler architecture does not include exposing interfaces to entities representing other actors (e.g. Content Providers, Advertising Agencies, etc).” 

There is no definition for advertising agencies
Proposed Change: Change “Advertising Agencies” to “Advertisers” and add the definition of “Advertisers”.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to changed from “Advertising Agencies” to “Advertisers”. And add the definition of “Advertiser” which refers to the same definition in MobAd RD.

	A193
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The document title in [OMA-MOBAD-RD] is not correct.

Proposed Change: Correct the document title in the reference.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to correct the document title of MobAd RD in reference section [OMA-MOBAD-RD].

	A194
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Missing informative ref. For DRM

Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add informative reference.

This may be superseded by further detailed discussion on seciont 5.1.

	A195
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Missing informative reference for DCD
Proposed Change:
R
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add informative reference.

This may be superseded by further detailed discussion on seciont 5.1.

	A196
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Missing informative reference to BCAST

Proposed Change:
R
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add informative reference.

This may be superseded by further detailed discussion on seciont 5.1.

	A197
	2008-11-30
	T
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0303-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_ALU.doc
Comment:
Missing informative reference to 3GPP CBS

Proposed Change:
R
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add informative reference.

This may be superseded by further detailed discussion on seciont 5.1.

	A198
	2008.11.26
	T
	2.2
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: This Informative References section is missing many other OMA Enabler references such as BCAST, DCD, DM and DRM, as well as non-OMA enablers, as cited under Sec. 5.1 (Dependencies) of the AD

Proposed Change: Add to this section the references to those other OMA Enablers and non-OMA enablers as shown in Sec. 5.1.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add informative reference.

This may be superseded by further detailed discussion on seciont 5.1.

	A199
	2008.12.02
	T
	2.2
	Source: Yanqiu He, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 There is a list of MobAd Enabler Dependencies in Section 5.1. However, many related references are missing in Section 2. We suggest to add those references in Section 2.2 Informative References
Proposed Change:

See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0268> for the proposed changes.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed CR 268.
This may be superseded by further detailed discussion on seciont 5.1.

	A200
	2008.12.05
	T
	2.2
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  references to BCAST and DCD are missing

Proposed Change:  

Add the references
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add informative reference.

This may be superseded by further detailed discussion on seciont 5.1.

	A201
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Version designation missing from “[OMADICT]”.

Proposed Change: Add version number. The latest version at the moment is 2.7.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to refer to the most recent [OMADICT] version 2.7.


	A202
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The “MobAd Framework Scope Initiatives” is never referenced. Furthermore, this document would have been a nice input for the RD; however it has no use in the AD.

Proposed Change: Remove this document from the references.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove the reference of “MobAd Framework …”.


	A203
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “OMA_MLS_AD”, “OMA_PRS_AD” and “OMA_XDM_AD” are referencing AD documents directly. This is not a good practice.

Proposed Change: Reference the appropriate Enablers instead.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to leave as is. No action is needed.


	A204
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The “OMA_MLS_AD”, “OMA_PRS_AD” and “OMA_XDM_AD are wrong reference names.

Proposed Change: Correct reference names
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed for the editor to fix it as editorial action.


	A205
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The “OMA_PRS_AD” is never referenced.

Proposed Change: Remove from the references.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed for the editor to fix the reference in C.1 by referring to OMA-PRS-SIMPLE-AD.


	A206
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The “OMA_XDM_AD” is never referenced.

Proposed Change: Remove from the references.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed for the editor to fix it by changing from ‘_’ to “-‘.


	A207
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2 and 5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The reference to “Mobile Location Service Architecture”. I checked the RD and I found vague references to usage, collection and reporting location information if available. However, not a single requirement exists in the RD that would say that the MobAd Enabler needs to obtain location information. As a conclusion, the “Mobile Location Service Architecture” is not needed because (1) MobAd will not specify how to obtain location information and (2) there are many other ways to obtain location information.

Proposed Change: Remove the reference to “Mobile Location Service Architecture”.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed now. It may be superseded by aligning 2.2, 5.1. and C.x when discussing details of section 5.1 and C&PR section 5.3.2.3.


	A208
	2008.12.01
	T
	2.2 and 5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The reference to “Presence SIMPLE Architecture”. I checked the RD and I found only one vague reference to usage of presence information if available. However, not a single requirement exists in the RD that would say that the MobAd Enabler needs to obtain presence information. As a conclusion, the “Presence SIMPLE Architecture” is not needed because (1) MobAd will not specify how to obtain presence information and (2) there are many other ways to obtain presence information.

Proposed Change: Remove the reference to “Presence SIMPLE Architecture”.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed now. It may be superseded by aligning 2.2, 5.1. and C.x when discussing details of section 5.1 and C&PR section 5.3.2.3


	A209
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The dependency to “DM Enabler for the Ad Application provisioning”. I checked the RD and I found no requirements at all for provisioning or device management. As a conclusion, the dependency on DM Enabler is not needed.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 4.
	Status: Closed
By A305

	A210
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “NOT RECOMMENDED” is missing from the first paragraph. See RFC2119.

Proposed Change: Add “NOT RECOMMENDED” to the list.
	Status: CLOSED.

Agreed for the editor to add “NOT RECOMMENDED”.

	A211
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There is a reference to “[OMA-ARCH-BEST-PRACTICE]”, however this document is not listed under the references section.

Proposed Change: Remove or add reference.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed for the editor to add the reference.

AI: Michael Brenner sends Evgeny the reference.

	A212
	2008.11.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Huawei, Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  Several terms (eg Service Provider, user) are defined in the OMA Dictionary 

Proposed Change: reference the OMA Dictionary not the MobAd RD
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed.


	A213
	2008.11.26
	T
	3.2
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: The current definition for MobAd Rules should be improved.  The wording is a bit clumsy, and as defined, is missing the notion that these rules could comprise static (e.g. generic pre-fetching rules) as well as dynamic components (e.g. instruction to delete pre-fetched Ads).

Inclusion of dynamic rules in the definition would also better align the defined functionality of DELV-1 with the call flow in Sec. B.7 (Ad Server Pushing MobAd Rules to Ad Engine).  In other words, step 1 of that flow could also represent push delivery of service notifications from the Ad Server to Ad Engine, such as instruction to cancel pre-fetched Ads, or request for metrics reporting.

Proposed Change: Proposed rewording (changes shown by strike-through and blue text):

“The MobAd Enabler service-related data, that define pertain to the Service Provider’s rules, instructions, or and policies regarding Ads.  MobAd Rules could be static such as: (e.g. generic Ad pre-fetching and caching policies), and/or dynamic (e.g. instructions to delete pre-fetched Ads or to initiate metrics reporting) in nature.”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to the definition as follows: 

“The MobAd Enabler service-related metadata (as opposed to ad metadata), that define the Service Provider’s rules related to e.g. Ad prefetching and caching policies”.

	A214
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment:  Advertisement items used in RD definition of Ad Channel is not defined

Proposed Change: Add a definition in AD.

	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed unless some company proposes the definition for group to discuss again..

	A215
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Ad Engine definition refers to a “group of functionalities potentially organized in logical modules”. This mixes implementation or representation consideration with what Ad Engine is: a collection of logical functions (nothing more). 

Proposed Change: Update accordingly the definition.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed.

	A216
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: In Ad Metadata definition the notion of “usage” is undefined. The sentence makes little sense. Usage needs to be qualified “as usage conditions, restrictions, policies, …?”

Proposed Change: Update accordingly the definition based on what was the intent.

.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed the definition as follows:

“See definition in [OMA-MOBAD-RD]. Examples of usage are targeted audience, capping rules, ad expiration, etc.”

	A217
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: In Ad Metric definition the notion of efficiency is not clear…

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed

	A218
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: In Ad Metric parameters and procedure can not be part of the same definition… One would expect the metrics to be the result of information captured or published by procedures and then interpreted outside the scope of the enablers by other procedures that queried or listened for the metric and deducted efficiency. The definition has to be modified to reflect what is exactly the intent here.

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed because Ad Metrics can combine Ad Metrics data and Ad Metrics procedure.

	A219
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: In Advertisement  definition, why impose “identified” advertiser. One would expect that typically a business or service is identified but the advertiser may not be. So who is it identified to and what is the identification about?

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed that no action is needed.

	A220
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Ad Server is undefined. MobAd Enabler Entities on the Network provide a empty/non-definition. Server and network are confused topics. Ser r side components dio not have to be “on the network”!

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition.
	Status:CLOSED.

Agreed to the definition of “Ad Server”.as follows:
“A logical component that refers to MobAd Entities on the Network defined in [OMA-MOBAD-RD]. See section 5.3.1.1 for details.”

	A221
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Campaign seems at odd with typically industry adopted CRM notions of campaign where the emphasis is in the notion of a concerted set of advertisement initiatives aimed at influencing a particular behavior for a particular target of users / customers.

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition or rename as “Mobile Advertisement Campaign”. Note we recommend not to apply the latter approach as we expect Mob Ad to be done in conjunctions with CRM systems and the confusion potentially introduced here is simply not good.

Based on later discussions in the AD we recommend that the notion of campaign be replaced by a terminology of the type of a “set of related ads”!
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed.
They are not questions but the definition at different levels. Both are true.

	A222
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Content Metadata seems unnecessarily limited to content that user interacts with and to which ads are associated. Shouldn’t the same stand for services / applications or even “situations” of usage?

Proposed Change: Consider clarifying or adding was to support the notion beyond content only. 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed. This is addressed by the definition of MobAd Rules. Extending it to support other concept could be part of future releases.

	A223
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Content Metadata seems a questionable concept…  The content metadata is really something that we would expect to see as associated to the content and about the content. One then would expect somebody else can infer from that metadata the information about the advertisement that is suited / best for the content. Sure the proposed definition may be the result of that process but then one would argue that a) it is susceptible to confusing how content and metadata are associated b) it hides key business processes and actors that should be explicitly discussed in the use cases and AD…  Note that in general assuming that content is associated to advertisement information is never what is met in reality! Content is characterized on the basis of what it is. That is all what can be done context independent and future proof by a content owner/provider/generator/ syndicator. Associating advertisement hints is always something that can only be done in a specific context for a particular business situation (who are the partners and who are the users) and objectives.

Proposed Change: Update the definition and possibly split two notions of metadata for each step or clear understand what is the case that one wants to support. If it is the case of the metadata after mapping of content metadata to advertisement options make sure that the term used to designated this metadata is unambiguous and understand that it significantly reduces the scope of what Mob Ad can support to generate or recommend advertisement…
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed that no action is needed. The group may define the metadata that will only be used in the context of MobAd.

	A224
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Content Provider is confusing with respect to the cases where the content are services / applications…

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed. The original definition is clear.

	A225
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Mob Ad Rules is unclear and potentially confusing. Are these really rules and policies or just the settings of the MobAd enabler?

Proposed Change: Clarify and update the definition to rather refer to settings…
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0213.

	A226
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Personalization states that “[…]assumed about the User, which may be distributed in e.g.: User Profile, subscriber profiles, preferences and similar. […]”.

This makes little sense as there are no differences at all between these notions user data and subscriber data are not separate able and preferences are just examples of subscriber data. Their aggregation constitutes a profile. 

Proposed Change: Remove that sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed. These are examples of where information may reside.

	A227
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of Service provider is confusing with respect to the definition used in general for service provider (i.e. network operator or other application / content provider) that may be associated to ads at any level (e.g. at the content / application provider level or at the network operator level etc).

Nothing should assume who is the owner of Mob Ad versus applications, content and network operator… One could argue that the definition proposed now is either confusing these notions or making assumptions that may prevent alternate business model and may render the work here irrelevant if they can’t be supported by the specs…

Proposed Change: Decide if the SP is the owner of MobAd. If it is restrict the definition MobAd Service provider and make sure there is no other assumption that any other SP must be Mob Ad SP. If there are such assumptions, we suggest they be removed…
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed.  See definition in the RD which reflects the MobAd Enabler is deployed by SP.

	A228
	2008.11.30
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Definition of SP App illustrates the problem raised in Oracle. A0018 ->A0227. There are no reasons why the MobApp SP needs to be the same as the owner of the MMSC or the application executing against it

Proposed Change: Correct definition in Oracle.A0018->A0227 and ensure here that the different entities NW/resources, Mob Ad and SP App can be in different domains / different entities! Ensure consistency throughout the document.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed. SP App is defined as application within the domain of the SP that provides mobile advertising service.

	A229
	2008.12.05
	T
	3.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Add 

Principals

See definition in  [OMADICT].

To the definitions
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add the proposed definition of “Principal”. Editor will take editorial action to implement it.

	A230
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Re-using the definition of “Ad App” from the RD raises this question: what does the expression “device-resident” mean? An application that is part of the OS/firmware? No support for replacements/plug-ins? Since it’s not in the scope, it might be a good idea not to define it, rather describe how it interfaces with Ad Engine and how we expect it to behave.

Proposed Change: Re-define the term “Ad App” in the AD in a manner that applications that are not device-resident are also considered as Ad Apps. Or, just state that it is a functional entity of MobAd, see 5.3.2.2.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to the definition as follows:

“An application running on the Device which interacts with the Ad Engine in order to present advertisement(s) to the user.”

CR 0291 Noted.

	A231
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The definition of “Ad Engine” mentions “MobAd Enabler Entities on the Device”, however this term has no traces in the AD. It has in the RD, however that’s not a valid definition.

Proposed Change: Add valid definition for “Ad Engine” to the AD.
	Status: CLOSED
Closed by A0215.



	A232
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Re-using the definition of “Ad Engine” from the RD raises this question: what does the expression “device-resident” mean? An engine that is part of the OS/firmware? No support for replacements/plug-ins?

Proposed Change: Re-define the term “Ad Engine” in the AD in a manner that engines that are not device-resident are also considered as Ad Engine. Additionally draw the Device on the AD figure.
	Status: 

CLOSED

Agreed to the Ad Engine definition in AD as follows:

“The Ad Engine is an application implementing MobAd Enabler functions and running on the Device. The Ad Engine interacts with Ad App and Ad Server. See Section 5.3.1.2 for the details.

“

CR 0293 Noted.

Note the “application” is not the “Application” as defined in OMA-DICT.

	A233
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Re-using the definition of “Advertisement” from the RD means that all advertisers can only advertise their own products or services – otherwise, they would not be considered advertisers. This is a pretty lame restriction.

Proposed Change: Re-define “Advertisement” in a manner that advertisers can advertise products and services of others, too – and still be called advertisers.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed.



	A234
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The definition of “Ad Server” is not a valid definition, because:

1. “MobAd Entities on the Network” has no definition in the RD:

2. Probably the contributor meant to refer to “MobAd Enabler Entities on the Network”, however that’s not a definition neither.

Proposed Change: Add valid definition for Ad Server to the AD.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0220. The change applies to this comment.

	A235
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The term “Content Metadata” is defined in the RD and is re-used in the AD, however, it is used only once in the AD in an informational section. Since the definition is unclear and does not seem to be used normatively, I guess it is not really needed.

Proposed Change: Improve the definition in the RD and make it clear in at least one normative section of the AD how it is used, or remove the definition entirely.
	Status: Closed with no change as discussed in 25/02.
There was no resolution in the 12/16 meeting.

	A236
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The term “Content Provider” is defined in the RD and is re-used in the AD, however, it is used only three times in the AD in informational sections. The information sections will do just fine without the definition, using the plain English words. Additionally, note that section 4 states that it is not in the scope.

Proposed Change: Make it clear in at least one normative section of the AD what it is, or remove the definition entirely and make the terms lowercase in those informative sections where it exists currently.
	Status: CLOSED

No action needed. There was no agreement to remove the definition in the 12/16 meeting. 

	A237
	2008.12.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The term “Contextualisation” is used only in informative sections, so I thin a definition is not needed. There is a similar term, “Contextualization” used at several places; however this term is not defined.

Proposed Change: Remove the definition of “Contextualisation” and add a definition for “Contextualization”
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial AI to align the terms only to use UK spelling.

	A238
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The AD seems to reuse the definition of “Impression” directly from the RD. This term does not seem to be used in the AD at all. The word “impression” is used two times in normative sections, and a number of times in the informative sections. The ones in the normative sections are used in association with the term “Ad impression” which conflicts with the definition of “Impression” in the RD. The same observation is valid for the informative sections.

Proposed Change: Remove the definition of “Impression”, add a definition for “Ad impression”, and correct the normative and informative sections to use these terms properly.
	Status: Closed
By A384

	A239
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The term “MobAd Rules” is used only in two informative sections of the AD(B.6. and B.7.). Since the definition does not seem to be used normatively, I guess it is not really needed.

Proposed Change: Make it clear in at least one normative section of the AD what it is and how it is used, or remove the definition entirely.
	Status: Closed
Closed by A414, A354, A479, A508.

	A240
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The term “Personalisation” is used only in informative sections, so I thin a definition is not needed. There is a similar term, “Personalization” used at several places; however this term is not defined.

Proposed Change: Remove the definition of “Personalisation” and add a definition for “Personalization”
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial AI to align the terms only to use one spelling (UK).

	A241
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The term “Service Provider” is defined in the OMA dictionary already. Re-defining the OMA dictionary is not a good practice.

Proposed Change: Remove the ModAb re-definition and go with the one defined by OMA, or, define a different term for MobAd use.
	Status: CLOSED 

No change required. SP in MobAd always refers to the one that deploys the MobAd enabler.

	A242
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The definition of “SP App” mentions “MobAd Enabler Entities on the Network”, however this term has no traces in the AD. It has in the RD, however that’s not a valid definition.

Proposed Change: Add valid definition for “SP App” to the AD.
	Status: Closed
Closed by A520

	A243
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Re-using the definition of “SP App” from the RD raises the following questions:

 - what does the expression “Ad enabled” mean? Do you mean that it is an application specific to advertising? If yes, please say so. If not, please clarify what “enabled” means.

 - I think there is a word missing here: “An Ad enabled network Application that is executing within” – what exactly is this Application executing? Or, do you mean “being executed” or “running”?

 - I do not think that an application can possibly do this: “interacts with the MobAd Enabler”. Perhaps you mean interaction with a service that is based on the MobAd enabler? Or, do you mean specific functional components of a MobAd service?

 - I am not sure how to interpret this: “providing Ads as part of its service”. According to this, the SP App provides a service. Are you referring to the MobAd service here?

Since it’s not in the scope, it might be a good idea not to define it, rather describe how it interfaces with Ad Server and how we expect it to behave.

Proposed Change: Re-define the term “SP App” in the AD and while doing so, please clarify the questions above. Or, just state that it is a functional entity of MobAd, see 5.3.2.1.
	Status: Closed
Closed by A520.

	A244
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The term “User” is defined in the OMA dictionary already. Re-defining the OMA dictionary is not a good practice.

Proposed Change: Remove the ModAb re-definition and go with the one defined by OMA, or, define a different term for MobAd use.
	Status: CLOSED 

No change required. User in MobAd always refers to the one that uses the device in which the MobAd enabler serves Ads.

	A245
	2008.12.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The definition of “User Context” is redirected to the RD. The definition is the RD is good enough for an RD, but for an AD it is not good anymore on its own. The term is used in normative sections, so one would expect that it is described where such “dynamic information” can be obtained. However, there is no description where to obtain this information – it just “exists”. Enablers cannot be built on assumptions and guesswork. Just because something is optional, it does not mean that it is not going to be described in the specifications.

Proposed Change: Describe which interface(s) of which enabler(s) are used to obtain this “dynamic information” (at least one source must be explicitly identified described), or remove the term and do not use it as it cannot be called optional (things that are not described at all are out of the scope completely). You cannot define something that is out of the scope.
	Status: CLOSED

No change needed.

	A246
	2008.12.07
	T
	3.2 Definition – MobAd Rules
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: Definition of  “MobAd rules” is too generic.

Proposed Change: modify the definition in: “The MobAd Enabler service-related data, that define the Service Provider’s rules and policies for the usage of Ads and for the advertising services such as: Ad prefetching and caching policies, capping rules, metrics rules”.
	Status: CLOSED

Addressed by A213

	A247
	2008.12.01
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The abbreviation for BCAST is inappropriate, because enabler releases cannot be referred using abbreviations – a reference is required.

Just search the document to see where it’s used, spell out your so-called abbreviation and see what you end up with…

Proposed Change: Replace BCAST with [BCAST] everywhere and add a reference to the enabler + update the text where the abbreviation is currently used as necessary.
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial AI to change the abbreviation to “OMA Mobile Broadcast Services”, and add a reference to OMA BCAST in the informative references section.

	A248
	2008.12.01
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: What is “Contextualization and Personalization Resources”? I was thinking that it is an attempt to abbreviate “Contextualisation and Personalisation resources”, but that’s clearly not what you wrote there, so I have to ask.

Proposed Change: Clarify what the abbreviation really means.
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial AI to align the terms only to use one spelling (UK).

	A249
	2008.12.01
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The abbreviation for DCD is inappropriate, because enabler releases cannot be referred using abbreviations – a reference is required.

Proposed Change: Replace DCD with [DCD] everywhere and add a reference to the enabler + update the text where the abbreviation is currently used as necessary.
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial AI to change the abbreviation to “OMA Dynamic Content Delivery”, and add a reference to OMA DCD in the informative references section.

	A250
	2008.11.25
	T
	4.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: “The MobAd Enabler does not describe interfaces to entities located outside of the Service Provider environment.” – in fact the MobAD enabler does not describe interfaces other than for MobAd.  Further the next sentence says “Interfaces to Advertiser and Content Provider platforms are out of scope.”, but a “content provider” and Advertiser Provider fit the definition of “Service Provider”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 

Add after “…the Service Provider environment”: "The MobAd enabler AD describes only MobAd intrinsic functional components and related interfaces". Service Provider refers to MobAd deployment as described in A241 (no change to “further…”)

	A251
	2008.11.25
	T
	4.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  “The MobAd Enabler may manage information about Advertisement presentation formats, but these formats and the rendering of advertisements are out of scope.” – a MobAd enabler  implementation might handle presentation formats, but not the enabler.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Superseded by A259.

	A252
	2008.11.25
	T
	4.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: “This document focuses on the following logical functions that are expected to be described in the AD:” – but then 3 of the bullets identify interfaces, not logical functions.

Proposed Change: change wording to say “the doc focuses on:”
	Status: CLOSED

Remove “the following logical functions that are expected to be described in the AD”.

	A253
	2008.11.25
	T
	4.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  replace “fraudulent behavior” by “unauthorized usage”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

The last paragraph will be removed as security considerations are described later and in more useful detail.

	A254
	2008.11.25
	T
	4.0
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: the doc indicates that “SP apps” are the only users of the MobAd engine interface – the enabler doesn’t define who can use the interface.   The Scope section has this misperception also.  The same holds for Ad apps.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed by CR 10R02.


	A255
	2008-11-30
	T
	4.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Second paragraph, 2nd bullet: offline is not addressed in the AD, and it also seems to be out-of-context here.

Proposed Change:
Functional distribution and Ad App and SP App support.
	Status: CLOSED

Updated as proposed.

	A256
	2008.11.30
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: As discussed in Oracle.A008->A218, the notion of metric data is not defined… 

Proposed Change: Correct definition in Oracle.A008->A218.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. See A218.

	A257
	2008.11.30
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Regarding “The MobAd Enabler does not describe interfaces to entities located outside of the Service Provider environment.”, the same issues as in Oracle.A001->A0176 apply. The interfaces are available to it. What is not considered re additional functions required by these actors…  

Proposed Change: Update text accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED

See A250. 

	A258
	2008.11.30
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Regarding “Interfaces to Advertiser and Content Provider platforms are out of scope.”, we do agree with the spirit but the notion of platforms as mentioned here has not been defined nor have the boundaries as a result been clearly established.  

Proposed Change: We recommend not to necessary imply platform (it is a possible implementation) and to clearly have a short discussion or figure that positions what is being discussed (e.g. content ingestion, third party portal, environment, content sale, SDP, …)
	Status: CLOSED

Remove the term “platforms”.

	A259
	2008.11.30
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Regarding “The MobAd Enabler may manage information about Advertisement presentation formats, but these formats and the rendering of advertisements are out of scope.”, we do agree with the spirit but we think it should then be mentioned where that management that it may provide is taking place in the enabler… That is not clear anywhere else in the AD document so far.  

Proposed Change: We recommend adding some explanation somewhere or removing the “may manage” statement.
	Status: CLOSED

Change the sentence to “Advertisement rendering and definition of advertisement formats are out of scope”.

	A260
	2008.12.2
	T
	4
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Question: In Second paragraph, the second bullet, what is the meaning of “offline”
Proposed Change: Make it clear.
	Status: CLOSED

The term was removed. 

	A261
	2008.12.2
	T
	4
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: Ad forward is missing in the introduction which is described in flow section.

Proposed Change: Add one bullet into the second paragraph, as below:

This Architecture Document defines logical functions, interfaces and flows related to:

•
…
•
Delivery of Advertisements
•
Advertisements forwarding


	Status: CLOSED

Add to "interactive advertisements": “(e.g. click-to-pay, click-to-call, click-to-forward, etc)”

	A262
	2008.12.04
	T
	4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Regarding “Functional distribution, offline, and AdApp & SPApp support”, the term “offline” is not covered over the MobAd AD

Proposed Change: 
Define the offline or remove the term from the text
	Status: CLOSED

Addressed by A255.

	A263
	2008.12.05
	T
	4, 5.3.1.2.3, B.2, B.5, B.11, B.12
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: Since in Sec. 5.4 (Security Considerations) it is explicitly assumed that SP App is a trusted application in the SP domain, and Ad App is a trusted application in the device, statements in various parts of the AD that refer to detection and/or filtering of fraudulent ad metrics data are not consistent/appropriate.

Proposed Change:
1. Sec. 4: delete the last two sentences.

2. Sec. 5.3.1.2.3: delete bullet items 3 and 4 (including sub-bullets of bullet 4).

3. Sec. B.2: delete step 3 in the call flow figure; delete step 3 in the call flow description.

4. Sec. B.5: delete the last sentence in step 2 of the call flow description.

5. Sec. B.11: delete the 2nd sentence in step 12 of the call flow description; delete the last sentence in step 14 of the call flow description.

6. Sec. B.12: delete the last sentence in step 8 of the call flow description.
	Status: CLOSED

Sec 4: was removed

Sec. 5.3.1.2.3: is consistent with the RD requirement. (no change)

No change to appendix flows for the same reason.



	A264
	2008.12.06
	T
	4.
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Functional distribution, offline, and Ad App & SP App support’, it’s very vague.

Proposed Change:

Every person determines how to clarify it.
	Status: CLOSED

“Functional distribution, offline, and” will be removed. 

	A265
	2008.12.06
	T
	4.
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘The MobAd Enabler may manage information about Advertisement presentation formats, but these formats and the rendering of advertisements are out of scope’, in RD document, it’s not may but shall.

Proposed Change:

Every person determines whether to modify it.

See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0287> for the proposed changes.
	Status: CLOSED

The “may” statement was removed from this sentence.

Refer to A259.

	A266
	2008-12-04
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: The following sentence should be something in the TS: “The MobAd Enabler may manage information about Advertisement presentation formats, but these formats and the rendering of advertisements are out of scope.” 
Proposed Change: Remove it or revise
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A259. 

	A267
	2008.12.02
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: This last paragraph sentence should be moved to 5.4.

Proposed Change: Move it to 5.4
	Status: CLOSED

The sentence was removed.

	A268
	2008-12-04
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: (1) Revise “Functional distribution, offline, and AdApp & SPApp support” since the meaning is not clear; (2) “Interactive advertisements” are not mentioned in the AD, and it should be removed from the introduction. 
Proposed Change: As above
	Status: CLOSED

The 1st sentence was revised by A264. The 2nd sentence was revised by A261.

	A269
	2008-12-04
	E
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Re-order the paragraphs in the introduction to make it clearer.
Proposed Change: As above
	Status: 

Closed by CR10R02.

	A270
	2008.12.05
	T
	4 (§2)
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

"Functional distribution, offline, and AdApp & SPApp support"

I don't think we have defined "offline" functions
Proposed Change: 

Remove "offline"
	Status: CLOSED

Refer to A264.

	A271
	2008.12.05
	T
	4 (§3)
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

" The MobAd Enabler does not describe interfaces to entities located outside of the Service Provider environment ". We also describe interfaces on the Device and between the Device and the SP environment

Proposed Change: 

Remove sentence. Add the second sentence of the paragraph with the following paragraph.


	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change the sentence as follows:

“The MobAd Enabler does not describe interfaces to entities located outside of the Service Provider environment or the terminal.
“

	A272
	2008.12.05
	T
	4
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  Not clear what functional distribution means and what would be different from any other AD.

Proposed Change:  

Delete. 
	Status: CLOSED

“Functional distribution” will be removed.  

	A273
	2008.12.05
	T
	4
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  Not clear what offline means in the introduction. Does it relate to the pre-fetching mode? If that is the case, it is “included in the “delivery of advertisement” 

Proposed Change:  

Delete that term. If not, clarification is needed.
	Status: CLOSED

Update as proposed.

	A274
	2008.12.05
	T
	4
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  The 4th paragraph is unclear. The fact that the enabler may manage the formats or ad is questionable and the sentence should be rephrased.

Proposed change:

Replace the existing sentence with;

Advertisement presentation formats and the rendering of advertisements are out of scope.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0259

	A275
	2008.12.05
	T
	4
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comment:  Last sentence is miss-placed and deal with security considerations. Current security section covers that information

Proposed change:

remove
	Status: CLOSED

The sentence was removed by A253. 

	A276
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §2:“This Architecture Document defines logical functions, interfaces and flows related to:” What are logical functions? I sure hope you mean functional components because that’s missing from the sentence. An AD should describe functional components and how they interface with each other – and not logical functions (whatever these are).

Proposed Change: Replace “logical functions” with “functional components”.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to proposed change from “logical functions” to “functional components”.

	A277
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §2: “This Architecture Document defines logical functions, interfaces and flows related to:” What do you mean by “related to:”? What we are working on is going to be a technical specification for mobile advertisement and not some wannabe “related to”.

Proposed Change: Replace “related to:” with a full stop and remove the bulleted list.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to add a note after the word “related to”:

“(Note: the list is non-exhaustive)”

	A278
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: This does not belong to §2 bullet 1: “See definition of these terms in [OMA-MOBAD-RD].” because the definitions are listed in 3.2.

Proposed Change: Remove the quoted sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove the sentence “See definition of these terms in [OMA-MOBAD-RD].”

	A279
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §3, §4 and §5 are scoping discussion and as such, belong to Section 1. However, these things are already captured in Section 1, therefore they can simply be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove §3, §4 and §5.
	Status: Closed
Closed by CR 10R02, or Closed by CR 0011

	A280
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §6: “This document focuses on the following logical functions that are expected to be described in the AD” What do you mean by “focuses on the following”? We need to describe the entire system – an enabler is not an enabler when it focuses on a few things only. This is an architecture document, and as such, it must describe ALL functional components and interfaces – without any exceptions.

Proposed Change: You could replace “focuses on the following” with “identifies and describes all”, however it would become a scoping discussion then, so, just remove §6 and the bullets instead.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change the word “focuses on” to “describes”.

	A281
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §6: “This document focuses on the following logical functions that are expected to be described in the AD” What are logical functions? I sure hope you mean functional components. An AD should describe functional components – and not logical functions (whatever these are).

Proposed Change: Replace “logical functions” with “functional components”.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0252

	A282
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §6: “This document focuses on the following logical functions that are expected to be described in the AD” What do mean by “expected”? Since this is merely a wish, it does not belong to the specification.

Proposed Change: Remove §6 and the bullets below.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0252

	A283
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §6, bullets. “Functions of”? “Interfaces between?”. This is just plain wrong. In an AD you do not describe functions, you describe components. Interfaces are not between components: interfaces are exposed.

Proposed Change: Remove §6 and the bullets below.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to assign AI to Evgeny, Michael Brenner and Kepeng Li to bring a CR about the whole introduction section.

	A284
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §7 belongs to the security considerations section.

Proposed Change: Move to the security considerations section (if not there already) and make sure that it is normative (and not casual like “There is an assumption). If it’s already there, just remove §7 as a whole.”
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0253.

	A285
	2008.12.01
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: This section contains one valid sentence (§1) and a half (§2) for an introduction section. The rest talks about things that either not valid for some reason, or do not belong here.

Proposed Change: Write a proper introduction section that suits an AD.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0283

	A286
	2008.12.07
	T
	4
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0306

Comment: In the 2nd bullet item of this section, the term “functional distribution’ is not clear – this term should be explained more clearly.  (Note that this comment is an extension to Comment #A007 from Qualcomm (in OMA-ARC-2008-0288) which seeks clarification of the term “offline” in the same bullet item in Section 4.)

Proposed Change: Define/explain the term “functional distribution”.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0270

	A287
	2008.11.25
	T
	4.1
	Source: Huawei, Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: second sentence is confusing because it refers to “some features”. 

Proposed Change: reword so second sentence refers to requirements not targeted for this release (as identified in the RD hopefully)


	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to add the following sentence at the end of this paragraph:

“Please refer to [OMA-MOBAD-RD] for those features that are identified for future releases.”

	A288
	2008-12-04
	T
	4.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: This section should introduce the functionalities in the Version 1.0. The following sentence seems to be very generic and it can’t describe the functions in 1.0: “Some features may require architecture document updates …”..
Proposed Change: Revise it
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0287

	A289
	2008.12.04
	T/E
	4.1
	Source: Mobixell
Form: CR
Comment:

Editor note in this section that is titled ‘Editorial Notes” was removed incorrectly as it has architecture meaning

Proposed Change:
Option 1: put the editor’s notes back as a “Note” (rather than “editorial Note”).

Option 2:

Add the following to the existing wording:

This document focuses on the following logical functions that are expected to be described in the AD (non exhaustive list):
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed because (1) there is no Editor’s Note in Section 4.1. (2) the Editor’s Note in Section 4 was addressed by A0277.

	A290
	2008.12.01
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The first sentence mentions “this phase”. Section 4 did not describe anything about “phases”, so you would do well no using the word “phase” here.

Proposed Change: Describe all “phases” in section 4, or replace “phase” with “revision” in from 4.1.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change the word “phase” to “release”.in Section 4.1. (2 appearances).

	A291
	2008.12.01
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: In sentence two, you say: “additional use cases or detailed requirements may be needed”. It does not sound like a ‘may’ to me – seems you have already identified this issue, hence the phasing.

Proposed Change: Replace “requirements may be needed” with “requirements are needed”
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed

	A292
	2008.12.01
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The sentence is not very convincing with “in order to assess whether the current architecture is adequate” at its end. Sound like you don’t know whether the architecture that you are designing is right or wrong. This is bad.

Proposed Change: Remove the quoted text.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove the last part of senternce “in order to assess whether the current architecture is adequate”.

	A293
	2008.12.03
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The sentence “Some features may require architecture document updates in later releases, either because requirements have been deferred to a future phase (e.g. in the case of Content Scanning) or because additional use cases or detailed requirements may be needed (e.g. support of Mobile Advertising in roaming scenarios) in order to assess whether the current architecture is adequate” is not about version 1.0. The sentence states nothing.

Proposed Change:  Remove this text.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed that no action is needed. The text was improved by A0290 and A0292.

	A294
	2008.12.07
	T
	5
	Source: Avi Primo, aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0289-INP_Celltick_Comments_to_MobAd_AD

Comment: Current AD does not include any reference to the Enabler lifecycle such as initial configuration assumptions, pairing/binding between Ad Engine and Ad Server etc.

Proposed Change: Group to discuss and agree if such definition is required in the AD, and if so add such section to the AD. 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed that no action is needed because the proposal is out of scope.

	A295
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.1
	Source: Huawei, uHuPozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: “The MobAd Enabler implementation can use other OMA enablers …” should be changed to “The MobAd Enabler implementation can use implementations of other OMA enablers …”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed
Closed by CR 0022R01.

	A296
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: DRM for ads protection??? Do we have a requirement for that. Even if we had frankly that makes no sense? Advertisers do not want their ads played, copied or disseminated? No protection is discussed elsewhere in the AD other than a sentence repeating the same doubtful assertion…

Proposed Change: Please explain if it is really a requirement and discuss the dependency. 

In fact we recommend dropping such discussion and dependency.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to remove the DRM dependency.

	A297
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Imposing dependency on DCD could turn out to be a significant impairment of wide adoption of the enabler. 

It is in our opinion and recommendation that while DCD should certainly be targeted as a possible delivery mechanism for the Ads, it is even more essential to ensure that any other channel can be used to push, download, access or stream data with advertisement…

Proposed Change: Please clarify text on dependencies to reflect the above. Also clarify how the delivery can be done in general for any channel. 

Update document also wherever needed to ensure that DCD is not a mandated delivery interface but an optional one.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by CR 0021R01

DCD is not mandated anywhere in AD. It is indeed an optional one.

Agreed to inside the DCD dependency bullet, add the following sentence:

“DCD is one of the optionally supported delivery mechanisms for which MobAd defines the adaptation at TS stage.”

Agreed to assign AI to Edin to address the first part of proposed change.

	A298
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Considering figure 1, it seems hard to understand why location and presence are dependencies of Mob Ad. They seem to be possible dependencies of resources (C&PR) that may be used by Mob Ad…

Proposed Change: Text should be clarified to clarify the above in terms of these dependencies.
	Status: CLOSED
Closed by A0302 and A0303

	A299
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: Besides OMA DRM, the BCAST Enabler also specifies the use of the Smartcard Profile as a possible means for providing Service and Content Protection of broadcast content, including Ads.
Proposed Change: Add to the bullet description of BCAST Enabler in this section as follows (added text shown as underlined):

“The BCAST Enabler for Advertisement delivery and (optionally) Advertisement protection as described in [OMA-BCAST-AD].”
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to inside the BCAST dependency bullet, add the following sentence:

“BCAST is one of the optionally supported delivery mechanisms for which MobAd defines the adaptation at TS stage.”

	A300
	2008-12-04
	T
	5.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: (1) DM has no AD; (2) The dependencies should be consistent with the texts in the AD.

Proposed Change: As above
	Status: CLOSED
Closed by A0199.

	A301
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The “can use” in the first sentence makes the entire dependency list sound a bit lousy.

Proposed Change: At a minimum, I would expect replacing “can use” with “uses”, however, more text would be also welcome.
	Status: Closed
Closed by CR 0022R01.

	A302
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Bullet 1. There is no reference for “OMA-MLS-AD” in section 2. Normally, I would recommend adding a reference; however it seems that no normative section (except 5.1) uses this reference, so I would recommend removing this dependency instead. We cannot talk about a dependency when said technology is not used in the AD in any of the normative sections. This seems to be a valid assessment because it is not mentioned on the AD figure.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 1.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to remove bullet 1.

	A303
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Bullet 2. There are no references for “OMA-PRS-IMPS-AD]” and “OMA-PRS-SIMPLE-AD” in section 2. Normally, I would recommend adding references; however it seems that no normative section (except 5.1) uses this reference, so I would recommend removing this dependency instead. We cannot talk about a dependency when said technology is not used in the AD in any of the normative sections. This seems to be a valid assessment because it is not mentioned on the AD figure.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 2.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove bullet 2.

	A304
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Bullet 3. There is no reference for “OMA-DRM-AD” in section 2. Normally, I would recommend adding a reference; however it seems that no normative section (except 5.1) uses this reference, so I would recommend removing this dependency instead. We cannot talk about a dependency when said technology is not used in the AD in any of the normative sections. This seems to be a valid assessment because it is not mentioned on the AD figure.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 3.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0296

	A305
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Bullet 4. There is no reference for “OMA-DM-AD” in section 2. Normally, I would recommend adding a reference; however it seems that no normative section (except 5.1) uses this reference, so I would recommend removing this dependency instead. We cannot talk about a dependency when said technology is not used in the AD in any of the normative sections. This seems to be a valid assessment because it is not mentioned on the AD figure.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 4.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove bullet 4 DM dependency.

	A306
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Bullet 5. There is no reference for “OMA-DCD-AD” in section 5. Normally, I would recommend adding a reference; however it seems that no normative section (except 5.1) uses this reference, so I would recommend removing this dependency instead. We cannot talk about a dependency when said technology is not used in the AD in any of the normative sections. This seems to be a valid assessment because it is not mentioned on the AD figure.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 5.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0297, the added texts.

	A307
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Bullet 6. There is no reference for “OMA-BCAST-AD” in section 5. Normally, I would recommend adding a reference; however it seems that no normative section (except 5.1) uses this reference, so I would recommend removing this dependency instead. We cannot talk about a dependency when said technology is not used in the AD in any of the normative sections. This seems to be a valid assessment because it is not mentioned on the AD figure.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 6.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0299

	A308
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Bullet 7. There is no reference for “3GPP-CBS” in section 5. Normally, I would recommend adding a reference; however it seems that no normative section (except 5.1) uses this reference, so I would recommend removing this dependency instead. We cannot talk about a dependency when said technology is not used in the AD in any of the normative sections. This seems to be a valid assessment because it is not mentioned on the AD figure.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 7.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to remove bullet 7 3GPP-CBS dependency.

	A309
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: If you planning on including the transmission protocols (DCD, BCAST), then a dependency for HTTP is missing.

Proposed Change: Add dependency for HTTP or WebDAV and describe in the normative sections how it is used.
	Status: Closed by CR 0021R01


	A310
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0306

Comment: In the 4th bullet item of this section, the term 'Ad Application provisioning' is not correct, since the Ad App is not an intrinsic MobAd Enabler entity.  I believe it should instead be ‘MobAd Enabler provisioning’.

Proposed Change: Replace ‘Ad Application provisioning’ by ‘MobAd Enabler provisioning’.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A0305

	A311
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei, Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  Should “CP-Network” and “CP-Device” have dashed arrows pointing to Conceptualization and Personalization?  There should be no interfaces into MobAd

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed by CR 0019R02.

	A312
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei, Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: There needs to be a box around AdServer and AdEngine that represents the scope of the MobAd enabler.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.
Assign Editorial AI to Editor (Evgeny).

	A313
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  in bullet 1, why is C&PR accessible by AdServer and only “may be” accessible by AdEngine.  Actually I don’t understand any of the restrictions on location expressed by the 2 bullets.  Why can’t the resources be anywhere as long as the Engine and/or Server have access.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to the following text in the AI related to A311:

“The C&PR may reside in either the Service Provider domain or on the Device. In a typical deployment, the C&PR can be accessed by both Ad Server and Ad Engine implementations.”

	A314
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  Is it essential that an implementation have separate Engine and Server?  Is this to be tested?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change.

	A315
	2008.12.06
	T
	5.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘On the Device, and in this case accessed solely by the Ad Engine’, it’s absolute.

Proposed Change:

Suggest the word ‘absolute’ should be deleted.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A313

	A316
	2008-12-04
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: The last paragraph should be in somewhere else. “The C&PR accessed by …”.

Proposed Change: As above
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A313

	A317
	2008-12-04
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Ad App uses MobAd-1 interface to request Ads from Ad Engine. Ads could be pushed Ads to Ad App since Ad App is available, or Single Request Multiple Responses. 

Proposed Change:  Add Push or SRMP to MobAd-1 interface.
	Status: Closed

Closed with no change 

	A318
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
In the MobAd Architecture Diagram, CP-Network/Device is an abbreviation of “Contextualization and Personalization Resource-Network/Device.

Proposed Change: 
Add CP-Network/Device abbreviation at section 3.3 or add the fully spelled out term for these I/F in the architecture diagram.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A319
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Since the AD template changes quite often, it might be a good idea to describe all conventions regarding the drawings right away.

Proposed Change: Describe all conventions regarding the drawings in section 3.1.
	Status: OPEN 

Agreed to assign an AI to Evgeny to bring a CR.
Refer to A049 and AD BP for a proposal.

	A320
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are number of enablers that will be used (I assume that there will be at least one dependency, but check the rest as well).

Proposed Change: The Enablers used by MobAd must be indicated on the AD figure – draw all of them there.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A321
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The caption of the AD figure is non-sense. This is an enabler and not a service – so, there is no environment.

Proposed Change: Remove “environment” from the caption.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to the proposed resolution and to remove the word “environment” from the caption of Figure 1.

	A322
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “The MobAd Enabler consists of” I do not think that “consist of” is good enough for an AD.

Proposed Change: Describe which functional components and interfaces are defined by MobAd.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A323
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: This is a redundant statement: “All other depicted components and interfaces are not specified in this document, but are shown for a better understanding of the interactions with the MobAd Enabler.” because it is clear from the picture (well, it should be).

Proposed Change: Remove the quoted sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A311.

	A324
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: According to the picture (and the current text below), C&PR is not in the scope therefore this statement (and the bullets below) is inappropriate: “The C&PR accessed by the MobAd Enabler can exist in 2 locations:” and should be here.

Proposed Change: Remove the quoted sentence and the bullets below.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A313

	A325
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.2
	Source: Amit Gil

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0289-INP_Celltick_Comments_to_MobAd_AD

Comment: Current architecture does not define the cardinality of the entities (0, 1 or n) (e.g. number of Ad servers per Ad Engine, number of Ad Apps per Ad Engine etc)

Proposed Change: Group to agree and define.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change.

	A326
	2008.11.22
	T
	5.3 & 5.3.1.1.2 & 5.3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0285-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_Nov22_ALU.doc
Comment:

Delivery of Ads to SP App triggered by Ad Server (i.e. Ads that are not sent in an immediate synchronous response following an Ad request from the SP App) is currently not defined/supported in the AD.

Issues with this may involve definition of interfaces, as well as other text in the 5.3 section.

For example, in 5.3.1.1.2 details are missing wrt delivery mechanisms used for delivery of Ads to SP App, but are present for delivery of Ads to Ad Engine:

“The Ad Delivery function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

· …

· Interfacing with underlying pull, push and broadcast delivery mechanisms/bearers for Ad delivery to Ad Engine.
· …
Also, RD sentence: “MobAd Enabler can make usage of a variety of advertisement delivery methods, (e.g. pull, push and broadcast delivery).” is indicative of the desire to use various delivery methods whenever possible – to support different SP business/deployment models.

Finally, requirements DELV-007, DELV-001, DELV-002, FUNC-006 and FUNC-009 are indicative of the market need to support of a broad range of delivery mechanisms, and not particular to any delivery method use, and they are equally broad for both delivery to Ad Engine and SP App. 

Proposed Change:

Optional support of additional methods of delivering Ads to SP App in addition to the mandatory  “pull” method. A proposed resolution is 257R01, and an informative presentation is 284 (please review 284 before reviewing 257R01). 
	Status: CLOSED
CR 257R02 Agreed.
All previous versions Noted.

	A327
	2008.11.22
	T
	5.3 & 5.3.1.1.4 & 5.3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0285-INP_MobAd_AD_Comments_Nov22_ALU.doc
Comment: 

Unaddressed requirements FUNC-030, PECO-011, FUNC-001, PRIV-001. Also, while data management function description exists in section 5.3.1.1.4 (see below) there is NO interface through which data to be managed can be configured/retrieved to/from Ad Server (and this data originates OUTSIDE the Ad Server, while Ad Server is supposed to use it during processing). Current text 5.3.1.1.4 reads:

The User / Service Data Management function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

· Manage user context data.

· Manage MobAd enabler service-related data.

· Create and select groups.

· Create Ad Channels.

· Manage Ads and Ad metadata.

Proposed Change:
Introduce a data mgmt interface that supports different types of data schemas to be requested to be configured/retrieved. A proposed resolution exists in document 256R01.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to address those requirements in TS stage. There is no agreement in the group to have new interfaces. The proposed solution may be put in future major releases.
0256R01 Noted.

Agreed to add the following text in the Interface section:
“Note: it is for futher study in the next major release whether additional interfaces are needed and if so how to request / create / modify / delete / retrieve operations for data needed by the MobAd Enabler (e.g. MobAd user preferences).”

	A328
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The section title mentions “reference points”, however there is no reference point sub-section. I suppose you mean the “5.3.3.3
Other Relevant Interfaces” section, so changing the title of that section and moving it up by one level (5.3.3.3 -> 5.3.4) would do the job.

Proposed Change: Add a sub-section for reference points, or adjust the “5.3.3.3
Other Relevant Interfaces” section properly.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to move the whole section 5.3.3.3 to Appendix C. The Headline of 5.3.3.3 should be removed.
This should be included in the CR in A311.

	A329
	2008.12.03
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Wordings “functions perform actions” is unclear, as the listed “actions” are not actions but sub-functions (ex. “interfacing” is not an action).

Proposed Change: change all wordings “function performs the following actions” to “function consists of the following sub-functions”.

Change also verbs to nouns in the bullet lists (ex. “Deliver” to “Delivering”)
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.
To be closed by the AD Editor together with other editorial comments.

	A330
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: This section lists ALL the functions

Proposed Change: 

Remove “(non-exhaustive list)” everywhere in this section. 
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A331
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: I have reached the end of section 5.3.1, 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).
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A332
	2008.12.2
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In second paragraph, second paragraph. Ad Delivery Function should be multiple.

Proposed Change: Ad Delivery Function->Ad Delivery Functions
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to the proposed change.

	A333
	2008.11.26
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: The current list of functions of the Ad Server is missing that of MobAd Rules notification (to SP App and Ad Engine).
Proposed Change: Add as new bullet point in this section “MobAd Rules Notification Function”
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A334
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: “The Ad Server is a MobAd Enabler component resident in the network” seems a unfortunate terminology. It is a server side component period; probably not in the network in the sense of “network layer or resource”…

Proposed Change: State it is a server side component instead.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change.

	A335
	2008.12.02
	E
	5.3.1.1 and 5.3.1.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Keep the texts and functionalities consistent between Ad Server and Ad Engine. 
Proposed Change:
	Status: Closed

Closed by comments A347~A514 

	A336
	2008.12.04
	T/E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Mobixell
Form: CR
Comment:

Editor notes in this section that is titled ‘Editorial Notes” was removed incorrectly as it has architecture meaning

Proposed Change:
Note 1:

Option 1: put the editor’s notes back as a “Note” (rather than “editorial Note”).

Option 2:

Add the following to the existing wording:

The Ad Server performs functions grouped in the following high-level functions(non exhaustive list):

Note 2:

Option 1: put the editor’s notes back as a “Note.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A337
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. This seems to be a re-definition of the term Ad Server.

Proposed Change: Replace the definition of Ad Server with this: “A functional component of the MobAd Enabler, as described in 5.3.1.1.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed by A220

	A338
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “is a MobAd Enabler component” This is obvious, there is no need to state this.

Proposed Change: Remove “is a MobAd Enabler component” from the sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A339
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. The term “resident in the” is inappropriate. The only context where such term is used is passport and visa applications. In a technical specification, this is not good.

Proposed Change: Replace “resident in the” with “resides in the”
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change 

	A340
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. The term “in charge of providing” is inappropriate. The Ad Server is not a manager, it is a functional component. Managers are in charge, functional components get the job done.

Proposed Change: Replace “in charge of providing” with “provides”
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to the proposed change.

	A341
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: What is “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.

Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere and add an abbreviation.
	Status: CLOSED
Closed without change

	A342
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. It appears that you are trying to describe what the Ad Server is and what the Ad Server does in one sentence. Such attempts are deemed to fail, and this sentence is a very good example for that. I recommend a technical writer course.

Proposed Change: Split up the sentence by putting a full stop after “in the network”.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change 

	A343
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “to the Ad Engine and the SP App” It is irrelevant to whom, because the Ad Server will never know who’s really using its interface(s) unless there was an authentication in place (which is not required in the RD so it will not happen). Besides, the SP App is not in the scope.
Proposed Change: Remove the quoted text.
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A344
	2008.12.01
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “contextualization and personalization” 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.

Proposed Change: Re-use the defined terms, or clarify the difference.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to capitalize it according to UK English.

	A345
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “selection process” Is this the same as the defined term Ad Selection?

Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term, or clarify the difference.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change “selection process” to “Ad Selection process”.

	A346
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “Ads metrics data” Is this the same as defined term “Ad Metrics”?

Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term, or clarify the difference.
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to change “Ads metrics” to  “Ad Metrics”.

	A347
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. The second half of the sentence is full of nice buzz-words, but in the end, it is completely useless. I recommend a technical writer course.

Proposed Change: Replace “in charge of providing targeted Ads to the Ad Engine and the SP App, using  contextualization and personalization in the selection process, handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data.” with this: “The Ad Server performs Ad Selection, Ad Delivery and Ad Metrics handling. Additionally, the Ad Server manages data sets related to the users, their devices and the service.”
	Status: 
CLOSED

Change the texts below 5.3.1.1 to:

The Ad Server (see section 3.2 Definitions) is a MobAd enabler component resident in the network (outside the device) that performs actions grouped in the following high-level functions:

· Ad selection function

· Ad delivery function

· Ad Metrics handling function 

· User / service data management function

Note: the grouping of the high level functions above is an illustrative example and not normative.

	A348
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §2 and the bulleted list below is not needed, because it is a repetition of what is already said in §1.

Proposed Change: Remove §2 and the bulleted list below it.
	Status: CLOSED by A347.

	A349
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The section includes four sub-sections:

 - Ad Selection Function

 - Ad Delivery Function

 - Ad Metrics handling

 - User/service data management

These sub-sections are partially repeated under 5.3.1.2 and they are full of irrelevant buzz-words. Since being a server or client is merely a role (to the same thing), it would be better to clearly define what these functions are in a single, separate section. The definitions section would be the best candidate for this. Once the terms are defined, use them consistently.

Proposed Change: Define these terms instead and use these terms consistently across the AD. To describe the Ad Server, it is enough to say that “The Ad Server provides Ad Selection, Ad Delivery, Ad Metrics Handling and Data Management.” Simple as that.

As for the definitions, these are good examples:

Ad Selection: “The process of finding the most appropriate Advisement, involving a series of selection and filtering iterations based on certain rules and criteria. The rules and criteria originate from individual requests or Personalisation and Contextualisation resources.

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.”

Data Management: “The continuous process of managing data related to users and their devices, services, groups, Ad Channels, Advertisements and their metadata.”
	Status: CLOSED by A347.

	A350
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The sentence “The Ad Server is a MobAd Enabler component resident in the network, in charge of providing targeted Ads to the Ad Engine and the SP App, using  contextualization and personalization in the selection process, handling the collection and processing of Ads metrics data” contains tautology – it says what next paragraph say in bullets. Furthermore, it duplicates the Ad Server definition.

Proposed Change: remove unnecessary words and reformulate the sentence as “The Ad Server is a MobAd Enabler component resident in the network”. Or, alternatively, copy and paste the Ad Server definition. Merge the sentence with the next paragraph.
	Status: CLOSED by A347.

	A351
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Poor wording “The Ad Server performs functions grouped in the following high-level functions”

Proposed Change: “The Ad Server functions are:”
	Status: CLOSED by A347.

	A352
	2008.11.28
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: LGE

Form:  OMA-ARC-2008-0292

Comment:  More info needs to be provided for “ rules and criteria” , e.g. Is it from SP App, Ad Server etc.

Proposed Change: 

Replacement of   “rules and criteria“ by MobAd Rules may be one of the solutions
	Status: CLOSED by this CR 0013R03.

	A353
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: It seems that for these functions to work the rules / criteria / settings of the Ads selection must be providable or manageable. No such function or interface seems considered in this preliminary description. Isn’t it missing?

Proposed Change: Consider adding a management interface for the setting of the Ad Selection.
	Status: 
CLOSED by 327. No action needed.

	A354
	2008.12.06
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Process data from different Principals in order to select the most appropriate advertisements’, the word ‘data’ isn’t clear.

Proposed Change:

Every person determines whether to modify it.
	Status: 
CLOSED.

Change the section 5.3.1.1.1 to:  The Ad selection function selects the most appropriate Ad(s)/Ad Campaign(s) primarily using:

•Contextualisation and Personalisation

•Ad Metadata

•Applicable MobAd Rules.

	A355
	2008.12.06
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Comparing/matching and filtering Ads based on given criteria’, the sentence ‘based on given criteria’ isn’t sufficient.

Proposed Change:

The sentence ‘on given criteria’ should be replaced by ‘based on given criteria and Ad metadata’.

See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0287> for the proposed changes.
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A356
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: The two last bullets are redundant and could be clarified.

Proposed change:

· Comparing/matching and filtering Ads based on given rules and criteria
· Selection of Ads based on the results of the comparing/matching step
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A357
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The title of the section is “Ad Selection Function”. Is this the same as the defined term Ad Selection? If yes, the section (or, the definition) is not needed. If no, then please use a different term and make sure that the description is clear.

Proposed Change: Either:

 - remove the definition of “Ad Selection”

 - remove this section

 - pick a different term than “Ad Selection” and include a clear description.
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A358
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The 1st sentence says that it is a non-exhaustive list. Oops – it can’t be a non-exhaustive list. If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD.

Proposed Change: You can make it informational, or make the list exhaustive based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead.
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A359
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: What is “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.

Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere and add an abbreviation.
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A360
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st bullet. “Contextualization” and “Personalization” Are these the same as Contextualisation and Personalisation in the definitions? If so, there are typos (US English vs. UK English).

Proposed Change: Re-use the defined terms, or clarify the difference.
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A361
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 2nd and 3rd bullets both use “criteria”. Is this the same criteria, or these two are different criteria?

Proposed Change: Please clarify.
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A362
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 3rd bullet contains “based on rules and criteria”. What are these rules?

Proposed Change: Remove “on rules and”, or clarify.
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A363
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.1.1 b3
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment:: It is not clear which kind of rules. Use the reference to the MobAd rules definition.

Proposed Change: Selection of Ads based on rules and criteria (MobAd rules).
	Status: CLOSED by A354.

	A364
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  the last bullet states delivery of “related data” – to whom is this data delivered?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: 
CLOSED with no change.

	A365
	2008-11-30
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

“Deliver” bullet may now imply that only references or status may be returned, but not the media itself. 

Proposed Change:
Add a 1st sub-bullet reading:

Provide the Ad/Ad Campaign media content, or
	Status: CLOSED

Change section 5.3.1.1.2 to:

The Ad delivery function 
delivers the following to the Ad Engine and SP Apps:

oReference(s )to Ad(s)/Ad Campaign(s) (e.g. via URL) with Ad Metadata  

oAd(s)/Ad Campaign(s) with Ad Metadata

o An indicator for no suitable result
The delivery of  Ad(s)/Ad Campaigns can be done via:

oPull: responses over a unicast channel to Ad Engine and/or SP App requests.  This is mandatory to support. 

oPush: autonomously over a unicast channel to the Ad Engine.  This is optional to support.

oBroadcast: autonomously over a broadcast channel to the Ad Engine.  This is optional to support.

	A366
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Consistent with comment Oracle.A024->A0297, we recommend that this section has a disclaimer on delivery mechanisms and DCD optionality

Proposed Change: Apply proposal above.
	Status: 
CLOSED with no changes.

	A367
	2008.12.04
	T/E
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Mobixell
Form: CR
Comment:

a. There is a description on interfacing the Ad Engine and missing one to interfacing the AdApp

b. The instructions past to the Sp App should also indicate how t report metrics

Proposed Change:
a. Add a bullet 
· Interfacing with underlying pull, push delivery mechanisms/bearers for Ad delivery to SP App.
b. Add the following change to last bullet:
· Delivery of MobAd Enabler related data including rules and instructions pertaining to usage of Ads and instructions of how to report metrics.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A368
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: If AD Review comment A010 from Qualcomm (contained in OMA-ARC-2008-288) is agreed, then the last bullet sub-function of the “Ad Delivery Function” of the Ad Server is redundant and should be deleted.

Proposed Change: Should AD Review comment A010 from Qualcomm (contained in OMA-ARC-2008-288) be agreed, delete the last major bullet under this section (“Delivery of MobAd Enabler related data including rules and instructions pertaining to usage of Ads”).
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A369
	2008-12-04
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: To the first bullet, it should be possible to deliver Ads directly.

Proposed Change: Add one more sub-bullet to explain it.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A370
	2008-12-04
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: 
The text below should also be applied to Ad Server, copy the texts from 5.3.1.2.1 and maybe revise it:

“Acquire  Ads/Ad Campaigns from Ad Server based on supported delivery method(s):

o
Pull: Ad Engine requests and receives Ad(s) from the Ad Server over a unicast channel.  This is mandatory to support. 

o
Push: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) autonomously to the Ad Engine over a unicast channel.  This is optional to support.

   o
Broadcast: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) autonomously to the Ad Engine over a broadcast channel.  This is optional to support.”
Proposed Change:  To be modified or be copied to Ad Server delivery function section 5.3.1.1.2.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A371
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Delivery of Ads/Ad Campaigns and related metadata and the rest sub-bullets shall be treated as a same manner. It is not clear how the reference or indication can be the sub-bullet for the Ads/Ad Campaigns and related metadata.
Proposed Change: 
· Deliver followings to the Ad Engine and SP Apps.

· Ads/Ad Campaigns and related metadata
· A reference to an Ad (e.g. via URL) or Ad Campaign, or

· An indicator for no suitable Ad or Ad Campaign found.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A372
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Regarding the last sub-bullet. How MobAd Enabler related data differ to the MobAd Enabler service related data in 5.3.1.1.4 and 5.3.1.2.4? Do these terms are used as a same purpose? How these terms are differing to the MobAd Rules which is defined in the 3.2 Definitions?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A373
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: The delivery of Ad is an entire bullet, the organization of bullet is misleading. Additionally, all relates to SP App and AdEngine.

Proposed change:

Align all the bullet at the same level.

Remove SPApp and AdEngine from the first bullet.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A374
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: When references to Ads are provided, the related Ad metadata should be provided as well.

Proposed change:

· Provide a reference to an Ad (e.g. via URL) or Ad Campaign with corresponding Ad Metadata,
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A375
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The 1st sentence says that it is a non-exhaustive list. Oops – it can’t be a non-exhaustive list. If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD.

Proposed Change: You can make it informational, or make the list exhaustive based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A376
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: What is “Ad” and “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.

Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere and add an abbreviation.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A377
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: What is “Ad Delivery”? Why is it capitalized? There is no definition/abbreviation for this term.

Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A378
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are two 2nd level bullets (starting with “Provides”). This is too much detail for an AD – it belongs to the TS.

Proposed Change: Remove the bullets from the AD and put such details into the TS.
	Status: CLOSED by 365. 

	A379
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are two 2nd level bullets (starting with “Provides”). These bullets contradict the “top” bullet from which they are “forked”. The “top” level bullets says that “Ads/Ad Campaigns and related metadata” are delivered, and not references, or indicators. 

Proposed Change: Remove the bullets, align them with the “top” bullet, or make these a ”top” bullet, too.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A380
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 3rd bullet. The term “Interfacing with” does not sound very good. Could we reword this?

Proposed Change: Replace “Interfacing with” with “Interact with”.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A381
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: I am missing the discussions in this section where it is described how the right transport from the list of supported transport is picked. I mean, where is it decided whether pull/push/broadcast is to be used when a device support multiple mechanisms? 

Proposed Change: Include discussion about picking the right transport mechanism from the supported list of transport mechanisms. Consider adding description for new function Transport Selection: 

“The process of choosing the appropriate transport mechanism for Ad Delivery, from the list of transport mechanisms supported by the requesting functional component.” 
	Status: CLOSED by 365. 

	A382
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.1.2
	Source: Xhafer Krasniqi, NEC

Form: Input contribution, OMA-ARC-2008-0307

Comment:

Bullet point one before last talks about the interface for delivery mechanism as a function of Ad Server, but it only mentions the Ad Engine and not the SP App as a recipient of the Ads and Ad Campaigns, which should not be the case. 

Proposed Change:

To change to:

“Interfacing with underlying pull, push and broadcast delivery mechanisms/bearers for Ad delivery to Ad Engine and SP Apps”.
	Status: CLOSED by 365.

	A383
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.1.2b2;

5.3.3

	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: the Ad Delivery is a function exposed by the Ad Server toward both Ad Engine and SP Apps.  In 5.3.1.1.2 b2, it is mentioned only delivery mechanisms for Ad Engine. In 5.3.3, it isn’t supported an asynchronous way to delivery the Ad to the SP App. 

Proposed Change: 

In order to support different delivery methods, consider the resolution proposed in 257R01 and the 288 informative presentations. 

For 5.3.1.1.2 b2, the proposed change is: “Interfacing with the available underlying pull, push and broadcast delivery mechanisms/bearers for Ad delivery to Ad Engine and SP App(s).”
	Status: CLOSED by A365.

	A384
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  what is “impression” in first bullet – how is it conveyed to enabler?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED 
Add definition for “Ad Impression: see Impression”.
Change the 1st bullet in 5.3.1.1.3 to:

•
Collect  Ad Metrics data about Ad Impression(s) and  user’s actions with Ad(s)(e.g. clicking after  an Ad is presented). This information is collected from SP App and Ad Engine.

	A385
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: metrics are returned from both App and Engine, but using diff interfaces.  Should there be a common interface for delivering metrics, used by both the above entities (rather than merging this function into -2 and -3 interfaces)????

Proposed Change: 
	Status:
Close without change

	A386
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  second bullet says “collect” – is this the same collect that App and Engine do, or is it “receive from App and Engine”??

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED by A384.

	A387
	2008.11.28
	T
	5.3.1.1.3        
	Source: LGE

Form:  OMA-ARC-2008-0292

Comment:  User Clicks  Collected  from SP App and Ad Engine 

Proposed Change:  SP App needs to be removed as  Ad Metrics is related operation mentioned in first Bullet will be provided by Ad Engine and not from SP App.
	Status: Close without change.

	A388
	2008.11.28
	T
	5.3.1.1.3        
	Source: LGE

Form:  OMA-ARC-2008-0292

Comment:  2nd Bullet mentioning Source IDs, Time needs more info. 

Proposed Change:  It may be mentioned like Source IDs  of xyz ,same for time etc.
	Status:
Closed. 

Change the 2nd bullet to:

 Augment collected Ad Metrics data with data known to the Ad Server, (such as sources IDs,  time-stamp, context etc).

	A389
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: It seems that for these functions to work the metrics to collect manageable. No such function or interface seems considered in this preliminary description. Isn’t it missing?

Proposed Change: Consider adding a management interface for the setting of the Ad metric handling functions. 

This may be a more generic management function for the Ad Server that may be combined for example with the management functions / interfaces identified in Oracle.A027->A0387
	Status: Close with no change.

	A390
	2008.12.2
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: MobAd not only handles Metrics Data, but manages Metrics data to make a consolidated report or as charging records. So change “Ad Metrics Handling Function” to “Ad Metrics Handling and Managing Function” and add one more action bullet.

Proposed Change: 
5.3.1.1.3
Ad Metrics Handling and Managing Function

The Ad Metrics Handling and Managing function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

•
Collect Ad impression, user’s responses and user’s actions, such as clicking and viewing after an Ad is received. This information is collected from SP App and Ad Engine.

•
Collect metrics-related data, such as sources IDs, time, context etc.

•
Associate metrics with specific Ad Campaigns if they are part of any campaign.

•
Process metrics data into a consolidated report.
•
Process and Manage metrics data into valid charging records.
•
Make the processed metrics information available for future Ad selection process.
	Status: 
CLOSED.

Change bullet 3 and 4 to:

•Associate Ad Metrics data with specific Ad Campaigns if they are part of any Ad Campaign.

•Process Ad Metrics data, and all other related collected data into a consolidated report, that may be used, e.g.:

For billing the Advertiser (out of scope)

As additional input for future Ad selection.

	A391
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: the second bullet could relate to information provided by SP App and Ad Engine or could relate to information known by the Ad Server.

Proposed change:

Change second bullet to

Augment metric data with information known by the Ad Server.
	Status: Closed. 

 by 388.

	A392
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: the function of verifying the metrics should be described here.

Proposed change:

Add a bullet:

Verify if reported metrics are fraudulent or not.
	Status: CLOSED

Add to the end of the section:

Note: it is up to the implementation and the SP policy whether and if so how the verification of reported Ad Metrics data is done. 

	A393
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: the last bullet is unclear. To who is made the metrics report available? It doesn’t really seem to be “standardisable”.

Proposed changes:

Used the processed metrics information available in future Ad selection 
	Status: CLOSED by A390.

	A394
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The 1st sentence says that it is a non-exhaustive list. Oops – it can’t be a non-exhaustive list. If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD.

Proposed Change: You can make it informational, or make the list exhaustive based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead.
	Status: 
CLOSED. Change the sentence to:

The Ad Metrics handling function performs primarily the following actions:



	A395
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: What is “Ad” and “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.

Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere and add an abbreviation.
	Status: CLOSED by A347.

	A396
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: In the first bullet, “impression” is mentioned. Is this the same thing as the defined term “Impression”? If yes, I suggest removing the word, because there is no point collecting Impressions - see definition of Impression, or, add a requirement for a Device to be able to take screenshots.

Proposed Change: Remove “Ad impression and” from the 1st bullet, or use a different word instead of “impression”.
	Status: CLOSED by A384.

	A397
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st bullet contains “viewing”. I am not sure what “collecting viewing” means. My guess is that you mean whether Advertisement has been viewed or not – but even then. I do not think that there are any Devices on the market today that trace eye movement accurately. Even is there was a pointer device (cursor) in the Device and the pointer was moved over the Advertisement cannot be sure that the user is looking at it – he may just be moving the pointer over the Advertisement for other reasons as well, for example, while he is moving the pointer to another location.

Proposed Change: Remove “viewing”.
	Status: CLOSED by A384.

	A398
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st bullet contains “after an Ad is received”. The condition means that collection is explicitly restricted to after an Advertisement has been received. Is there a particular reason for such limitation? I have heard discussion in a group where one could obtain Advertisements outside of the “normal” channels and report Ad Metrics. The possibility of having alternative distribution channels is limited this way.

Proposed Change: Relax the limitation by removing “after an Ad is received”.
	Status: CLOSED by A384.

	A399
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st bullet. “This information is collected from SP App and Ad Engine.” It means that Ad Metrics cannot be collected from any other source. I do not think that this is a good practice.

Proposed Change: Generalise the statement by saying “This information is collected from the other functional components.” If you want, identify the interfaces as well: “This information is collected from the other functional components via the MobAd-2 and MobAd-3 interfaces.”
	Status:  CLOSED by A390, A388 and A392.

	A400
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st bullet. This bullet is supposed to talk about the Ad Server collecting Ad Metrics, and not what Ad Metrics are and where they come from.

Proposed Change: Replace the entire bullet with “Collect Ad Metrics.”
	Status: CLOSED by A384.

	A401
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 2nd, 3rd and 4th bullets. Does the word “metrics” mean the same thing as “Ad Metrics”?

Proposed Change: If yes, re-use the defined term instead. If not, please use a different word instead.
	Status: Closed. 

 by 388, A390. 

	A402
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 2nd bullet. This bullet is supposed to talk about the Ad Server collecting more data than just the Ad Metrics and not what this “other data” is and where is comes from.

Proposed Change: Remove “such as sources IDs, time, context etc” and consider merging the leftover with the previous bullet.
	Status: Closed. 

 by 388.

	A403
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 3rd bullet. This seems to be covered by the 4th bullet. You should either spell out everything that happens during processing, or keep it general by mentioning no details. I recommend doing the latter, since such details do not belong to an architecture document.

Proposed Change: Remove the 3rd bullet.
	Status: CLOSED by A390.

	A404
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 4th bullet. The 2nd bullet mentions Ad-Metrics-related data. According to bullet 4, this “related data” is not processed. Why collect it in the first place then?

Proposed Change: Include Ad Metrics-related data in processing.
	Status: CLOSED by A390. 

	A405
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 4th bullet. What is a consolidated report, who is using it and for what purpose? The word report is used very often in the RD, so it is really hard to figure out what you mean by this.

There is no point of this consolidated report if we don’t know who’s going to use it for what. You either store it in a re-usable manner (a database), or you show them to someone (human-readable). This bullet is useless, as it is covered in the “Ad Metrics Handling” definition
Proposed Change: Replace the bullet with either one of these (or, a combination):

 - “Process and consolidate Ad Metrics and related data into a persistent repository.”

- “Process and consolidate Ad Metrics and related data into human-readable statistics.”

Alternatively, if our comment to section 5.3.1.1  were we propose definitions for Ad Selection, Ad Delivery, Ad Metrics Handling is accepted, this section is not needed-
	Status: CLOSED by A390.

	A406
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 5th bullet. Does the term “metrics information” mean the same thing as “Ad Metrics”?

Proposed Change: If yes, re-use the defined term instead. If not, please use a different term instead.
	Status: CLOSED by A390, A388 and A392.

	A407
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 5th bullet. Does the term “Ad selection process” mean the same thing as Ad Selection?

Proposed Change: If yes, re-use the defined term instead. If not, please use a different term instead.
	Status: CLOSED by A390.

	A408
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.1.3

b5
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: requirement CHAR-001 states that Metrics collect can be used for charging purpose. This usage of metrics data is missed. 
Proposed Change: 

Make the processed metrics information available for future Ad selection process and for charging purpose.
	Status: CLOSED by A390.

	A409
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: “create … groups” – are these groups independent of other SP-maintained groups (like XDM does)?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.

	A410
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: It seems that these functions are coming unrelated to:

· How are they requested and by who

· On what are they applied.

Proposed Change: Clarify the functions and associated interfaces (which interfaces exposes what of these functions).
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.

	A411
	2008.12.2
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: In second paragraph, second paragraph. Ad Delivery Function should be multiple.

Proposed Change: Create and select groups-> Create and select user groups
	Status: CLOSED

Change the 3rd bullet to:

•
Manage (e.g: create) and select user groups for targeting purpose.

	A412
	2008.12.2
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: There is no relationship between the user data and service data. So separate the section into two section: 

1. User Data management function

2. Service Data management function

Then make some minor change on the description, in which the user personal information should be managed by the Ad Server.

Proposed Change: 
5.3.1.1.4
User Data Management Function

The User Data Management function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

•
Manage user personal information and context data.

•
Create and select groups.
5.3.1.1.5
Service Data Management Function

The Service Data Management function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

•
Manage MobAd enabler service-related data.

•
Create Ad Channels.

•
Manage Ads, Ad identifiers and Ad metadata.
	Status: 
CLOSED

Change 1st and 5th bullets to:

•Handle user’s personalisation and contextualisation data.

•Manage Ad(s), Ad(s) identifier(s) and Ad(s) Metadata.

	A413
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Regarding “Manage user context data,” Ad Server also mange user personal data (i.e. static data) and need to keep the consistency with 5.3.1.2.4

Proposed Change: 
Proposed to change the text to “Manage user static and/or dynamic context data.”
	Status: CLOSED by A412.

	A414
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.1.4

5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Regarding “Manage MobAd enabler service-related data,” How MobAd Enabler service related data differ to the MobAd Rules which is defined in the 3.2 Definitions?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 
CLOSED

Change the bullet 2 to:

•Manage MobAd Rules

AI to editor: change the service related data to MobAd Rules everywhere in the document.

	A415
	2008.12.06
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Manage user context data’, I doubt whether Ad Server will store user context data.

Proposed Change:

I suggest that the sentence is clarified.
	Status: CLOSED by A412.

	A416
	2008-12-04
	T
	5.3.1.1.4, 5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: There is not sufficient description of user data/Service data Management in this section since this is a general function to MobAd.

Proposed Change: Add description of user data / Service data Management
	Status: Close with no change.

	A417
	2008-12-04
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: There is no Ad channel discovery procedure in MobAd as Creating channel function has been defined for Ad server. Otherwise, Ad Engine has no way to get the new channel information.

Proposed Change: Add description of channel discovery for Ad Engine.
	Status: Close with no change.

	A418
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The 1st sentence says that it is a non-exhaustive list. Oops – it can’t be a non-exhaustive list. If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD.

Proposed Change: You can make it informational, or make the list exhaustive based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead.
	Status: CLOSED

Change the sentence to:

The user / service data management function performs primarily the following actions:



	A419
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: What is “Ad” and “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.

Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere and add an abbreviation.
	Status: close with resolution to 347

	A420
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st bullet. Does the term “user context data” mean the same thing as User Context?

Proposed Change: If yes, re-use the defined term instead. If not, please use a different term instead.
	Status: CLOSED by A12.

	A421
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 2nd bullet. Apart from the fact that the word “enabler” should be capitalised, I do not understand what “service-related data” is, and I could not find any requirement for such a thing the RD, neither.

Proposed Change: Remove the 2nd bullet or clarify which requirement this is supposed to cover and improve the wording to capture the requirement.
	Status: CLOSED by A414.

	A422
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 3rd bullet. There are no requirements in the RD to create and select groups at all. There are requirements that talk about a group of users; however this is not the same thing. IMHO, bullet 3 is not needed at all because these groups will never be real groups – it will always be a “select list of users” where the candidates are dynamically added based on some criteria in an advertisement. A list of users will never become a group because these people do not even know about each other.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 3.
	Status: Close with resolution to 411.

	A423
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 4th bullet. The definition of Ad Channel sounds very much like the definition of Campaign, with a tiny difference. I wonder if these two are actually the same. (Or, one definition could be re-used be the other). Anyway, Campaigns are not listed here. So, if it’s not the Ad Server that creates the Campaigns, then where do they come from?

Proposed Change: Consider improving the definition of Ad Channel and Campaign, and add Campaign to bullet 4.
	Status: 
CLOSED with no changes.

	A424
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 4th bullet. It seems that Ad Channels are only created. I checked the RD and there are no requirements to update and delete them. So, once they created, they exist forever. Is this really the intention? Because I did not find anything in the RD, or, in the definition that would state that the Ad Channels must be persistent.

Proposed Change: The WG needs to clarify the intent in the RD. Based on that, a correction might be needed to bullet 4 here. While at it, you might want to fix Campaign the same way.
	Status: 
Closed

Change “Create Ad Channels” to ” Handle Ad Channels”

	A425
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: There are a bunch of things that are mentioned in the RD but not captured here. According to the RD, the Ad Server is also responsible for:

 - opt-in/opt-out

 - block Advertisements

 - etc

I am fine with not including these things, but then you should not include the others, neither. I would prefer not include all things in details.

Proposed Change:, Remove all bullets and add general statements like:

 - use a persistent repository (our of scope)  for storing Ads, Ad Metadata, Ad Channels and Campaigns and make them available when needed,

- use a persistent repository (our of scope)  for storing user preferences, service provider policies and apply them when needed,

 - etc.
	Status: 
CLOSED with no changes.

	A426
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.1.4

b2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: the action explained in bullet 2 regards MobAd rules too. 
Proposed Change: 

Manage MobAd enabler service-related data and MobAd rules.
	Status: CLOSED by A414.

	A427
	2008.11.26
	T
	5.3.1.1.5

(proposed new section)
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: In conjunction with the proposed addition of “MobAd Rules Notification Function” in Sec. 5.3.1.1, a new sub-section describing this function should be provided.
Proposed Change: Add new sub-section 5.3.1.1.5 “MobAd Rules Notification Function” with the following description:

“The MobAd Rules Notification Function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

· Delivery of generic MobAd Rules such as Ad pre-fetching or caching policies, or their updates, to the Ad Engine or SP App.

· Delivery of Ad deletion/cancellation instructions to the Ad Engine or SP App.

· Notification of instructions for Ad metrics reporting to the Ad Engine or SP App.”
	Status: CLOSED

Closed without change

	A428
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  conceptualization and personalization is done by the server – does the engine duplicate this function (is it part of the enabler, or does “may” mean that it is implementation choice)?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed without changes.

C&PR can be used by Ad Engine.

	A429
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:” User, Service, Device data handling function “ – no content to these words, be more specific

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed by A509..


	A430
	2008.12.04
	T/E
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Mobixell
Form: CR
Comment:

Editor note in this section that is titled ‘Editorial Notes” was removed incorrectly as it has architecture meaning

Proposed Change:
Option 1: put the editor’s notes back as a “Note” (rather than “editorial Note”).

Option 2:

Add the following to the existing wording:

The Ad Engine performs functions grouped in the following high-level functions(non exhaustive list):
	Status: CLOSED.

Add a note at the end of 5.3.1.2:

Note: the grouping of the high level functions above is an illustrative example and not normative.



	A431
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
The current list of functions of the Ad Engine is missing that of Ad/Ad Campaign deletion.
Proposed Change:
Add as new bullet point in this section “Ad/Ad Campaign deletion”
	Status: CLOSED
Add a bullet to 5.3.1.2.1:

•Update (e.g. delete) Ad(s) previously received from the Ad Server.

	A432
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Currently, there is no description for User/Service/Device data handling function.
Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED by A429.

	A433
	2008.12.06
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘and may use contextualization and personalization information in the process’; in section 2.2, there’s description ‘On the Device, and in this case accessed solely by the Ad Engine’, however here it’s may, I think they are conflictive.

Proposed Change:

The word ‘may’ ought to be replaced by ‘shall’.
	Status: CLOSED with no change.
It is an implementation choice.

	A434
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2 
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The 1st paragraph contains tautology – it says what next paragraph says in bullets. Furthermore, it duplicates the Ad Engine definition.

Proposed Change: remove unnecessary words and reformulate the sentence as “The Ad Engine is a MobAd Enabler component resident on the Device”. Merge the sentence with the next paragraph.
	Status: CLOSED.

Change the 1st .paragraph and the bullets to:

The Ad Engine (see section 3.2 Definitions) is a MobAd Enabler functional component running on the device that  performs actions grouped in the following high-level functions:
•Ad acquisition and delivery Function

•Ad selection function

•Ad metrics handling function 

•User / service / device data handling function


	A435
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Poor wording “The Ad Engine performs functions grouped in the following high-level functions”

Proposed Change: “The Ad Engine functions are:”
	Status: CLOSED by A434. 

	A436
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st paragraph. This seems to be a re-definition of the term Ad Engine.

Proposed Change: Replace the definition of Ad Engine with this: “A functional component of the MobAd Enabler, as described in 5.3.1.2.

BTW: the Device is missing from the AD figure – add this.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A437
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “is a MobAd Enabler component” This is obvious, there is no need to state this.

Proposed Change: Remove “is a MobAd Enabler component” from the sentence.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A438
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. It’s that “residing in the” again. Even if it’s a verb this time, I still don’t like this expression. Sounds too permanent for my taste – in case of Ad Engine it should not be that bad, but still: there could be more Ad Engines in a Device; consider 3rd party. Those are not really residing in the Device – those might come and go. What if the code was stored on a memory card, or embedded in a USB stick? Several products (games, navigation software, dictionaries) come on memory cards already – they might have their own Ad Engines. Then, it does not reside in the Device anymore. We should avoid stating where it is stored and focus on where it is running.

Proposed Change: Replace “residing in the” with “running in the”
	Status: CLOSED by A434.  

	A439
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. The term “in charge of providing” is inappropriate. The Ad Server is not a manager, it is a functional component. Managers are in charge, functional components get the job done.

Proposed Change: Replace “in charge of providing” with “provides”
	Status: CLOSED. by A434.

	A440
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	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 abbreviations.
	Status: CLOSED by A347.

	A441
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. It appears that you are trying to describe what the Ad Engine is and what the Ad Engine does in one sentence. Such attempts are deemed to fail, and this sentence is a very good example for that. I recommend a technical writer course.

Proposed Change: Split up the sentence by putting a full stop after “in the device”.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A442
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. I am missing a description what Ad Engine actually is. Is it a piece of code? A plug-in? An Application? An Agent?

Proposed Change: Describe in the 1st sentence that the Ad Engine is an “Agent”.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A443
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. The term “targeted Ads” is inappropriate because the Ad Engine cannot target Advertisements anywhere without a specific request (from Ad Apps).

Proposed Change: Remove “targeted”.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A444
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “to the Ad App” It is irrelevant to whom, because the Ad Engine will never know who’s really using its interface(s) unless there was an authentication in place (which is not required in the RD so it will not happen). Besides, Ad App is not in the scope.
Proposed Change: Remove the quoted text.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A445
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “contextualization and personalization” 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.

Proposed Change: Re-use the defined terms, or clarify the difference.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A446
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 1st sentence. “in the process” Is this the same as the defined term Ad Selection?

Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term, or clarify the difference.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A447
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 2nd sentence. “via supported delivery methods” should be replaced with Ad Delivery, which should be defined as a term.

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 “via supported delivery methods” with “via Ad Delivery”.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A448
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 2nd sentence. “, caches those Ads, returns one or more selected Ads to the Ad App upon request”? This sounds inappropriate.

Proposed Change: Replace “, caches those Ads, returns one or more selected Ads to the Ad App upon request” with “and manages a cached set of Advertisements locally. The Ad Engine accepts Advertisement requests from other functional entities via the MobAd-1 interface. After performing Ad Selection, the Ad Engine provides one or more Advertisements to the requestor.”.
	Status: CLOSED. by A434.

	A449
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 3rd 1st sentence. “Ads metrics data” Is this the same as defined term “Ad Metrics”?

Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term, or clarify the difference.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A450
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 3rd sentence. “On behalf of”? I do not think that Ad App was supposed to collect Ad Metrics in the first place (see current definition: it only presents the Advertisements). If it was not supposed to do it in the first place, stating “on behalf” is wrong.

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 3rd sentence with this: “The Ad Engine collects Ad Metrics via the MobAd-1 interface, performs Ad Metrics Handling, and finally submits the Ad Metrics via the MobAd-3 interface.”.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A451
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: §2 and the bulleted list below is not needed, because it is more or less an identical repetition of what is already said in §1.

Proposed Change: Remove §2 and the bulleted list below it.
	Status: CLOSED by A434.

	A452
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The section includes four sub-sections:

- Ad Acquisition and Delivery Function

- Ad Selection Function

 - Ad Metrics Handling Function

 - User/Service/Device data handling function

These sub-sections are partially repeated under 5.3.1.1 and they are full of irrelevant buzz-words. Since being a server or client is merely a role (to the same thing), it would be better to clearly define what these functions are in a single, separate section. The definitions section would be the best candidate for this. Once the terms are defined, use them consistently.

Proposed Change: Define these terms instead and use these terms consistently across the AD. To describe the Ad Server, it is enough to say that “The Ad Engine performs Ad Delivery, Ad Selection, Ad Metrics Handling and Data Management.” Simple as that.

“Acquisition” is not needed – it is part of delivery.

As for the definitions, these are good examples:

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 Selection: “The process of finding the most appropriate Advisement, involving a series of selection and filtering iterations based on certain rules and criteria. The rules and criteria originate from individual requests or Personalisation and Contextualisation resources.

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.”

Data Management: “The continuous process of managing data related to users and their devices, services, groups, Ad Channels, Advertisements and their metadata.”
	Status: CLOSED by 430.

	A453
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: I am at the end of the section about the Ad Engine, but I did not see anything about device resources yet. I think (correct me if I am wrong) I remember some discussions about keeping an eye on Device resources. Considering that we would not want every single Ad App waste resources on monitoring the resources by themselves and we would not want a complicated “chain of command” neither, the Ad Engine would be the best candidate to monitor all Device Resources – and warn the Ad Server or the Ad Apps when resources become “normal” or “critical”. I did not see interfaces on the Ad Server and Ad App that would allow such critical notifications.

Proposed Change: Add the responsibility of monitoring the rsources on the Device to the Ad Engine, and create interfaces on the Ad Server and the Ad App to push those notifications .The interface on the Ad Server could be OPTIONAL as it is needed only when the delivery mechnamism is not ‘pull’; when it’s ‘pull’ the Ad Engine can control the resources without any surprises.
	Status: 
Closed.

Change the second bullet in section 5.3.1.2.4:

•Optionally monitor and process device static and/or dynamic status (e.g. device resource threshold)

	A454
	2008.11.26
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: Besides Ads, broadcast could also be used to deliver Ad metadata.

Proposed Change:
Change the 2nd major bullet item of this section to become:

“Acquire Ads/Ad Campaign and/or Ad metadata from Ad Server based on supported delivery method(s):”

Change the 3rd sub-bullet under the 2nd major bullet of this section to become:

“Broadcast: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) and/or Ad metadata autonomously to the Ad Engine over a broadcast channel.  This is optional to support.”
	Status: CLOSED.
See A456.

	A455
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Consistent with comment Oracle.A024->A0297 and Oracle.A028->A0366, we recommend that this section has a disclaimer on delivery mechanisms and DCD optionality

Proposed Change: Apply proposal above.
	Status: CLOSED with no change.

	A456
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment:
1.  A missing function in this section is the ability of the Ad Engine to receive only the metadata associated with Ads, in place of or in addition to the Ads themselves, from the Ad Server.  This should be explicitly stated considering the following reasons:

a) In the scenario that C&PR only resides in the terminal (i.e. not in the SP domain), the Ad Server is not best qualified to perform Ad selection upon request from the Ad Engine, but it could inform the Ad Engine of the available Ads it holds (associated to the returned metadata), and/or related rules and instructions re. Ad usage;

b) It would better match up with one of the defined functions of Ad Server in Section 5.3.1.1.2: “Delivery of MobAd Enabler related data including rules and instructions pertaining to usage of Ads”;

c) It would align with the principle that the Ad Engine is fully capable of performing Ad metadata filtering to determine Ads of interest for subsequent retrieval from the Ad Server, in the broadcast Ad metadata delivery scenario.  That scenario is described in OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0235R03, and which is associated with AD Review comment A004 from Qualcomm.

2.  Another missing function in this section is the delivery of metadata (such as Ad identifiers, timeout interval for interactive Ad, preferred interaction mechanism, other ad rendering info, etc.) in conjunction with Ad(s) from the Ad Engine to Ad App.  There are requirements for this in the MobAd RD, e.g. MobAd-FUNC-028, MobAd-FUNC-029, MobAd-FUNC-033, MobAd-FUNC-034, MobAd-FUNC-035.

Proposed Change: Modify the text under Sec. 5.3.1.2.1 as follows (added text are shown as underlined):

“This function performs the following actions (non-exhaustive list):

· Receive Ad Requests from Ad Apps.

· Acquire Ads/Ad Campaigns and/or metadata from Ad Server based on supported delivery method(s):
· Pull: Ad Engine requests and receives Ad(s) and/or metadata from the Ad Server over a unicast channel.  This is mandatory to support.

· Push: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) autonomously to the Ad Engine over a unicast channel.  This is optional to support.
· Broadcast: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) and/or metadata autonomously to the Ad Engine over a broadcast channel.  This is optional to support.
· Cache Ads received from the Ad Server.
· Deliver selected Ads and associated metadata (Ad identifiers, rules related to usage of Ads, etc.) to the Ad Apps.”
	Status: CLOSED.
Change the section to:
The Ad acquisition and delivery function performs primarily the following actions:

•Receive Ad Requests from Ad Apps.

•Obtain and/or receive either of the following from the Ad Server:

oAd(s)/Ad Campaign(s) with Ad Metadata

oReference(s )to Ad(s)/Ad Campaign(s) (e.g. via URL) with Ad Metadata  

oAn indicator for no suitable result

•Cache Ad(s) received from the Ad Server.

•Update (e.g. delete) Ad(s) previously received from the Ad Server.

•Deliver the selected result to the Ad Apps

The acquiring of Ad(s)/Ad Campaigns can be done via:

oPull: Ad Engine issues requests to the Ad Server and receives Ad(s) from the Ad Server over a unicast channel. This is mandatory to support. 

oPush: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) to the Ad Engine over a unicast channel. This is optional to support.

o
Broadcast: Ad Server delivers Ad(s) and/or Ad metadata to the Ad Engine over a broadcast channel. This is optional to support.

	A457
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Change the Push method from optional to mandatory.
Proposed Change: As above
	Status: CLOSED with no change.

	A458
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: in the push and broadcast description, autonomously is not very clear.

Proposed change:

Push: Ad Server delivers unsolicited Ad(s)  to the Ad Engine over a unicast channel.  This is optional to support

Broadcast: Ad Server delivers unsolicited Ad(s) to the Ad Engine over a broadcast channel.  This is optional to support.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A459
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: The last bullet should clarify that Ads are provided to AdApps on request.

Proposed change:

· Deliver selected Ads to the Ad Apps upon Ad App request(s).
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A460
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 1st sentence says that it is a non-exhaustive list. Oops – it can’t be a non-exhaustive list. If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD.
Proposed Change: You can make it informational, or make the list exhaustive based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A461
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What is “Ad” and “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.
Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere and add an abbreviation.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A462
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 2nd bullet. I am not sure what “acquisition” stands for. Is this any way different from “delivery”? Even though the advertisements are acquired either via pull, push or broadcast, they still arrive via delivery.
Proposed Change: Add a good definition for Ad Deilvery and the bullet.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A463
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: There are three 2nd level bullets. This is too much detail for an AD – it belongs to the TS.
Proposed Change: Remove the bullets from the AD and put such details into the TS.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A464
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 1st 2nd level bullet explicitly requires the Advertisement to be sent via the same channel. This is not good – the Ad Engine could just place a request via a non-pull channel and receive the Advertisement via Push. BTW: this is not shown anywhere on the AD figure.
Proposed Change: Replace “Ad Engine requests and receives Ad(s) from the Ad Server over a unicast channel” with “Ad Engine issues requests to the Ad Server, and receives Advertisements over the same or over a different channel”. This is too much detail though, it would be better to put this into the TS instead.
	Status: CLOSED with no change.

	A465
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 2nd 2nd level bullet says “autonomously”. Push itself might be autonomous, but it does not take place autonomously – it must be preceded by at least one initial request; a subscription request, or the like. BTW: this is not shown anywhere on the AD figure.
Proposed Change: Elaborating such details in the AD is not desirable, so just remove this bullet for now and talk about this later in the TS.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A466
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 3rd 2nd level bullet says “delivers Ad(s)”. This is wrong. Broadcast does not deliver Advertisements – it only makes them available through a continuous data stream. Most of the time the stream is not even used. Even when the stream is used, most of the time delivery does not take place. So, in the end, most of the bandwidth is wasted because delivery takes place only in the minority of the cases. Anyway, the important thing is that the Ad Server does not deliver Advertisements – it merely broadcasts streams, from which the appropriate functional component in the Device can extract Advertisements. BTW: this is not shown anywhere on the AD figure.
Proposed Change: Elaborating such details in the AD is not desirable, so just remove this bullet for now and talk about this later in the TS.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A467
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd bullet. I am not sure how to interpret “Cache Ads received from the Ad Server.” It could be interpreted as “Ads can be cached only when they originate from the Ad Server.”, or, “Ads can only be received from and Ad Server”. Either way, it is not good because it explicitly renders caching Ads from other sources (from example, from another Device) impossible. I have heard the group talk about fetching Ads from other sources, so I do not think that imposing such limitation is intentional. 
Proposed Change: Add a good definition for Ad Delivery, use that definition and remove this bullet. Alternatively, replace “Ad Server” with “functional components”.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A468
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th bullet. I am not sure what you mean by “selected Ads”. I do not think that the Ad Delivery function will select any Ads. I think that the Ads will be selected before they are queued for delivery. If you come up with a good definition for Ad Delivery, it will be valid for both delivery between the Ad Server and Ad Engine, and also the Ad Engine and Ad App – which is the right thing to do, as these are pretty much the same thing anyway (only the interfaces and the protocols are different).
Proposed Change: Add a good definition for Ad Delivery, use that definition and remove this bullet.
	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A469
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The 2nd bullet “Acquire Ads/Ad Campaigns from Ad Server based on supported delivery method(s):” contains sub-bullets. This does not match the corresponding bullet in section 5.3.1.1.2 – the pull, push and broadcast method are not listed as Ad Server’s functionalities.

Proposed Change: Either duplicate the sub-bullets in section 5.3.1.1.2, or remove the sub-bullets.
	Status: CLOSED by A456. 

	A470
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.2.1
	Source: Xhafer Krasniqi, NEC

Form: Input contribution, OMA-ARC-2008-0307

Comment:

Last bullet point “Deliver selected Ads to the Ad Apps”, should be modified and extended to also have two sub-bullet points as it is in the case of Ad Server and also as stated in MobAd-Func-005

Proposed Change:

To change to:

Deliver selected Ads and Ad Campaigns to the Ad Apps
· Provide a reference to an Ad (e.g. via URL) or Ad Campaign, or
· Provide an indicator for no suitable Ad or Ad Campaign found

	Status: CLOSED by A456.

	A471
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: are the 2nd and 3rd bullets different – compare/match vs select?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A472
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: It seems that for these functions to work the rules / criteria / settings of the Ads selection must be providable or manageable. No such function or interface seems considered in this preliminary description. Isn’t it missing?

Proposed Change: Consider adding a management interface for the setting of the Ad Selection.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A473
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form:  

Comments: The two last bullets are overlapping and could be better clarified to avoid confusion.

Proposed change:

· Compare/match and filter Ads based on given rules, criteria and metadata.

· Select Ads based on the results of the comparing/matching step.


	Status: Closed with no change.

	A474
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The title of the section is “Ad Selection Function”. Is this the same as the defined term Ad Selection? If yes, the section (or, the definition) is not needed. If no, then please use a different term and make sure that the description is clear.
Proposed Change: Either:

 - remove the definition of “Ad Selection”

 - remove this section

 - pick a different term than “Ad Selection” and include a clear description.
	Status: Closed with no change.


	A475
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 1st sentence says that it is a non-exhaustive list. Oops – it can’t be a non-exhaustive list. If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD.
Proposed Change: You can make it informational, or make the list exhaustive based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead.
	Status: 
Closed.

Change the first sentence to:

“The Ad selection function selects the most appropriate Ad(s) primarily using the following:”


	A476
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet. “Contextualization” and “Personalization” Are these the same as Contextualisation and Personalisation in the definitions? If so, there are typos (US English vs. UK English).
Proposed Change: Re-use the defined terms, or clarify the difference.
	Status: Closed.
Change

“Contextualization” and “Personalization” to “Contextualisation” and “Personalisation”.

	A477
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: What is “Ads”? There is no definition/abbreviation for this word.
Proposed Change: Add definition, or make it lowercase everywhere and add an abbreviation.
	Status: Closed by A347.


	A478
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet. This bullet is plain wrong. It would be a waste of time to list all problems I have with this, so, here is my suggestion instead.
Proposed Change: Replace the 1st bullet with: “Complement the criteria that originates from functional entities desiring Advertisements 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, remove the 2 sub-bullets as those are not needed. (The first one is not needed, as by definition, this should be the purpose of Ad Selection. The second bullet is not related to Ad Selection, it is about delivery, but it is already covered there.)

Now, you can clearly see that this bullet is not part of Ad Selection – rather, it is an input to Ad Selection, so cut&paste this bullet to the top level section (5.3.1.2). Since this exact , but here’s what I suggest instead: make a definition out of it like this:

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.

When done, use this term in 5.3.1.2. (And, probably later, under Ad App – we will see when we get there in the review.)
	Status: 

Closed with no change.

	A479
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet, 1st sub-bullet. This one is not needed – not only because it is too much detail, but also because as by definition, this should be the purpose of Ad Selection.
Proposed Change: Remove this bullet.
	Status: Closed.
Change the section to:
The Ad selection function selects the most appropriate Ad(s) primarily using the following: 

•
Ad selection criteria including MobAd Rules and available Ad Metadata

•
data provided from Ad Apps as input in the request for Ad(s) 

•
data from Contextualisation and Personalisation Resources

The Ad Engine’s cache is the primary source of the Ad(s). Under certain conditions, the Ad Engine can request Ad(s) from the Ad Server.

	A480
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet, 2nd sub-bullet. This one is not needed – not only because it is too much detail, but also because this is not related to Ad Selection; it is about Ad Delivery, but it is already covered there.

Proposed Change: Remove this bullet.
	Status: Closed by A479.


	A481
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd bullet contains “and metadata”. I think that the Ad Selection will be based only on the criteria. If you want to allow metadata to be used as the basis for Ad Selection, I suggest you include metadata within the criteria itself later on the in the TS.
Proposed Change: Remove “and metadata”, or clarify.
	Status: Closed by A479.


	A482
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd and 3rd bullets both use “criteria”. Is this the same criteria, or these two are different criteria?
Proposed Change: Please clarify.
	Status: Closed by A479.


	A483
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd bullet contains “based on rules and criteria”. What are these rules?
Proposed Change: Remove “on rules and”, or clarify.
	Status: Closed by A479.


	A484
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.2.2 b3
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc
Comment: It is not clear which kind of rules. Use the reference to the MobAd rules definition and make it consistent with similar comment in section 5.3.1.1.1 b3.
Proposed Change: 

Select Ads based on rules and criteria (MobAd rules). 
	Status: Closed by A479.

	A485
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.2.2
	Source: Xhafer Krasniqi, NEC

Form: Input contribution, OMA-ARC-2008-0307

Comment:

The first sentence of the first bullet point states “Process data in order to specify the ad selection criteria”. Shouldn’t this be ‘in order to select the most appropriate advertisements’, since the ‘selection criteria’ could have been set before.

Proposed Change:

Change to: “Process data in order to select the most appropriate advertisements”.
	Status: Closed by A479.

	A486
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: is “fraudulent” the right word? (someone trying to fake out the engine)?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: 
Closed with no change.

	A487
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: It seems that for these functions to work the metrics to collect manageable. No such function or interface seems considered in this preliminary description. Isn’t it missing?

Proposed Change: Consider adding a management interface for the setting of the Ad metric handling functions. 
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A488
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
The last bullet is also related with Ad Acquisition and Delivery Function. Does Ad Metrics Handling Function also handle the delivery related function?
Proposed Change:
Remove the last bullet to the 5.3.1.2.1
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A489
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.2.3 b4
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: make the right reference to the definition of MobAd rules.
Proposed Change: 

Based on Service Provider policy and/or MobAd rules,
	Status: Closed with no change.


	A490
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Poor wording, and too much detail in bullets 3 and 4 “•
Attempt to identify if the metrics are fraudulent or not, and mark it accordingly.

•
Based on Service Provider policy,


Either discard fraudulent metrics prior to sending the metric report to the Ad Server.


Or include this fraudulent metrics in the report.”

Proposed Change: Reword as “•
Attempt to identify if the metrics are fraudulent or not, and handle them based on Service Provider policy.”

	Status: Closed.
Change the bullet 3 to:

•Attempt to identify if the Ad Metrics are fraudulent or not, and handle them accordingly based on the Service Provider policy, e.g.:

Either discard fraudulent Ad Metrics data prior to sending the Ad Metrics data report to the Ad Server.

Or include this fraudulent Ad Metrics data in the report.

	A491
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: “Attempt” is not a good word in 3rd bullet.

Proposed Change: Remove “Attempt to”.
	Status: Closed with no change. 

	A492
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: The 1st sentence says that it is a non-exhaustive list. Oops – it can’t be a non-exhaustive list. If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD.
Proposed Change: You can make it informational, or make the list exhaustive based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead.
	Status: Closed.
Change the first sentence to:

The Ad Metrics handling function performs primarily the following actions:



	A493
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet. This ultimately means that Ad Metrics cannot be received from anywhere else. Why not? As long as the MobAd-1 interface is used properly, it should be possible.
Proposed Change: Replace “Ad App” with “functional components”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A494
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd bullet. “Ad App metrics” What is this? How is this different from Ad Metrics?
Proposed Change: If there is a difference, please elaborate it. If there is no difference, use the defined term Ad Metrics.
	Status: CLOSED.

Change “Ad App metrics” to “Ad Metrics data received from Ad App”.

	A495
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd bullet. “metric information” What is this? How is this different from Ad Metrics?
Proposed Change: If there is a difference, please elaborate it. If there is no difference, use the defined term Ad Metrics.
	Status: Closed by A494.

	A496
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd bullet. “the metrics” What is this? How is this different from Ad Metrics?
Proposed Change: If there is a difference, please elaborate it. If there is no difference, use the defined term Ad Metrics.
	Status: 
Closed.

Change bullet 2 to:

•Augment Ad Metrics data received from Ad App with other metrics-related information known by the Ad Engine.

	A497
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd bullet includes “and mark it accordingly” I do not like the idea of tagging Ad Metrics with “this is fraudulent”. Is there any reason to maintain a list of fraudulent Ad Metrics? It will be a waste of resources for everyone. It would be a lot more efficient to discard ny fraudulent Ad Metrics as soon as the are found, record only the source of the fraudulent Ad Metrics, and finally, blacklist the functional component (Ad App or Device) that sends more than let’s say three fraudulent Ad Metrics over a 48 hour period (this is just an example, it could be configurable). Ultimately, the list of blacklisted functional components could be published, so that other Ad Engines could filter out those bad sources right away.
Proposed Change: Instead of maintaining a list of fraudulent Ad Metrics, go for a solution where the functional entities are blocked and the fact that they are blocked can be published and re-used by other functional components.
	Status: 
Closed by A490.

	A498
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th bullet and the two sub-bullets. These sound like the continuation of the 3rd bullet.
Proposed Change: You could indent the 4th bullet and the two sub-bullets to be under the 3rd bullet, however I think this is too much detail in an AD, so, instead, I recommend removing the 4th bullet and the two sub-bullets and in the 3rd bullet replacing “and mark it accordingly” with “and isolate fraudulent Ad Metrics”.
	Status: Closed by A490.

	A499
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th bullet and the two sub-bullets allow recording and reporting fraudulent Ad Metrics. I do not like the idea of tagging Ad Metrics with “this is fraudulent”. Is there any reason to maintain a list of fraudulent Ad Metrics? It will be a waste of resources for everyone. It would be a lot more efficient to discard ny fraudulent Ad Metrics as soon as the are found, record only the source of the fraudulent Ad Metrics, and finally, blacklist the functional component (Ad App or Device) that sends more than let’s say three fraudulent Ad Metrics over a 48 hour period (this is just an example, it could be configurable). Ultimately, the list of blacklisted functional components could be published, so that other Ad Engines could filter out those bad sources right away.
Proposed Change: Instead of maintaining a list of fraudulent Ad Metrics, go for a solution where the functional entities are blocked and the fact that they are blocked can be published and re-used by other functional components.
	Status: Closed by A490.

	A500
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st and 2nd sub-bullets. “fraudulent metrics” and “the metric report” What are these? How are these different from Ad Metrics?
Proposed Change: If there is a difference, please elaborate it. If there is no difference, use the defined term Ad Metrics.
	Status: Closed by A490.

	A501
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 5th bullet. “the Ad metrics data” What is this? How is this different from Ad Metrics?
Proposed Change: If there is a difference, please elaborate it. If there is no difference, use the defined term Ad Metrics.
	Status: Closed by A490.

	A502
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 5th bullet. “, optionally combining multiple reports into one report.” This is a technical detail and irrelevant for the AD.

Proposed Change: Remove the quoted text.
	Status: Closed with no change. 

	A503
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  is the context information “managed” or gathered?  What does manage mean?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed.

Change “manage” to “gather and process”

	A504
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: It seems that these functions are coming unrelated to:

· How are they requested and by who

· On what are they applied.

Proposed Change: Clarify the functions and associated interfaces (which interfaces exposes what of these functions).
	Status: Closed by A327.

	A505
	2008.12.2
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: CMCC
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0266-INP_CMCC_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc

Comment: The user personal information should be managed by the Ad Engine.
Proposed Change: Change the first bullet as below:

•
Managing user personal information and static and/or dynamic context data.
	Status: Closed
Change the first bullet to:

•Gather and process user’s Personalisation and Contextualisation data.

	A506
	2008.12.04
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
The current list of functions of the Ad Engine is missing that of Manage Ads and Ad metadata
Proposed Change:
In the following bullet list, add an entry add “Manage Ads and Ad metadata”
	Status: Closed
Add one bullet to the end:
•Manage cached Ad(s), Ad(s) identifier(s) and Ad(s) Metadata.

	A507
	2008.12.06
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Li Weihua, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:

 The sentence ‘Managing user static and/or dynamic context data’, the word ‘manage’ isn’t clear.

Proposed Change:

I suggest that the sentence is clarified.
	Status: 
Closed by A505.

	A508
	2008.12.07
	T
	5.3.1.2.4

b3
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0302-Telecom_Italia_MobAd_AD_Review_Comments.doc

Comment: the action explained in bullet 3 regards MobAd rules too. 

Proposed Change: 

Manage MobAd enabler service-related data and MobAd rules.
	Status: Closed.

Change the bullet 3 to:

Apply MobAd Rules. 

	A509
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Reformulate “the function consists of” to make it consistent with other sections.

Proposed Change: Change to “function consists of the following sub-functions”
	Status: Closed.
Change first sentence to:

The user / service / device data handling function performs primarily the following actions:

Change “data management” in the header the texts below to “data handling”

	A510
	2008.12.03
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: in 2nd bullet, device threshold is not the only context data.

Proposed Change: Change to “•
Optionally managing device static and/or dynamic context data (such as device resource threshold)”
	Status: Closed by A453. 

	A511
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: “This function consists of” It seems that this has to be implemented as a single “function”. Why? All other previous bullets talked about the functions to be preformed – not what they consist of. Also, the list seems to be pretty short. I assume this follows the same “non-exhaustive” principle as the others? If you want a non-exhaustive list, then it needs to be informational because we are not going to specify any of those things. If you want to specify those things (keep it normative), the list has to be exhaustive based on the RD, but keep them as separate functions and do not use “consists of”.
Proposed Change: You can make it non-exhaustive and informational, or make it an exhaustive list of separate functions based on the RD. However, the best would be to dropping this list and adding a general definition instead. 
	Status: Closed by A509.

	A512
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet. I am not sure what this is supposed to mean. First of all, static data does not need to be managed. Then, I am not sure what “dynamic context data” is supposed to mean. We have a definition of User Context – is it supposed to mean that?
Proposed Change: Replace the bullet with this: “Manage User Context”.
	Status: Closed by A505.

	A513
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd bullet. I am not sure what this is supposed to mean. First of all, static data does not need to be managed. Then, I am not sure what “dynamic context data” is supposed to mean.
Proposed Change: Add a definition like this:
Device Context: A set of dynamic information that describes the current general status of the Device and its resources.
Then, replace bullet with this: “Manage Device Context”.
	Status: Closed by A453.

	A514
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd bullet. I am not sure that this bullet is supposed to be here. I would guess that such data is managed by the service provider on the Ad Server (and Ad Engine will only have a read-only copy of that). Do you really want to allow management of rules and policies on the Ad Engine? What happens if I change a policy on my device? How does it get delegated across the entire network?
Proposed Change: Remove this bullet.
	Status: Closed by A508.

	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).
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
Note: Both Ad Server and Ad Engine are MobAd Enabler mandatory functional components.
There are two supported models: 
· Ad App/Ad Engine/Ad Server model 

· Sp App/Ad Server model
	Status: Closed.
Add the note at the end of section 5.2:
Note: Both Ad Server and Ad Engine are MobAd Enabler mandatory functional components.

There are two supported models: 

-Ad App/Ad Engine/Ad Server model 

-SP App/Ad Server model


	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.
	Status: Closed.
Change the title to:

Entities External to the MobAd Enabler (Informative)


	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).
	Status: Closed by A516.

	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.
	Status: Closed with resolution to 520. 

	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
	Status:Closed.
Change the section 5.3.2.1 to:

The SP App is an external entity that requests and receives Ad(s)/Ad Campaign(s) from Ad Server, and embeds them in content that is provided to the user. SP App records Ad Metrics data related to the Ad(s) and reports Ad 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 exposed by the Ad Server interface.

	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
	Status: CLOSED with no change.

	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
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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”.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.
We have a definition about Ad Campaign.

	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”
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.”
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.”
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A520/A528.

	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”
	Status: Closed by A520/A528.

	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.”
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520. 

	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.
	Status: CLOSED by A520.

	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. 
	Status: Closed by A621.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A347.


	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status:Closed by A548.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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”
	Status: Closed.
Change the first sentence to:

Contextualisation and Personalisation Resources (C&PR) are entities external to the MobAd Enabler.

	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”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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)
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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
	Status: Closed by A559.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A559.

	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.
	Status: Closed.
Remove the sentence” The C&PR contain, for example, user’s personal characteristics, preferences, current circumstances, etc.”.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A565.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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:”
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

There is a definition.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.
There is a definition in the RD.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.


	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A327.

	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: 
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Close with no change.

	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
	Status: Close with resolution to specific comments on the sub-section:

	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: 
	Status: Closed.
Add (see [OSE]) after I2 interface.

	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: 
	Status: Close with no change.

	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: 
	Status: Close with no change.

	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
	Status: Closed,
Change section 5.3.3.1.1 to: 

MobAd-1 is an interface exposed by the Ad Engine 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.


	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. 
	Status: Closed by A582.

	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
	Status: Close with no change.

	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: Closed with no change.
As discussed on Friday, there is no consensus about this. And it is a new feature. The group decided to close with no change. Samsung disagrees with the resolution.

	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”.
	Status: Closed by A582.

	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.”
	Status: Closed by A582.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A582.

	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.”
	Status: Close with resolution 582

	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.”
	Status: Closed by A582.

	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.”
	Status: Closed by A582.

	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”
	Status: 
Closed.

Change the first sentence to:

MobAd-2 is an interface exposed by the Ad Server to the SP App. The SP App uses this interface to request and obtain Ad(s), reference(s) to Ad(s), associated Ad(s) identifiers and possible additional information (to be determined in the TS stage), as well as to report Ad Metrics data, accompanied by the associated Ad(s) identifier(s).

	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.
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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: 

	Status: Closed
Replace 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 an explicit request for updates on a specific Ad’s validity.”

	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: Closed with no change. 

	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.
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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: Closed with no change.

	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.”
	Status: Closed by A592 and A594.

	A599
	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 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.”
	Status: Closed by A594 

	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.
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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 …”
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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.”
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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 …”
	Status: Closed by A592.

	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.
	Status: Close with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed.
Change “should” to “are supposed to”.

	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.
	Status: Closed by 594 

	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: Closed with no change.

This will be deferred to the TS stage.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A594/A599.

	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
	Status: Closed by A594/A599.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A594/A599.

	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.
	Status: Closed.
Add one sentence to 5.3.3.1.3:

This interface may also be used by the Ad Engine to retrieve service data and to provide notification to the Ad Server.



	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.”
	Status: Closed by A594/A599.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A347.

	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.”.
	Status:  Closed by A594/A599.

	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 …”
	Status: Closed by A594/A599.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A599.

	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
	Status: Closed.
Keep note 1 and remove note 2.

	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).”
	Status: Closed with no change.
Delv-1 is an optional interface exposed by the Ad Engine. The Ad Engine receives Ad(s) 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 Ad(s) or notification that Ad(s) 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 Ad Campaign needs to be cancelled ASAP, MobAd Rules have changed, request for Ad Metrics reporting, etc). 



	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.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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: Closed with no change.

	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
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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: 
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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”
	Status:  Closed by A622.

	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.
	Status: Close with no change.

	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”.
	Status: Close with no change.

	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.”
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A622. 

	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.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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”.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A622.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A621.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A621.

	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.
	Status: Closed by A621.

	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
	Status:  Close with no change.

	A645
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Please provide a definition for "I2"
	Status: Closed by A579.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A647
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.3.3.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  Clarification for I2 is needed

Proposed change: 

Provide a reference
	Status: Closed by A579.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed – agreed as proposed

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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”.
	Status:
Closed. 

 Replace “potentially” with “may be accessed”.

	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. 
	Status: Closed by A579.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	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”.
	Status: Closed by A660.

	A665
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  “The MobAd Enabler implementation needs to ensure”
Proposed Change: “The SP deploying the MobAd enabler implementation needs to ensure”
	Status: Closed.
Change “The MobAd Enabler implementation needs to ensure” to “The SP deploying the MobAd enabler implementation needs to ensure”

	A666
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: First subbullet, “SP App is considered to be an application deployed by the Service Provider in its Service Provider domain” says AP must be in SP domain (I assume same as MobAd implementation)
Proposed Change: Not true, SP App could be anywhere as long as it is authorized to added Ad Server
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A667
	2008.11.25
	T
	5.4
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  subbullets talk about “trusted application” but then also deployment choices.  This is confused.  Security is deployment choice, and should be handled outside the MobAd enabler (and even its implementation)

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed.

CLOSED.

Remove “As such, it is considered a trusted application”. 

	A668
	2008-12-03
	T
	5.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Comment: 

To suggest using security mechanisms defined in [OMA SEC_CF] for authentication/authorization between Ad App and Ad Engine if SP has such special requirements.
Proposed Change:
· The entities (such as SP App, Ad App) which report metrics data should be authenticated and authorized., but t The chosen authentication/authorization mechanisms for Ad App can refer to [OMA SEC_CF]. But the authentication/authorization mechanisms for SP App are out-of-scope for the MobAd Enabler specification. 
· SP App is considered to be an application deployed by the Service Provider in its Service Provider domain. As such, it is considered a trusted application. Whether the SP requires special authentication/authorization mechanisms between SP App and MobAd Enabler Ad Server is an implementation and deployment consideration, subject to specific Service Provider security policies. 
· Ad App is considered to be a trusted application deployed on a device belonging to a subscriber. Whether the SP requires special authentication/authorization mechanisms on the device between the Ad App and the Ad Engine is an implementation and deployment consideration, subject to specific Service Provider security policies. If the SP requires special authentication/authorization between Ad App and Ad Engine, related mechanisms can refer to [OMA SEC_CF].


	Status: Closed with no change.

	A669
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: we caution about deployment assumption or constraints. Its is not OK to assume for example that SP Apo MUST be in SP domain and SP domain itself is a shaky concept based on comments earlier. Allow for all cases instead of imposing some. 

Proposed Change: Remove restriction and consider impact on security. It is oK to discuss the case where it is in same domain or in different but allow also for a different domain.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A670
	2008.11.30
	T
	5.4
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: As discussed in Oracle.A023->A0296, the notion of protecting ads with DRM makes little sense to us. 

Proposed Change: Remove or explain
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A671
	2008.11.28
	T
	5.4
	Source: LGE

Form:  OMA-ARC-2008-0292

Comment:  MobAd AD needs to provide the details about User personalization Privacy. [ RD based Requirement ID  MobAd-PRIV-001]

Proposed Change:  

It may be mentioned expilicitly the non Addressed MobAd Requirements or

 may be addressed through new CRs or through the Security System.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A672
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: It is not clear about the I2 interface.
Proposed Change: Add explanation or revise it.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A673
	2008.12.02
	T
	5.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Add some texts for privacy issue. Currently, it is not clear about this.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 
Closed.

Change “(e.g. including transport security, data encryption, etc).” to “(e.g. including transport security, user data privacy, data encryption, etc).”


	A674
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The security considerations in this section apply to the Mobile Enabler implementation
Proposed Change: 

Change "Mobile" to "MobAd"
	Status: Closed.
Change "Mobile" to "MobAd"

	A675
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.4
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  The second sub-bullet is too generic and statements apply under certain conditions only. i.e. AdApp “deployed” by SP.

Proposed change:

Limit the text to the applying condition by removing the first sentence.


	Status: Closed with no change.

	A676
	2008.12.05
	T
	5.4
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  the term different is not clear.

Proposed change: 

Remove “different” and add plural at security mechanisms 
	Status: CLOSED.

In the third bullet, remove “different” and change “security mechanism” to “security mechanisms”.

	A677
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This part of the 1st sentence: “apply to the Mobile Enabler implementation, and may differ from one deployment case to another” sounds contradicting.
Proposed Change: Replace “apply to the” with “apply to all individual” and make “implementation” plural.
	Status: CLOSED.

Replace “apply to the” with “apply to any” 

	A678
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This part of the 1st sentence: “may differ from one deployment case to another” makes the sentence sound like a non-sense. I think that the security consideratons will remain the same – regardless of your implementation. I think what you want to say is that not all security considerations apply to all implementations.
Proposed Change: Please clarify the intent.
	Status: Closed. 
Change , and may differ from one deployment case to another” to ”
and these considerations may result in different deployment models.

	A679
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4 
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This part of the 2nd sentence does not sound very re-assuring: “that may be identified as intrinsic”.
Proposed Change: Replace quote text with “that are intrinsic”
	Status: Closed.
Change “Any particular security consideration that may be identified as” to “Any particular security mechanism that proves to be”.

	A680
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4 
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: This part of the 2nd sentence does not sound very re-assuring: “will be addressed”. All these things should have been dealt with when but the time the specs are released.
Proposed Change: Replace quoted text with “are addressed”
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A681
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2. “needs to ensure”? Such casual text is not acceptable in the normative sections – especially when it comes to security.
Proposed Change: Replace quoted text with “MUST ensure”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A682
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2. “entities”? What do you mean by this? Do you mean the functional components, or even the user?
Proposed Change: Replace “entities” with another word that reflects the intent more accurately.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A683
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2. “MobAd Enabler entities”? This must mean the functional components, right?
Proposed Change: Replace “entities” with “functional components”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A684
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2. “the interfaces between them” Interfaces are not in between things. Interfaces are exposed (to use functionality).
Proposed Change: Replace “the interfaces between them” with “the exposed by them”.
	Status: Closed.

Replace “via the MobAd Enabler entities and the interfaces between them” with “via the interfaces exposed by the functional components of the MobAd Enabler”. 

	A685
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: §2. “via the MobAd Enabler entities and the interfaces between them” Is there any other way to get information from the MobAb functional entites other than via exposed interfaces? I would not think so, so the first part could be removed.
Proposed Change: Replace “via the interfaces exposed by the functional components of the MobAd Enabler”.
	Status: Closed by A684.

	A686
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet. “The entities (such as SP App, Ad App)” Again, these are functional components and not entities.
Proposed Change: Replace “entities” with “functional components”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A687
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st buller. “metrics data” Does it have anything in common with the defined term “Ad Metrics”?
Proposed Change: Re-use the defined term or elaborate the differences in detail.
	Status: Closed.

CLOSED.

Change “metrics data” to “Ad Metrics data”

	A688
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st bullet. “should”.
Proposed Change: Elaborate in detail what an informational “should” means in a normative section, or, replace it with a normative SHOULD, or even consider a MUST.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A689
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st buller. “be authenticated and authorized” I do not understand where this comes from. The RD does not require mutual authentication or authorization. The requirement MobAd-FUNC-003 comes closest, but that won’t do because that talks about authorized Principals requesting Advertisements only. Since MobAd is not going to specify mutual authentication or authorization, this entire bullet is useless – such consideration cannot be fulfilled.

Proposed Change: Remove this bullet, including the two sub-bullets.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A690
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sub-bullet. “SP App is considered to be an application deployed by the Service Provider in its Service Provider domain.” This sentence attempts to re-define SP App. It must not happen, it is supposed to be defined and described in the body of the AD.
Proposed Change: Remove this sentence and if you think that the current definition and description are not sufficient, improve that instead.
	Status: CLOSED by A668, A694

	A691
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sub-bullet. “As such, it” Lousy wording.

Proposed Change: Replace the quoted text with “The SP App”.
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A692
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sub-bullet. “considered a trusted” Lousy wording.
Proposed Change: Replace the quoted text with “considered to be a trusted”
	Status: Closed with no change.

	A693
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sub-bullet. “MobAd Enabler Ad Server” Is there any other Ad Server than that in MobAd? The definition should be inescapably clear.
Proposed Change: Remove “MobAd Enabler” from the quoted text, and if you think that the definition of Ad Server is not good enougn, your should work on that instead.
	Status: CLOSED.

Change “MobAd Enabler Ad Server” to “Ad Server”.

	A694
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sub-bullet. This bullet uses a lot of buzz-words, and it almost sounds nice. But, unfortunately, it is hard to digest and misses the point. Additionally, the current definition does not limit the SP App to run in the same trust domain as the Ad Server.
Proposed Change: Replace the 1st bullet with this: “When the SP App resides in a trusted environment, authentication and authorization mechanisms between the SP App and the Ad Server is up to the security policies of the Service Provider. However, when the SP App is running is different trust domain than that of the Ad Server, the Service Provider SHOULD ensure that mutual authentication and authorization takes place. The definition of such mutual authentication and authorization mechanism is an implementation issue, and as such, out of the scope of these specifications.

Since the “parent” bullet should be gone, make this a top-level bullet.
	Status: CLOSED with on changes.

See A668.

	A695
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sub-bullet. “Ad App is considered to be a trusted application deployed on a device belonging to a subscriber.” This sentence attempts to re-define SP App. It must not happen, it is supposed to be defined and described in the body of the AD.
Proposed Change: Remove this sentence and if you think that the current definition and description are not sufficient, improve that instead.
	Status: CLOSED by A668

	A696
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 1st sub-bullet. “Ad App is considered to be a trusted application” First of all, there is nothing about trust, digital signatures, or any of this mumbo-jumbo in the current definition of the Ad App. Second, I am not sure how can you assume that the Ad App is trusted. Such assumptions made fraud, identify theft and other cyber-crimes a flourishing business. Why would you want to make that mistake again? People have enough problems as it is.
Proposed Change: Make it mandatory to treat Ad App as not trusted, and require digital signatures or other similar mechanism to validate that the application has not been tampered with and it can be trusted.
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.



	A697
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd sub-bullet. This bullet uses a lot of buzz-words, and it almost sounds nice. But, unfortunately, it is hard to digest and misses the point. Additionally, I do not understand what the SP had to do with Ad App. If SP wants security, they should validate the Ad Engine and require it to authenticate the Ad App.
Proposed Change: Add a requirement to the RD that makes digitl signatures mandatory.

Then, replace the 1st bullet with this: “For security reasons, Service Providers SHOULD treat all Ad Engines as untrusted, and verify that they have not been tampered with, using the mechanism defined by MobAd (digital signatures) Service Providers SHOULD treat all Ad Apps as untrusted as well, and require the Ad Engines to verify that they have not been tampered with. The definition of the mechanism that allows an Ad Engine to verify the integrity of and Ad App is an implementation issue for the Device vendors, and as such, out of the scope of these specifications. Device vendors MUST provide a way for an Ad Engine to verify the integrity of the Ad Apps in the Device. Finally, when the integrity of and Ad Engine or and Ad App cannot be verified, or, can be verified but the test fails, the Ad Server of the Ad Engine (whichever is applicable) MUST block Ad Metrics reports from the suspicious Ad Engine and Ad App. The Service Provider SHOULD maintain a database of suspicious Ad Engines, Ad Apps and Devices, and make the database available for other Service Providers via proprietary interfaces.

Since the “parent” bullet should be gone, make this a top-level bullet.
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.



	A698
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd bullet. “transport security, authentication/authorization, data encryption” transport security, authentication and authorization are not required by the RD. So, if you want those, you need to add appropriate requirements to the RD, otherwise they will be left out.
Proposed Change: Add requirements as necessary to the RD.
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.



	A699
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 2nd bullet. “Specific recommendations for transport security, authentication/authorization, data encryption, etc may be required” Sure. Be sure to put them here, because the Security group will laugh in your face when they see this.
Proposed Change: Instead of hinting the possibility of recommendations, add them here, or replace the bullet with a “for further study note” as it makes not sense at all.
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.

 

	A700
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 3rd bullet. This bullet is non-sense. Not only because C&PR in itself is non-sence, but also because it is full of buzz-words, but still misses the point. BTW: how do you expect presence authorization work? Presence is authorized to users – and not applications/services/etc.
Proposed Change:  Replace the entire bullet with something this: The implementation of the MobAd functional components and interfaces MUST NOT bypass the security measures, or, introduce security holes into the security measures specified for the interfaces of the utiliized Enablers. Similarly, in order to protect user data, rhe implementation of the MobAd functional components and interfaces MUST NOT bypass the existing mechanisms to acquire, or, introduce leaks to the privacy measures for the interfaces of the utiliized Enablers.
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.



	A701
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia
Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia
Comment: 4th bullet. “shall consider” This one is required by the RD  -provided that content scanning is supported -, so ir is not fup or consideration anymore; MobAd will have to specify this.
Proposed Change: Since it is not known at this stage how this is going to be achieved in the specifications, I would recommend replacing the bullet with a “for turther study” note: “It is FFS what security mechanisms the MobAd Enabler will support to anonymize personal identification information”. (The rest of the text in the bullet is not needed because the requirement in the RD is pretty clear that it will apply to all information – and not only a select few.
	Status:  CLOSED with no changes.



	A702
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The word “may” looks unappropriate in the sentence “Any particular security consideration that may be identified as intrinsic to the MobAd Enabler specification will be addressed in the MobAd Technical Specifications.”. We think that AD is the right phase to be specific which of the security considerations are intrinsic and which are not. Furthermore, some of security considerations listed below are marked as either intrinsic (in scope) or non-intrinsic (out of scope), while others not. 

Proposed Change: Remove this sentence. as non-informative
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.



	A703
	2008.12.01
	T
	5.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: We need to specify explicitly whether the 3rd and 4th bullets are intrinsic or non-intrinsic

Proposed Change: To be discussed by the group. The bullets should be modified accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED with no changes.



	A704
	2008.11.24
	T
	B
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0287

Comment: Detailed call flows for broadcast Ad delivery to Ad Engines are missing in Section B of the AD.

Proposed Change: See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0235R03> for the proposed changes.
	Status: Closed.
For the first sentence in step 1 of the flow B.13, change it to “After the Ad Selection, the Ad Server broadcasts the Ad(s) and/or its Ad Metadata to the Ad Engine.”.

	A705
	2008.11.30
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: Too many flows not addressing the real issue mentioned earlier. 

Proposed Change: Reduce amount of described flows and address more the issues of management …
	Status: CLOSED with no changes

	A706
	2008.12.05
	T
	B
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Whether 2nd sub-bullet under the 2nd bullet and 2nd sub-bullet under the 3rd bullet imply same thing? If yes need to change one of the sub-bullet according to the other.

Proposed Change: 
Need to keep the consistency between 2nd sub-bullet under the 2nd bullet and 2nd sub-bullet under the 3rd bullet.
	Status: Closed
Agreed to change from “time sequence” to “relative sequence” for the 2nd sub-bullet under the 3rd bullet

	A707
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Add some convention texts to explain the usage of dotted line in the flows.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED – AI016 (assigned to Nokia) include convention for the call flows

	A708
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Add end-to-end call flow for broadcast, as indicated in CR OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0235R03-CR_Broadcast_Ad_Delivery_Call_Flow.

Proposed Change: 0235R03
	Status: Closed
Duplicate with A704

	A709
	2008.12.04
	T/E
	Appendix B
	Source: Mobixell
Form: CR
Comment:

Editor notes in this section that is titled ‘Editorial Notes” was removed incorrectly as it has architecture meaning

Proposed Change:
Put the editor’s notes back as a “Note” (rather than “editorial Note”).
	Status: CLOSED – no change 

	A710
	2008.12.05
	T/E
	Appendix B
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  The third sentence at the bottom is unclear. “They should not repeat defining the meaning of the steps”. Does it mean “they should not redefine the meaning of such steps”?

Proposed change:

Either change the sentence as per the above or after resolution of all ADRR comments, remove the sentence as it is the group responsibility to make sure there is no inconsistency.


	Status: Closed
Closed by incorporation of 228R01

	A711
	2008.12.05
	T
	B
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

How does the sentence " The high-level end-to-end call flows use steps defined by the corresponding detailed call flows. The high-level end-to-end call flows must use the same step names as in the detailed flows, but they should not repeat defining the meaning of the steps.."

Helps in defining the architecture?

Proposed Change: 

Remove it
	Status: Closed

Closed by incorporation of 228R01 

	A712
	2008.11.25
	T
	B.1
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: step 3 indicates there is an optional step to obtain more Ads.  Should this be shown in the flow as a separate (optional) step?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed
With the agreement to change, in Step 3 of B.1, from 

“this communication is shown in separate flows”
 to 
“(this step is shown in Appendix B.3)”

	A713
	2008.11.24
	T
	B.1
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0287

Comment: Currently the Sec. B.1 call flow “Ad App Requests Ads” is missing text description corresponding to step 4 of the call flow diagram.  In addition, changes are proposed to the current step 3 text, and clerical changes regarding spelling are provided.

Proposed Change: See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0264> for the proposed changes.
	Status: Closed
The following text was agreed for steps 3. and 4. 
3. The Ad Engine executes the ad selection logic that analyses ads stored in the Ad Engine's cache. This ad selection may result in one, several or no ads. If needed, the Ad Engine may communicate with the Ad Server, for the purpose of obtaining more ads (as described in Appendix B.3). 

4. The Ad Engine returns the results of the ad selection. A selected Ad is accompanied by a unique Ad identifier

	A714
	2008.12.04
	T/E
	Appendix B.1 
	Source: Mobixell
Form: CR
Comment:

Editor notes in this section that is titled ‘Editorial Notes” was removed incorrectly as it has architecture meaning

Proposed Change:
Notes 1 and 2:

Put the editor’s notes back as a “Note” (rather than “editorial Note”).

Note 3:

Option 1:

Put the editor’s notes back as a “Note” (rather than “editorial Note”).

Option 2:

Change the wording of item 3 as below:

The Ad Engine executes the ad selection logic that analyses ads stored in the Ad Engine’s cache. This ad selection may result in one, several or no ads. If needed, the Ad Engine may communicate with the Ad Server, for the purpose of obtaining more ads (this communication is shown in separate flows). Otherwise, a unique Ad identifier associated with each selected Ad will be returned.
	Status: CLOSED – no change 

	A715
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.1, B.3, B.4, B.11, B.12, B.13, and any newly- added call flows which show C&PR access; Appendix C
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0293

Comment: As indicated by MobAd RD requirements MobAd-PECO-007, MobAd-PECO-008, MobAd-PECO-009 and MobAd-PRIV-001, access by MobAd Enabler entities to C&PR information requires end user opt-in (for access to all or partial data).

Proposed Change:
1.  For each of the cited call flows, add the following statement in the introductory text:

“It is presumed that the end user has opted in to granting access to his/her C&PR information for Ad personalization, in the related procedure shown in this call flow.”

2.  Add the words “Assuming end user opt-in” to the beginning sentence of Appendix C.
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A716
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.1

B.9
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Whether 2nd and 3rd bullet of step1 and f. bullet of step1 of B.9 implies same thing? If yes need to change one of the bullet to keep the consistency.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED – no change 

	A717
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.1

B.9
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Whether 4th bullet of step1 and c. bullet of step1 of B.9 implies same thing? If yes need to change one of the bullet to keep the consistency.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A718
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Currently, description for the step 4 for of the call flow diagram is missing.

Proposed Change:
Adding  the follow text as step4

“Ad Engine provide a response identified in step 3 to the Ad App”
	Status: Closed
Closed by A713

	A719
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.1

Step 3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The end of the explanation of step 3 seems wrong and there is no explanation for step 4 (while it is the 1st call flow).

Proposed Change: 

Remove the sentence " Otherwise, a unique Ad identifier associated with each selected Ad will be returned."

Add the sentence

4. The selected/obtained Ad is returned, including the Ad Id


	Status: Closed

Closed by A713

	A720
	2008-12-04
	T
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Currently Ad Request transmitted between Ad App and Ad Engine doesn’t represent personalization. The status of Ad App may be useful for getting different Ads if it can be acknowledged by Ad Engine.  

Proposed Change: Add Ad App status information in Ad Request. 
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A721
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: The figure is not consistent with the texts. In the figure, there are 4 steps, but in the texts, there are only 3 steps.

Proposed Change: Remove the step in the figure or add the step 4.
	Status: CLOSED by resolution of Comment 713 

	A722
	2008.11.25
	T
	B.2
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  don’t understand what makes a metric fraudulent.  I suspect this check (if it makes sense) is done as each metric is recorded, not a separate step

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A723
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Note w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note: The complete list of parameters will be addressed in TS phase.
	Status: CLOSE – remove the note

	A724
	2008.11.26
	T
	B.2
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0288

Comment: Since step 3 of this call flow is an optional step, the corresponding text description should be aligned.

Proposed Change: Insert the word “may” after the 2nd word “Engine” in the step 3 text, and change the following word “attempts” to “attempt”.
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A725
	2008.12.02
	T
	B.2
	Source: Yanqiu He, ZTE Corporation

Form: OMA-CD-MOBAD-2008-0285
Comment:
In Appendix B.2 "Ad App Report Ad Metric Data Call Flow", the Step 3 "Detect Fraudulent Metrics" is optional in the diagram. Thus the description in Step 3 should be aligned with this optionality.
Proposed Change:

See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0270> for the proposed changes.
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A726
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Change sentence " Or include this fraudulent metrics data in the report" for "Or include this marked fraudulent metrics data in the report"  (all text in black font)
	Status: CLOSED – change text in step 3 to:

Ad Engine attempts to identify if the Ad Metrics data are fraudulent or not, and mark it accordingly. If Ad Metrics data are detected as fraudulent, Ad Engine will: 

•
Either discard these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data prior to sending the Ad Metrics data report to the Ad Server 

•
Or include these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data in the report 

· •
Or include these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data in the report discard these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data prior to sending the Ad Metrics data report to the Ad Server 

· - Either discard these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data prior to sending the Ad Metrics data report to the Ad Server 

· Either discard these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data prior to sending the Ad Metrics data report to the Ad Server 

· r discard these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data prior to sending the Ad Metrics data report to the Ad Server 

· Or include these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data in the report
· Either discard these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data prior to sending the Ad Metrics data report to the Ad Server 

· Or include these marked fraudulent Ad Metrics data in the report


	A727
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.2
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment:  in step 1, remove the note and add a corresponding bullet

Proposed change:

Add the following bullet:

· Other parameters


	Status: CLOSED – no change 

	A728
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.2
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: In step 2 change the form of the verb, as I don’t think that is optional. Examples should be clarified.

Proposed changes:

Ad Engine complements the ad metrics data with information known to Ad Engine (e.g.  time/date the Ad was provided to the Ad App, the user's presence state or location at the time they viewed or interacted with an Ad).
	Status: CLOSED – change last sentence in step 2 to: Ad Engine complements the Ad Metrics data with information known to Ad Engine (e.g. the user's presence state or location at the time they viewed or interacted with an Ad).

	A729
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.2
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: as per the text the 3rd arrow in the picture should be solid

Proposed change:

Change dash to solid for last arrow
	Status: CLOSED

	A730
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Step 1 refers to “Ad Id”, which supposingly is the same as “unique Ad identifier”. 

Proposed Change: change “Ad id” to “unique Ad identifier”
	Status: CLOSED – change last 2 bullets to:

-Unique Ad identifier

- Ad App identifier

	A731
	2008.11.25
	T
	B.3
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment:  step 4 should mention use of C&PR data during selection process

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A732
	2008.11.24
	T
	B.3
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0287

Comment: The term “Ad metadata” in the last sentence of step 5 description of this call flow should be changed to simply “metadata”.  Ad metadata has a very specific meaning in the MobAd RD, which precludes rules and instructions as intended by generic metadata included with the Ad Response.  

Proposed Change: Replace the term “Ad metadata” in step 5 of this call flow by “metadata”.
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A733
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.3

B.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
There is no guaranty that the response will match the request parameters (C&P info) as the Ad Server can ignore or apply the information differently. (e.g. larger geographic radius, etc.). The way to avoid this issue is missing in Section B.3 and B.4

Proposed Change: 
A proposed resolution exists in document 252R02. This contribution proposes to add new text to present the applied criteria (i.e. contextualization and personalization information) for Ad selection to be included in the Ad Server response as there are possibilities that the Ad Server may broad or drop some of the criteria.
	Status: CLOSED – no change

	A734
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.3

Figure 4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

Indicate that step 6 (caching Ad) is optional: dashed lines as the request may be for unique immediate consumption.
	Status: CLOSED – remove the end of the sentence under the figure (terminate at “to initiate Ad pre-fetching.) and change the beginning of step 6 to “Ad Engine caches and may filter…”


	A735
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.3

Step 2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

Change in step 2: " from information obtained in Step 1. Or Ad Engine …" for " from information obtained in Step 1 or based on the stimulus (eg Ad App ad request, see B.1). Ad Engine " (removing the "Or")  (all text in black font)
	Status: CLOSED – by resolution of 734

	A736
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.3

Step 6
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Proposed Change: 

In step 6, change " to the Ad App" for "to Ad Apps" (removing "the") (without the yellow highlight)
	Status: CLOSED – change as proposed

	A737
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: step 3 should be change as the current text overlaps with step 4 (ad selection)

Proposed change:

The Ad Server obtains personalization and/or contextualization information located on the network for the purpose of refining the Ad selection criteria. Information obtained at Step 1 and Step 3 may complement each other.
	Status: CLOSED 

	A738
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: In step 5, if the ad selection does not return any ads, the response should be either no ad or default ad.

Proposed change:

If the Ad selection in step 4 resulted in null match, the Ad response contains no Ads or default Ads. 
	Status: CLOSED – changed the end of step 5 to: If the Ad selection in step 4 resulted in null match, the Ad response may contains no Ads. A unique Ad identifier associated with each selected Ad will be returned. In the Ad Response the Ad Server delivers Ads and/or associated Ad Metadata (which may include rules and instructions related to usage of Ads which are being provided).



	A739
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.3
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: In step 5, the Ad server needs to return both ads and ads metadata to the Ad Engine.

Proposed change:

In the Ad Response, the Ad Server delivers Ads with their associated metadata (which may include rules and instructions related to usage of Ads which are being provided).
	Status: CLOSED – addressed by resolution of 739

	A740
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.3, B.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: To make wording consistent with other detailed call flows, remove “may” in the 1st sentence

Proposed Change: “This call flow is triggered…”
	Status: CLOSED – change as proposed 

	A741
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.4

Step 3
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

With sentence as it is written, it is not the Ad content that is retrieved when " the Ad Engine can use to retrieve the actual Ad content" but the entire Ad (content + metadata)
Proposed Change: 

Replace "the actual Ad content" for " the Ad(s)" ("removing" actual and "content") (all text in black font)
	Status: CLOSED

Change the end of the sentence to “Ad(s) and/or Ad Metadata” 

	A742
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.4

Step 4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

I don't believe that the information obtained could solely be about the subscriber.

Proposed Change: 

Remove " about the subscriber"
	Status: CLOSED
Change " about the subscriber" to “relevant to handling the Ad(s).”

	A743
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.4

Step 5
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

With sentence as it is written, it is not the Ad content that is retrieved, but the entire Ad (content + metadata)
Proposed Change: 

Replace "download the Ad Content" for " download the Ad(s)" (all text in black font)
	Status: CLOSED
Change the end of the sentence to “Ad(s) and/or Ad Metadata”

	A744
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.4
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: in step 3, the ad server sends ad+ metadata.

Proposed changes:

The Ad Server sends the Ad(s), with its (their) associated metadata, identified in step 2 to the Ad Engine using push delivery.
	Status: CLOSED

Change the start to “3.
The Ad Server sends the Ad(s) and/or Ad Metadata…”

Also change Step 2 to “e.g. matching the C&P” 

	A745
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.4
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: Step 5 should be clarified.

Proposed change:

The Ad Engine filters and caches the received Ad(s) for anticipated future delivery to the Ad Apps located on the same device by analyzing the Ad Metadata.  If a link to the Ad(s) was sent in step 3, the Ad Engine may download the Ad Content. 


	Status: CLOSED
No change required.

	A746
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Step 4 refers to “identifier that the Ad Engine can use to retrieve the actual Ad content.”. Supposingly, the “identifier” means “unique Ad identifier”

Proposed Change: change “identifier” to “unique Ad identifier”
	Status: CLOSED
Remove “or identifier” from Step 3.

	A747
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: The 1st sentence currently reads as “This call flow may be triggered when a Service Provider has identified a target audience for an Ad Campaign and wishes to send the Ad(s) in that Campaign to each targeted user in a timely manner (see section 5.4 of [OMA-MOBAD-RD])”.

First, we have neither a definition nor common understanding about what “timely manner” could mean.

Second, I have checked section 5.4 in RD but did not find any traces of “timely manner” there. 

Proposed Change: Remove “in a timely manner” from the sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

Change the end of the sentence to “wishes to deliver the Ad(s) in that Campaign to each targeted user as soon as possible”. 

	A748
	2008.11.25
	T
	B.5
	Source: Pozefsky

Form: input document

Comment: don’t understand “impressions” and how conveyed to system

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
No change required.

	A749
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.5
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: The introductory sentence should be generalized as this flow can be trigger by other events. (Ad server request)

Proposed change:

This call flow can be triggered by a stimulus-based event such as a periodic timer in the Ad Engine or when the device is turned on.


	Status: CLOSED

No change required.

	A750
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B.6
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Remove this flow. There is no interface for that, and also it can be done by B.7. 

Proposed Change: Remove this flow.
	Status: CLOSED

No change required. (MobAd-3 interface can end up supporting this.).

	A751
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.6
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

It is written " Ad Engine to perform its advertising functions" Ad Engine is not doing advertising but selecting advertisements and returning metrics
Proposed Change: 

Remove "advertising" in the sentence. 
	Status: CLOSED
Change as proposed.

	A752
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B.7
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Add texts to Delv-1 interface for this flow. 

Proposed Change: As above.
	Status: CLOSED

Addressed by A622 

	A753
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.7
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

It is written " Ad Engine to perform its advertising functions" Ad Engine is not doing advertising but selecting advertisements and returning metrics
Proposed Change: 

Remove "advertising" in the sentence. 
	Status: CLOSED

Change as proposed.

	A754
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.7
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Triggering condition is missing. Make it consistent with other detailed call flows, and add the triggering condition.

Proposed Change: Add the following paragraph before step 1: 

“This call flow is triggered when a Service Provider has identified need to deliver MobAd Rules or their updates to a certain set of Users.”
	Status: CLOSED

Change as proposed.

	A755
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B.8
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: The figure is quite different from other figures. There is no interface for that. It is not clear which step is in the scope of MobAd enabler. It can be done by DPE or some other enablers.

Proposed Change: Remove this flow.
	Status:  Closed with no change



	A756
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.8
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

It is written " Ad Engine may suspend and resume its advertising functions " Ad Engine is not doing advertising but selecting advertisements and returning metrics
Proposed Change: 

Remove "advertising" in the sentence. 
	Status: CLOSED

Change as proposed.

	A757
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.8

Fig 9
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

The figure does not respect previous models

Proposed Change: 

Replace it with


[image: image3.emf]AdEngine

AdServer

2: Event Notification

3: Apply Rules

4: Event notification processing

1: event detection



	Status: CLOSED

Change layout as proposed.

	A758
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.8
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Triggering condition is missing. Make it consistent with other detailed call flows, and add the triggering condition.

Proposed Change: Add the following paragraph before step 1:

“This call flow is triggered by a number of specific events, which may happen at User Device, The set of events is defined by the Service Provider.”
	Status: CLOSED

Change as proposed.

	A759
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Note 1 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 1: The format of the SP App Identifier  will be addressed in TS phase.
	Status: CLOSED
The note is removed. (Note 2 is changed to Note 1)

	A760
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Note 3 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 3: The notion of passing additional context information from SP App to Ad Server, as well as the mechanism for doing so will be addressed in TS phase.
	Status: CLOSED

The note is removed.

	A761
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Note 4 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 4: The additional information passed from SP App to Ad Server in the Ad Request will be addressed in TS phase.
	Status: CLOSED

The note is removed.

	A762
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

Note 5 w. FFS should not leave in doubt whether the AD is complete or not.
Proposed Change:
Note 5: The additional information passed from Ad Server to SP App in the Ad Response will be addressed in TS phase.
	Status: CLOSED

The note is removed. 


	A763
	2008.11.24
	T
	B.9
	Source: Charles Lo, Qualcomm

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0287

Comment: The SP App Ad Request call flow in Sec. B.9 is missing the depiction of the C&PR function for providing optional Ad selection assistance.  C&PR is currently shown in the end-to-end Ad Request from SP App call flow in Sec. B.12, and besides consistency with the end-to-end flow, should be included in this detailed call flow to be symmetrical to its counterpart Ad Engine Ad Request call flow in Sec. B.3 (which also includes C&PR).  In addition, the term “Ad metadata” in the text description of parts a and c of step 3 should be replaced simply by “metadata”.   Ad metadata has a very specific meaning in the MobAd RD, which precludes rules and instructions as intended by generic metadata included with the Ad Response.

Proposed Change: See <OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0265> for the proposed changes.
	Status:  CLOSED by A765

	A764
	2008.12.04
	T/E
	Appendix B.9
	Source: Mobixell
Form: CR
Comment:

The list in item is not exhaustive.

Proposed Change:
Add the following in item 1:

The SP App may pass the following information in the Ad Request(non exhaustive list):
	Status: CLOSED
No change is required (the list is not explicitly stated to be exhaustive).


	A765
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.9
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

In all other call flows C&PR are presented. It should be added there

Proposed Change: 

Change the figure to:
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Add the step (shorten from B.3 step 3):

2: The Ad Server obtains personalization and/or contextualization information located on the network for the purpose of obtaining the appropriate Ad(s) for the end user.

An modify steps 2 to be 3 and 3 to be 4.
	Status: CLOSED

Change diagram as proposed and add “2. The Ad Server can obtain personalisation and/or contextualisation information located on the network for the purpose of obtaining the appropriate Ad(s).” 

	A766
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.9
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: as per contribution 255 and revisions, the SP App request should indicate if criteria must be match or could be broaden by Ad Server to select the Advertisement.

Proposed change: see contribution 255R01.
	Status: 
CLOSE with no change

Doc 255R01 Noted

	A767
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.9
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: In step 1 there is two notes with FFS. This should be deleted and replaced with appropriate text.

Proposed change:

Delete note 3 and 4.

Add the following bullet:

· Other information known by the SP App that might be relevant for the Ad Selection process
	Status:  

CLOSE with no change

 

	A768
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.9
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: as per contribution 255 and revisions, in step 3, the Ad Server response should include information indicating if the selection was based on the provided criteria or if they were enlarged, dropped etc.

Proposed change: see contribution 255 or revision.
	Status:  
CLOSE with no change



	A769
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.9
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: There is note 5 with FFS. This should be removed and replaced with appropriate text.

Proposed change:

Delete note 5 

Add the following bullet:

· Other information that might be relevant.
	Status:  
CLOSE with no change

	A770
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.9
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: 

Proposed Change: Remove Notes 1, 3, 4 and 5
	Status:  
CLOSE with no change

	A771
	2008.12.02
	E
	Appendix B.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: (1) Ad Server should be solid line; (2) There should be some texts for step 2 in the figure; (3) Add some introduction texts to the flow.
Proposed Change: As above.
	Status: 
AI to Editor to apply the proposal

	A772
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.10

Step 2
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

With the current sentence much less work is achieved than for Ad Engine metrics.

Proposed Change: 

Replace that sentence with the one from B.5 (which may have been updated): " Ad Server receives the report, and records the obtained Ad metrics data. Ad Server processes the data (e.g. for providing consolidated reports, for refining information for future Ad selection process). Ad Server may also analyse the obtained metrics data to identify fraudulent metrics and act accordingly."
	Status:  CLOSED with no change 

	A773
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.10
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: The ad server does not only record the metrics but need to process it.

Proposed change:

Ad Server receives the report, and processes it.
	Status: 
CLOSED with proposed change

	A774
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.10
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Triggering condition is missing. Make it consistent with other detailed call flows, and add the triggering condition.

Proposed Change: Add the following paragraph before step1:

“This call flow is triggered by SP App’s internal logic.”
	Status:  
CLOSED with no change

	A775
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.10
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: Wordings in this call flow are not consistent with similar device side call flows B.2 and B.5

Proposed Change: see CR “Rewording SP App metric call flow” 
	Status: 
CLOSED with no change 

	A776
	2008.12.05
	T
	B11

Step 4
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
omment:

The purpose of this step is not clear and seems to question all ads stored locally in order to provide some ad while there was no request for it. It is quite different from the caching described in  B.3 and B.4

Proposed Change: 

Remove the step or copy it from the previous flows
	Status: Closesd.

Remove Step 4 and Step 9 in B.11. 

	A777
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.11

Step 9
	Source: Orange

Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2008-0273
Comment:

This is step has no reason to happen, it could be done before the Ad Request but once the request has been made it should provide the Ad App with that Ad which is the best one available at that time.

Proposed Change: 

Remove step or move it before step 6
	Status: Closesd by A776.

	A778
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.11-B.14
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: In these call flows step names and their descriptions are not consistent with the corresponding detailed call flows. The purpose of the “example flows” is to illustrate how detailed flows are applied to yield certan big scenarios. Therefore the example flows should not introduce new steps, nor redefine existing steps.

Proposed Change: Ensure that the example flow diagrams use the same step names. Ensure that textual descriptions do not redefine step’ meaning; they may repeat step as defined in detailed flow plus provide some additional wording explaining details specific for that example.
	Status: Closed.

Ai to Evgeny to keep only the labels in the figure to be consistent with the detailed flow dexcription.

	A779
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.13
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi, Samsung

Form: 
Comment: 
Ad Request from Ad App2 to Ad Engine2 shall be handled equally that of Ad App1 to Ad Engine1

Proposed Change: 
Change the “Ad request” of step 4 in the Figure 14 from Ad App2 to the Ad Engine2 to the solid line
	Status: Closed.
Change as proposed.

	A780
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.13
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: In the broadcast flow, the concept of content that is streamed over the channels is explained. However broadcast solutions also provide file download capabilities that can be very useful to provide Ads to the Ad Engine.

Proposed change: Enlarge the text of broadcast flow to enabled file delivery over broadcast.

See contribution 277 on the MobAd portal.
	Status: CLOSED per
CR277R01



	A781
	2008-11-30
	T
	Appendix B.14
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

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

“This is an optional functionality” is not a correct statement, since flows should not indicate functionality (mandatory or optional), but indicate how features may be used.
Proposed Change:
Remove the sentence completely.

OR combine it with the 2nd sentence:

This flow represents at a high level Ad Forwarding (an optional functionality).
	Status: Closed by A785.

	A782
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B.14
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: Add some descriptions to explain the scenario for Ad Forward. The Ads can be forwarded from Ad Server or it can be forwarded from another user.

Proposed Change: As above
	Status: Closed.
Change “provides” to “reports” in step 3.

	A783
	2008.12.02
	T
	Appendix B.14
	Source: Huawei

Form: input document

Comment: (1) Change the style of the step 4; (2) In step 1, add another option that Ad App receives the Ads forwarded by other user or the Ad Server. (3) In step 2, add another option that the metrics can include information that the Ad App receives the Ads forwarded by other user or Ad Server. (4) Remove “through Service Provider” from the title.

Proposed Change: As above
	Status: Closed by A782.

	A784
	2008.12.05
	T
	B.14
	Source: RIM
Form:  

Comment: First arrow should be self pointing or outgoing.

Proposed change:
As per above.
	Status: CLOSED

Remove step 1, add “Following  User clicking to forward the Ad to another user (out of scope),” at the beginning of step 2. And also change the figure.

	A785
	2008.12.01
	T
	B.14
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-ARC-2008-0305-INP_MobAd_Ad_Comments_Nokia

Comment: We think that this call flow has nothing specific to ad forwarding. It illustrates a more generic viral advertising scenario.

Proposed Change: See CR 0249 “Viral Advertising Call Flow”
	Status:  CLOSED
Delete the second sentence and add the text “This call flow addresses the mechanism of Ad forwarding which is useful for the purposes of e.g. viral advertising.
“


	A786
	2008.11.30
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: This does not discuss how the way to use the C&PR is managed / defined / provided to the ad Engine or Ad server… 

Proposed Change: Address that aspect …
	Status: Closed by A327.


	A787
	2008.11.30
	T
	Appendix C.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: Review INP doc  to ADRR

Comment: GSSM is the OMA user profile… It should be discussed too. XDMS should rather be considered as  a data that GSSM exposes among other as part of its aggregated view if the profile.. 

Proposed Change: Address adding GSSM.
	Status: Closed with no change.
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