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1. Instructions

Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

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

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-CD-MobAd-2009-0134-Review_Comments_from_XYZ – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and Q for Question for clarification

· For Editorial comments and Technical comments, the submitters are required to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible, for Question for clarifications this is not required.

· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC docs are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-ERELD-MobAd-V1_0-20091105-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.11.06
	E/T/Q
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	
	
	
	
	
	


2.2 OMA-RD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20080805-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2009.11.06
	E/T/Q
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	
	
	
	
	
	


2.3 OMA-AD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20090707-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2009.11.06
	E/T/Q
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	
	
	
	
	
	


2.4 OMA-TS-MobAd_Core-V1_0-20091105-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	
	T
	1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The list of functions and behaviors are missing that of Ad pre-fetching, caching, and managing Ad, notification, and applying rules and Policy.
Proposed Change: To keep the consistency with section 5, add new bullet points in this bullet as follow:
· Ad pre-fetching, caching, and managing Ad

· Notification

· Applying rules and Policy
	Status: OPEN



	D002
	
	T
	1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Do we still need editor’s note?
Proposed Change: Proposed to remove the Editor’s note
	Status: OPEN



	D003
	
	E
	3.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The reference point of Ad Engine is not correct
Proposed Change: Proposed to reword section 5.3.1.2 to 5.1
	Status: OPEN



	D004
	
	E
	3.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Add additional description which states that the Ad Engine refers to the MobAd Enabler Entities on the device
Proposed Change: Proposed to add the following text to the Ad Engine definition: “A logical component that refers to MobAd Enabler Entities on the Device as per the definition in [OMA-MobAd-RD].”
	Status: OPEN



	D005
	
	E
	4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The term document shall be in singular or plural to keep the consistency
Proposed Change: Proposed to reword “MobAd requirement documents” to “MobAd requirement document”
	Status: OPEN



	D006
	
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: How does the “device provisioning methods” differ to the “downloading at a later time”. The purpose of device provisioning is not for the client deployment.
As far as I know, whenever a subscriber signs up for a broadband service, an initial process called device provisioning takes place, as the device used to access a service is “registered” by the service provider

Proposed Change: Proposed to remove the “device provisioning methods”
	Status: OPEN



	D007
	
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Group agreed to use the term “Ad Unit” instead of “Ad format”
Proposed Change: Proposed to reword “Ad format” to “Ad Unit” and delete ; at the end
	Status: OPEN



	D008
	
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The second part of text is not clear. “SP rules and policies applying to the particular Ad, to a particular type of Ad or general rules” 
Proposed Change: 
· SP rules and policies applying to the particular Ad or general rules
	Status: OPEN



	D009
	
	T
	5.1.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The intention of “if the given Ad App is provisioned to the device” needs to be clarified
Proposed Change: 
If the intention is not clearly explained proposed to remove the text
	Status: OPEN 



	D010
	
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The reference 5.4.1.1 doesn’t exist anymore
Proposed Change: 
Proposed to change 5.4.1.1 to 6.4.1.1
	Status: OPEN 



	D011
	
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Group agreed that the validation step of the Ad Server is an optional process and only the support of “AdValidity” element is mandatory.
Proposed Change: 
Proposed to change the Ad Engine validation process support as an optional process
Modify the text of the last bullet of 5.1.6 from “The Ad Engine SHALL by default” to “The Ad Engine MAY by default”
or

Delete “The Ad Engine SHALL by default validate Ad Metric data provided by Ad Apps, and indicate in the report if such information was valid or not (Default is True).” and add “The Ad Engine MAY perform metrics validation process with information know from various sources”
	Status: OPEN 



	D012
	
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The reference 5.1.11 doesn’t exist anymore
Proposed Change: 
Proposed to change 5.1.11 to 6.4.3.2.1
	Status: OPEN 



	D013
	
	T
	5.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The text “These 2 entities request it for ads, passing along contextual information to enhance its Ad Selection functions.” is not clear

Proposed Change: 
The Ad Server MAY receive the contextualization and personalization information from SP App and Ad Engine for Ad selection.
	Status: OPEN 



	D014
	
	E
	5.2.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: There is no definition regarding the term “C&PR data”
Proposed Change: 
Reword “C&PR data” to “C&PR” or “ContextualData” and add abbreviations for “C&PR”
	Status: OPEN 



	D015
	
	T
	5.2.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: There is no abbreviations regarding the term “SP policy”
Proposed Change: 
Add abbreviations for “SP policy: Service Provider policy”
	Status: OPEN 



	D016
	
	E
	5.2.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Needs to modify the following text: “according to push campaign characteristics or other SP policies or conditions.” 
Proposed Change: 
“according to push campaign characteristics or SP policies or other  conditions.”
	Status: OPEN 



	D017
	
	T
	5.2.1.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The Ad Server only receive the metrics data from the Ad Engine and the SP App and only the info included in the metrics data can be obtained from various sources
Proposed Change: 
“The Ad Server SHALL be able to receive metrics data from various sources that include Ad Engine(s), and Sp App(s).” to “The Ad Server SHALL be able to receive metrics data from the Ad Engine(s) and Sp App(s).”
	Status: OPEN 



	D018
	
	E
	5.2.2.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: spacing of words in the sentence is wrong: “If implemented, the Ad Server SHALL be able toprovide the following notification type to the Ad Engine”
Proposed Change: 
If implemented, the Ad Server SHALL be able to provide the following notification type to the Ad Engine:
	Status: OPEN 



	D019
	
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The Ad App can receive a Ad reference in addition to Ads and the indication of no Ads
Proposed Change: 
The Ad App receives a selected Ad or Ad Reference or indication of no Ad
	Status: OPEN 



	D020
	
	T
	5.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: SP App is only allowed to communication with the Ad Server of MobAd Enabler
Proposed Change: 
The SP App is an external actor communicating with the Ad Server of MobAd Enabler.
	Status: OPEN 



	D021
	
	T
	5.4.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Reword “by, in” from the first sentence to “with”
Proposed Change: 
the SP App should apply the rules and parameters provided with the SPAppAdResponse (e.g. capping, preservedAdFormat, etc)
	Status: OPEN 



	D022
	
	T
	6.2.1.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Cardinality of AdUnit parameter needs to be reworded

Proposed Change: 
Reword “Can be several” to “0…N” or modify data type to “Comma separated list of strings” and add the following text to the description to keep the consistency with Ad AdEngineAdRequest message.

“Mulitple AdUnits can be provided for each requested Ad. Each value will be indicated in the comma separated list of strings”
	Status: OPEN 



	D023
	
	T
	6.2.2.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: AdAppAdResponse may contain a AdLocationURI and indicator of no Ads

Proposed Change: 
This message is used by the Ad App to receive Ad(s), reference(s) to Ad(s), indicator(s) for no Ad to from Ad Engine.
	Status: OPEN 



	D024
	
	T
	6.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Current TS doesn’t specify specific message for requesting Ad’s validity update. Needs to reword the text or add another section for SP App-Ad Server Delv-1
Proposed Change: 
In case of rewording

Reword the following text from section 6.3:
“This can be achieved either by attaching Ad deletion information to an Ad Server response following an SP App request for Ad(s), or by returning such information in response to a specific request for updates on Ad’s validity.”
to

“This can be achieved by attaching Ad deletion information to an Ad Server response following an SP App request for Ad(s)”
Add another section for Delv-1

Separate CR will be submitted
	Status: OPEN 



	D025
	
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: “SPAppID” parameter is missing
Proposed Change: 
Add “SPAppID” parameter to the SPAppAdResponse message
	Status: OPEN 




2.5 OMA-TS-MobAd_BCAST_Adaptation-V1_0-20091105-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	
	T
	1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Some description of the first two sub-bullets(i.e. 1 &2) are duplicated with the of the two sub-bullets below 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	E002
	
	T
	4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Third and fourth bullets are already covered by the scope and Core TS

Proposed Change: 
Proposed to delete third and fourth bullets
	Status: OPEN 



	E003
	
	E
	5.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Text “Subsequently, the BCAST Client SHALL employ the appropriate Ad filtering data to selectively download broadcast Ad contents delivered over the broadcast channel, and pass those Ad contents to the Ad Engine.” is duplicated with last bullet of the same section
Proposed Change: 
Proposed to delete the text
	Status: OPEN 



	E004
	
	E
	5.2
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: Figure number is missing
Proposed Change: 
Reword “Figure X” to “Figure1”
	Status: OPEN 



	E005
	
	T
	6.3.2.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: If “PushProvidedAd” can be mapped to Body in SG delivery message, the mapped parameter(s) need to be stated.

Proposed Change: 
Add <GlobalContetn> as the mapped parameter of “PushProvidedAd”
	Status: OPEN 



	E006
	
	T
	6.3.2.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: What does the “Yes(AdID)” mean?
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN 



	E007
	
	T
	6.3.2.3
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: The description of three content filtering behavior by the BCAST Client needs to be clarified
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN 



	E008
	
	T
	7.1
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: If there is no broadcast service corresponding to ServiceType ‘128’, the BCAST Client doesn’t need to provide an error response to the Ad Engine. The Ad Engine doesn’t need to know the non-existence of the broadcast delivery
Proposed Change: 
Proposed to change SHALL to MAY or delete the below sentence:

“If there is no broadcast service corresponding to ServiceType ‘128’, the BCAST Client SHALL in turn provide an error response to the Ad Engine, over MBA-1”
	Status: OPEN 



	
	
	
	
	
	


2.6 OMA-TS-MobAd_DCD_Adaptation-V1_0-20091022-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2009.11.06
	T
	8.4
	Source: Seok-Hoon, Choi
Form: OMA-CD-MobAd-2009
Comment: According to the core TS, delv-1 is only used for the adaptation specifications. If DCD support pull model (i.e. which is against to the previous group agreement), the way to achieve this process and the I/F that can be used for DCD need to be discussed and agreed among group members
Proposed Change: Delete the pull related section from the specification
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	
	
	
	
	
	


2.7 OMA-SUP-XSD_mobad_messages-V1_0-20091030-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2009.11.06
	E/T/Q
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	
	
	
	
	
	


2.8 OMA-ETR-MobAd-V1_0-20091021-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	H001
	2009.11.06
	E/T/Q
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
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