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1 Reason for Change

Address the following comments against the CAB AD:
	A00198 
	2009.03.08
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei (Pozefsky)

Form: ARC Doc #0061

Comment: the DS client and server are not truly components, and should not be dashed boxes. DS defines only the protocol between them so show interface arrows back and forth  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
 [2009.03.16 CC]

Resolution assigned to Sprint.
NO ACTION


	A00199 
	
	
	
	



	




	A00242 
	2009.03.05
	T
	5.2

5.3.2.6
	Source: China Mobile

Form: ARC Doc #0052
Comment: In AD doc 5.2 Architectural Diagram and 5.3.2.6, it’s mentioned that the CAB Client uses OMA-DS protocol for address book synchronization and management. But a question is that if  the Vcard is the unique data format of address book,

If so, could the Vcard format be able to support all the fields of address book information, and what’s the solution if  Vcard can’t meet the all the information, especially the increasing fields of address book information in the future?  
Proposed Change:  Please give a clarification, and if Vcard is not good enough to support all information, it’s better to add some description to mention that other possible data formats are also support in the AD doc.
	Status: CLOSED
 [2009.03.10 email]

Resolution assigned to Sprint.



	A00430 
	2009.03.06
	T
	5.3.2.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: RC doc: ARC-0057

Comment: clarify the wording regarding the functions provided by OMA DS, which are only data synchronization, not data management. 

Proposed Change: 

CAB Client uses OMA-DS protocol as defined in [OMA DS] for address book data synchronization and management.
	Status: CLOSED 
 [2009.03.10 email]

Resolution assigned to Sprint.



	A00431 
	2009.02.25
	T
	5.3.2.6


	Source: T-Mobile

Form: ARC Doc #0053

Comment: 5.3.2.6
OMA-DS: CAB Client – CAB Server

CAB Client uses OMA-DS protocol as defined in [OMA DS] for address book synchronization and management.

Proposed Change: 

Replace by:

5.3.2.2 CAB-1 Interface

CAB-1 interface is exposed by the CAB Server. The CAB Server receives Synchronization Messages from the CAB Client.

The protocol for CAB-1 is OMA Data Sync protocol according to [OMA DS]. 

5.3.2.3 CAB-2 Interface

CAB-2 interface is exposed by the CAB Client. The CAB Client receives Synchronization Messages from the CAB Client.

The protocol for CAB-2 is OMA Data Sync protocol according to [OMA DS]. 
5.3.2.4 CAB-3 Interface

CAB-3 interface is exposed by the CAB Client. The CAB Client receives notifications, e.g. to initiate synchronization from the CAB Server. 

The protocol for CAB-3 is SIP for SIP supporting terminals. For terminals not supporting SIP the protocol is SMS, i.e. the notification is transferred by SIP or SMS.
	Status: CLOSED 
[2009.03.10 email]

Resolution assigned to Sprint.



	A00428 
	2009-03-09
	T
	5.3.2.5


	Source: Acision

Form: ARC doc #0062

Comment: See earlier Acision comment on the architecture figure and the representation of the DS enabler therein.

Proposed Change:.  
	Status: CLOSED
[2009.03.10 email]

Resolution assigned to NSN.
NO ACTION


	A00432 
	2009-03-08
	T
	5.3.2.6


	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: ARC Doc #0063
Comment: This section should describe the interfaces /reference points that are to be specified by this enabler.  This enabler will not specify a OMA DS reference point described in this section.

Proposed Change: 
Delete the OMA-DS reference point from this section.  Describe how OMA DS will be used in section 5.1.2.   Or change the name to a CAB interface/reference point and follow ARC guidance describing such. 
	Status: CLOSED
[2009.03.10 email]

Resolution assigned to Sprint.



	A00204 
	2009-03-08
	T
	5.2
	Source: Acision

Form: ARC doc #0062

Comment: Representation of DS re-use is confusing.

Proposed Change: Remove DS Client and DS Server from the figure, convert the line in between them to an arrow from the CAB Client to the CAB Server and define in section 5.3.2 that this interface is based on OMA-DS.
	Status: OPEN

Resolution assigned to Huawei.



	A00211 
	2009-03-06
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: RC doc: ARC-0057

Comment: Update the figure of CAB Client to show that it reuses the functions of the DS Client and XDMC that may be already deployed on a terminal or network entity that implements the CAB Client.

This avoids deployments of multiple DS and XDM clients on the same device or network entity.

Include all these clients in a UE box.
Proposed Change: Update the architecture diagram to show the DS Client and XDMC as dotted entities outside the CAB Client rather than inside.
See Figure 2 – CAB Client comment (please see end of the document).
	Status: OPEN 

Resolution assigned to Huawei.



	A00212 
	2009-03-06
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: RC doc: ARC-0057

Comment: The CAB Server in the diagram incorporates a DS Server, which implies that a CAB Server will always come with its own DS Server.

This is a useless limitation, as there could be cases where a DS Server is already deployed and the CAB Server can simply reuse it rather than bring another DS server inside the CAB Server.

This limitation can be fixed by updating the figure of CAB Server to show it can reuse the functions of existing DS Server as shown in the attachment.

Proposed Change:
Update the architecture diagram, as per Figure 3 – CAB Server comment (please see end of the document).

	Status: CLOSED 
Resolution assigned to Huawei.



	A00233 
	2009.02.25
	T
	5.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: ARC Doc #0053

Comment: From OMA DS 1.2 TS: “An OMA DS Client refers to the protocol role when the application issues SyncML "request" messages. For example in data synchronization, the Sync SyncML Command in a SyncML Message.”

And for the DS Server: “An OMA DS Server refers to the protocol role when an application issues SyncML "response" messages. For example in the case of data synchronization, a Results Command in a SyncML Message.”

I.e. OMA DS is a protocol.

Proposed Change: 

1) Remove the dashed boxes labeled DS Client and DS Server.  

2) Change the line into 2 arrows, one ending at the CAB client, the other ending at the CAB Server.

3) Label the arrows with CAB-1 and CAB-2

4) Add a dashed box labeled Notification function. Add an arrow pointing form the box to the CAB Client. Label this arrow CAB-3. Add an dashed arrow pointing from the CAB Server to the Notification Function 

5) Add appropriate sub-sections in section 5.3.2 saying that the protocol for the interfaces CAB-1 and CAB-2 is OMA Data Sync according to [OMA DS]

6) Add appropriate sub-section in section 5.3.2 saying that the protocol for the interface CAB-3 is SIP for SIP supporting terminals and Non-SIP (SMS) for terminals not supporting SIP.
	Status: CLOSED 
Resolution assigned to Huawei.

1), 2), 4), 6) NO ACTION


	A00249 
	2009-03-08
	T
	5.2
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: ARC Doc #0063
Comment: OMA-DS is shown as a solid line reference point in Figure 1.  This naming convention does not follow the following ARC guidance:

The name of an interface/reference point consists of a minimal number of characters (e.g. no longer than the WID's registered name), followed by a dash, followed by a running number (starting at “1” and counting upwards in steps of 1 for each new interface/reference point).

By ARC definition, solid lines indicate reference points or interfaces which are specified by the CAB enabler.  If it is the intent of CAB to specify this reference point.  Then the group should properly follow ARC guidance and naming convention.

Proposed Change: 
Correctly name this reference point following ARC naming convention (i.e. CAB-2) in figure 1.
	Status: CLOSED
[2009.03.10 email]

Resolution assigned to Huawei.




ARC guidance:
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Figure 1: Example of the Architectural Diagram using interfaces

All interfaces and/or reference points that will be specified in the follow-on specification(s) must be identified and described in the architecture document.

It is recommended to depict the components that are specified by the enabler or normatively used by the enabler with a solid border line.
It is recommended to depict labeled components that are not specified in this enabler or not normatively used by this enabler, with a dashed border line.
· Diagrams should have distinguished representations for reference points or interfaces that are specified in this enabler or normatively used by the enabler, versus interfaces or reference points that are not normative (not specified by the enabler and not normatively used by the enabler). Note that diagrams that include non-normative reference points and/or interfaces should only be used in informative sections.

· It is recommended to use a solid line to represent specified/normative reference points. It is recommended to use a solid arrow to represent specified/normative interfaces. It is recommended to use a dashed line to represent the not specified/non-normative reference points. They should be used only in informative sections of the AD. 
It is recommended to use a dashed arrow to represent the not specified /non-normative interfaces. They should be used only in informative sections of the AD.
As a general guidance, the Architecture Document SHOULD define interfaces, wherever possible. 
Each of the components should be described in a separate subsection and MUST contain at least the following information:

Name

Description

Responsibility (e.g. what does the component do/perform)

Each component SHOULD have at least one interface or at least one reference point that can be used by some other functional component, enabler, application, etc.

DS 1.2 Background.

Currently, the AD references DS 1.2. which expands upon the SyncML legacy specifications versions of OMA SyncML Common, OMA Data Synchronization.  DS 1.2 specification defines a synchronization protocol between an OMA Data Synchronization client and server in the form of message sequence charts. It specifies how to use the SyncML Representation protocol so that interoperating client and server solutions are accomplished.  It is primarily used to establish modification equivalence associated with data items of a database between a server and endpoint.  DS 1.2 does not define an interface or reference point.  The server can inform the client to start synchronization with the server.  The client MAY respond to the alert package.
It has the capability to authenticate a client and vice versa.  It can also authenticate Username/password.

Supports Sync commands Add, Replace, Delete, Copy, Atomic or Sequence.

2-way sync and WAP push (SANS) are mandatory.  Two-way sync is a normal synchronization type in which the client and the server exchange information about the modified data in these devices. The client is always the device which first sends the modifications (establishes the sync session).
DS 1.2 also supports Suspend and Resume of client initiated synchronization session.

IOP tested to support vCard(2.1).  [DS 2.0 supports vCard 3.0] 
Open Issues:

A0242 – If we were to include other formats then we need to spell them out.  China Mobile will need to suggest what other format(s) to use for contact data exchanges between the CAB client and CAB server.  Inserting text that indicates other formats is too wide open.  One possibility might be CardDAV.
Proposed solution – assign comment to China Mobile to address additional supported contact formats.  Regardless, the formats should not be included in the text for 5.3.1.6.  They should be included in section 5.3.1.1 which describes CAB Client functionality and/or in the Server functionality section. 
A0431 – Unclear why the CAB client (CAB-2) would need to expose any function via an interface for use by CAB components.   This interface is not included in 0067.   
CAB-3 purpose is unclear.  Neither DS 1.2.1 or DS 2.0 define an interface exposed by an endpoint for notifications.  Both of these specifications define notification messages that are delivered via WAP Push (DS1.2.1) or OMA Push 2.1 (DS 2.0).  These enablers also do not define notification functions which are exposed via an interface exposed by an endpoint.  However, it is incumbent on the endpoint to process/respond to a DS notification message as defined in OMA DS which could be delivered by various means.
Proposed solution does not include/define these interfaces.  

A0204 – This comment is not closed and should remain open until the AD figure is final.

8 APR 2009 CC 

A0431 – CAB 02 interface proposal can be ignored; it is not relevant anymore. Leave this comment open until the WG close on how we describe/depict notifications to end points. 
Change 1:

Changes proposed to the opening sentence to include normative text “SHALL”

Request to add other authorized components in the (such as …)

Add server credential to the second bullet.

Change 2:

Use current AD picture to show exact changes.
Nokia Email Comment:

- based on the discussion we had yesterday, I have a feeling that we all agree on the essence, but could not agree how to depict it. According to the proposal in the CR, even if we say CAB-01 in the figure, we say in the text that this is nothing but OMA DS. To me, it is bit indirect approaches, and can cause confusion. Rather, I prefer to say OMA-DS directly in the figure (as in the existing AD) to make it very clear. I understand that there can be process issue here (as OMA DS is not an interface and DS Client/Server are not defined in DS 1.2). For historical reason, OMA DS does not follow the latest ARC guideline, and we have to live with it. We cannot solve the problem by just introducing unnecessary intermediate step in our AD.
 

- so far, we have been using the term "management" to mean "e.g., add, delete, modify". For consistency, I think we should not introduce a new term (modification) for the same purpose. It is bit risky as well, as it may cause confusion. I propose to keep the term "synchronization and management".
ACTION:

This CR attempts to correct a major flaw in the depiction of the line called OMA-DS.  This CR is consistent with the approved ARC principles/guidelines which all CR’s to this AD should follow.  The bulk of the discussion centered around the depiction of CAB-3 as indicted in A0431.  This comment will remain open until we have resolved the need to depict a notification path which is out of scope for this enabler.
The use of the term synchronize and synchronization are contained in the CR.  
An interface does not perform management this is typically an activity that is performed by a user via an end point or a component in the enabler.  CR 0084 does preserve the term management in the client description section 5.3.1.1 
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None

3 Impact on Other Specifications

None

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

CAB (AHG) is recommended to review and agree on the detailed proposed changes in Section 5.1 and 5.3.2.6, apply them to the AD, and close the associated ADRR comments as shown in Section 1 of this CR.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Text change to section 5.3.2.6
5.3.2.6 CAB-1

The CAB Server SHALL expose CAB-1 interface to allow the CAB Client to synchronize address book data modifications (e.g. add, delete, modify).

Supported functionalities include:

· CAB data synchronization requests and responses

· Request and receive CAB server information such as CAB Server credentials
The protocol used for the CAB-1 interface is [OMA DS]. 

Change 2:  Modify Figure 1 to show the CAB-1 interface; Remove OMA-DS, DS Client and Server from the figure. 
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Change 3:  Add definitions for DS Client and DS Server to section 3.2. 

	Application Usage
	See [OMA XDM].

	CAB Client 
	A Client (see [OMA DICT]) that is used to access CAB features.

	CAB User
	See [CAB-RD].

	Contact Share
	See [CAB-RD].

	Contact Subscription
	See [CAB-RD].

	Contact View
	See [CAB-RD].

	Converged Address Book
DS Client
DS Server
	See [CAB-RD].
See Client [OMA DS]

See Server [OMA DS]

	Legacy Formats
	See [CAB-RD].

	Management Object
	See [OMA DM TND]

	Personal Contact Card
	See [CAB-RD].

	Published Contact Card
	See [CAB-RD].














NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 10)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20090101-I]

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 2 (of 10)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20090101-I]

_1300696619.vsd
XDM Client


XDM-1


XDM-4


CAB Server


[OMA XDM]
Enabler


XDM-1


XDM-7


CAB Client


CAB-1


XDM-3


XDM-5


CAB-01b


CAB XDMS(s)


Non-CAB Address Book systems



_1301818219.vsd
DS Client


XDM Client


XDM-1


XDM-4


DS Server


CAB Server


[OMA XDM]
Enabler


XDM-1


XDM-7


CAB Client


CAB-1


XDM-3


XDM-5


CAB-01b


CAB XDMS(s)


Non-CAB Address Book systems



_1299650685.vsd
CAB
Client


CAB
Server


CAB-1



