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Change Request

	Title:
	Closing minor DDS CONR comments
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	PAG

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-CONRR-Presence_Data_Ext-V1_0-20080814-D

	Submission Date:
	09 Sep 2008

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Clerical

	Source:
	Krisztian Kiss, Nokia, krisztian.kiss@nokia.com 

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Change

It is proposed to close editorial and minor technical comments (61) as shown in this CR. The resolution of these comments can be found in OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

N/A
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

Approve the proposed change.
6 Detailed Change Proposal
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Consistency Review Report


		Review Report Document Id

		 OMA-CONRR-Presence_Data_Ext-V1_0-20080814-D

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential



		Material Being Reviewed:

		OMA-RD-Presence_Data_Ext-V1_0-20080701-D

OMA-DDS-Presence_Data_Ext-V2_0-20080723-D


OMA-SUP-XSD_prs_pidf_omapres-V1_0_2-20080627-A

OMA-SUP-XSD_pde_pidf_ext-V1_0-20080401-D


OMA-RRELD-Presence_Data_Ext-V1_0-20080723-D






		Group Presenting Document:

		OMA PAG WG



		Date of This Report:

		14 August 2008





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 CommentIds 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 


		



		XXX

		

		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		



		<add others as appropriate>

		

		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		





2.2 Review History


		Review Type

		Date

		Review Method

		Participating Groups

		Full Document Id



		 Full

		2008.08.14

		ConfCall

		REL, PAG WG

		 OMA-CONRR-Presence_Data_Ext-V1_0-20080814-D



		

		

		

		

		





3. Review Comments


3.1 OMA-RD-Presence_Data_Ext-V1_0-20080701-D 

		ID

		Open Date

		Type

		Section

		Description

		Status



		A001 A

		2008.08.11

		T

		3.2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Presence Information specific Definitions should be moved here from PRS 2.0 RD


Proposed Change: Move definitions

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A002 

		2008.08.12

		E

		3.3

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Missing abbreviation


Proposed Change:  Should add the following abbreviation used in the document:


ID

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A003 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.1

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


SIP-based video call is missing


Proposed Change: add to the list

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A004 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.1


GEN-008

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: no standard Gaming Service is available


Proposed Change: mark as Future Release or delete the requirement

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A005 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.2


PINFO-CONT-003

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


No specific changes in PDE 1.0


Proposed Change: Change to [PRS_ERP-V1_1] or Future Release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A006 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.2


“Roaming information”

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Rename it aligned with the changes in DDS.


Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A007 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.2


PINFO-CONT-014, 16

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Requirement not met


Proposed Change: Mark as Future Release.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A008 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.2


PINFO-CONT-015

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Does this overlap with PINFO-CONT-008? 


<network-availability> tells info about bearer capabilities (e.g. UMTS, GPRS etc.)

Proposed Change: delete requirement

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A009 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2 PINFO-CONT-015 

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the requirement isn’t implemented.

Proposed Change: mark it as future release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0010 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.2


PINFO-CONT-021

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Requirement not met


Proposed Change: Mark as Future Release.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0011 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2 PINFO-CONT-021 

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the requirement isn’t implemented.

Proposed Change: mark it as future release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0012 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.2.2


PINFO-CONT-023, 24, 25, 26, 27

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Requirement not met


Proposed Change: Mark as Future Release.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0013 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2 PINFO-CONT-023 

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the requirement isn’t implemented.

Proposed Change: mark it as future release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0014 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2 PINFO-CONT-024 

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the requirement isn’t implemented.

Proposed Change: mark it as future release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0015 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2 PINFO-CONT-025 

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the requirement isn’t implemented.

Proposed Change: mark it as future release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0016 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2 PINFO-CONT-026 

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the requirement isn’t implemented.

Proposed Change: mark it as future release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0017 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2 PINFO-CONT-027 

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the requirement isn’t implemented.

Proposed Change: mark it as future release

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		A0018 

		2008.08.13

		T

		6.2.2


PINFO_CONT-0036

		Source: Ericsson.


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Some presence information is in the form of links to content to be downloaded. Version information is introduced to avoid download of content that has been cached. In order to avoid unnecessary download of content in other situations e.g. download of content that is to large for the terminal to handle more meta data is needed that can be associated with the link.


Proposed Change: Update the requirement to defined more content meta data (e.g. content file size, pixel size, content MIME type) that can be used by the Watcher terminal to avoid unnecessary download of indirectly referenced content.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>





3.2 OMA-DDS-Presence_Data_Ext-V2_0-20080723-D

		ID

		Open Date

		Type

		Section

		Description

		Status



		B001 

		2008.08.13

		E

		ToC

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Page number for Appendix D is on the wrong position


Proposed Change: Correct ToC

		Status: CLOSED


No action needed. Title too long.



		B002 

		2008.08.11

		T

		2

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Add reference to RFC3261 – used in F.8.2


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B003 

		2008.08.11

		T

		2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Proposed Change: Delete [XSD_pidfOMA2] reference and replace [XSD_pidfOMA2] throughout the doc with [XSD_pde_pidfExt]

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B004 

		2008.08.11

		T

		2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Proposed Change: Update [IETF-prescaps] with RFC5196

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B005 

		2008.08.11

		T

		2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: [IETF-SMS_service] is expired.

Proposed Change: Remove reference.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B006 

		2008.08.11

		T

		2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Proposed Change: Update [IETF-lemonade_prof] and [IETF-SMS_uri] with new versions.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B007 

		2008.08.13

		E

		2.1

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: For PRS 2.0 it was agreed to only use three letters for month in the IETF dates 


Proposed Change: Apply also for PDE documents

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B008 

		2008.08.13

		E/T

		2.1

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The reference [3GPP2-C.P0071] does not exist? Should it be C.S0045 instead?

Proposed Change: Verify validity and update. Also update section 7.11.1

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B009 

		2008.08.13

		E/T

		2.1

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The reference [RFC4589] is only used in the informative section 4 so should be moved from 2.1 to 2.2

Proposed Change: Verify validity and update. Also update section 7.11.1

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0010 

		2008.08.13

		T

		2.1

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: The file of OMA-defined PIDF extensions 2 doesn’t exist. 

Proposed Change: remove the reference

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0011 

		2008.08.13

		T

		2.1

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: The URL address “http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles/” is invalid.

Proposed Change: replace it to “http://www.openmobilealliance.org/Technical/schemas.aspx”

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0012 

		2008.08.13

		T

		2.1

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: The versions of some references are out of date.

Proposed Change: Update them

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0013 

		2008.08.12

		T

		2.1

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


[IETF-prescaps]:


Latest draft is “draft-ietf-simple-prscaps-ext-10.txt”.


Proposed Change:   “prscaps-ext-08”  should read  “prscaps-ext-10” 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0014 

		2008.08.13

		E

		2.2

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: For PRS 2.0 it was agreed to only use three letters for month in the IETF dates 


Proposed Change: Apply also for PDE documents

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0015 

		2008.08.13

		E/T

		2.2

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The IETF drafts:
 draft-ietf-lemonade-profile-bis exist in -10 version


draft-wilde-sms-uri -08 exist in 15 version


draft-wilde-sms-service has expired


Proposed Change: Verify validity and update in all places 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0016 

		2008.08.13

		T

		2.1


2.2

		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: The versions of the IETF drafts references are out of date.

Proposed Change: Update [IETF-prescaps], [IETF-lemonade_prof] and [IETF-SMS_uri].

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0017 

		2008.08.12

		T

		2.2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


[IETF-lemonade_prof]:


Latest draft is “draft-ietf-lemonade-profile-bis-10.txt”.


Proposed Change:   “profile-bis-07.txt”  should read  “profile-bis-10.txt” 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0018 

		2008.08.12

		T

		2.2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


[IETF-SMS_Service]:


“draft-wilde-sms-service-11.txt” no longer exists.


Proposed Change:  Should replace with latest IETF draft or RFC.  Else should delete this reference here, and throughout the document.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0019 

		2008.08.12

		T

		2.2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


[IETF-SMS_uri]:


Latest draft is “draft-wilde-sms-uri-15.txt”.


Proposed Change:   “draft-wilde-sms-uri-14”  should read  “draft-wilde-sms-uri-15” 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0020 

		2008.08.12

		T

		2.2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Unclear why [OMNA_pidfSvcDesc]  (see Section 7.1.2.1) is an informative reference, while [XSD_pidfOMA] (see Section 7.1.3) is a normative reference.  


Proposed Change:  For consistency, [OMNA_pidfSvcDesc] should be a normative (not informative) reference.  

		Status: CLOSED

Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor





		B0021 

		2008.08.12

		T

		2.2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Missing reference 

Proposed Change:  Should add  “[RFC3261]”  , referenced in Section F.8.2.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0022 

		2008.08.11

		T

		3.2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Proposed Change: Presence Information specific definitions should reference the PDE RD.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0023 

		2008.08.13

		E

		3,3

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: “eXtensible” should be changed to “Extensible” in XML abbreviation

Proposed Change: 

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0024 

		2008.08.12

		E

		3.3

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Missing abbreviations


Proposed Change:  Should add the following abbreviations used in the document:


GIF   Graphic Interchange Format

JPEG  Joint Photographic Experts Group

PDA   Personal Digital Assistant

PNG   Portable Network Graphics

RPID  Presence Information Data Format

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0025 

		2008.08.12

		E

		6.1


Bullet 1

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar and consistency with remaining bullet items. 


Proposed Change:  “indicating”  should read  “indicates”

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0026 

		2008.08.12

		E

		6.1.1


Para 2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar 


Proposed Change:  “…clearly semantically…”  should read  “…clearly and semantically…”

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0027 

		2008.08.11

		T

		6.1.2.1

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


The OMA composition algorithm produces incorrect results when a service is identified by a combination of the URI scheme of the <contact> element and the <servcaps> element, as the <servcaps> element is not treated as one of the identifying parts of a service. E.g. the OMA composition of an MMS service <tuple> where the <contact> is identified by means of a SIP URI, and a VoIP service <tuple> with the same <contact>, results in a single service <tuple> rather than 2 distinct service <tuple>s.


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0028 

		2008.08.12

		E

		6.1.2.1


Para 2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar 


Proposed Change:  “…as above, MAY…”  should read  “…as above MAY…”   (i.e., remove comma)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0029 

		2008.08.12

		E

		6.2


Para 4

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar 


Proposed Change:  “…more than one “person” components…”  should read  “…more than one “person” component…”   (i.e., remove “s” from “components”)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0030 

		2008.08.12

		E

		6.2


Last paragraph

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   For better clarity/consistency:


“…changing the meaning of…”  should read  “…changing the Watcher’s interpretation of…”  


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0031 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Subchapters in section 7 should be resorted for easy reading.

Proposed Change: Sort subchapters in alphabetical order 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0032 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Add data description specification of Additional Session Information to implement requirement PINFO-CONT-034.

Proposed Change: add a subsection to involve the corresponding specification

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0033 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Add data description specification of Application Information to implement requirements from PINFO-CONT-028 to PINFO-CONT-032.

Proposed Change: add a subsection to involve the corresponding specification

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0034 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-010 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0035 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-015 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0036 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-021 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0037 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-023 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0038 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-024 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0039 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-025 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0040 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-026 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0041 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Requirement PINFO-CONT-027 is not implemented.

Proposed Change: implement it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0042 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Unclear which of the following Presence Information Elements are mandatory and which are optional.  


Proposed Change: Should clarify as such and/or summarize in a table in this section.  

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0043 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   The presence data model in Section 6.1 seems to be taken directly out of RFC 4479, so it is more like “IETF-defined” rather than “OMA-defined”.   


Proposed Change: For better clarity, “…OMA-defined…”  should read  “…IETF-defined…”  

		Status: CLOSED

Resolved as: removed “OMA-defined”

Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0044 

		2008.08.11

		E

		7.X.1.3

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:

In the various sections 7.X.1.3, sometimes the phrase:


“be mapped to PIDF as following”


sometimes the phrase:


“be mapped to PIDF as follows”


The same phrase should be used.


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0045 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.1.1.1

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Unclear how the Watcher would process this element if the device is NOT specified.  Please clarify in this Section.  


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0046 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.1.1.3


7.3.1.3


7.12.1.3


7.17.1.3

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: For “application-specific”, section 6.1.2.1 shall be referenced instead of simply mapping to <service-description>. 


Proposed Change: Update text and reference section 6.1.2.1. Similar text can be found in section 7.18.1.3.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0047 

		2008.08.12

		E

		7.1.1.3


7.2.1.3


7.4.1.3


7.5.1.3


7.8.1.3


7.12.1.3


7.19.1.3


7.20.1.3

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar


Proposed Change: “…as following…”  should read  “…as follows…”

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0048 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.1.1.4


Para 3

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   If none of two elements exist, should we define a default value to be used for proper processing without ambiguity?  For example, if none of the two elements exist, then default to:  User does NOT desire to receive incoming requests?   


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0049 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.1.2.1

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


“The <service-description> element SHALL contain the following child element:” but description is optional.


Proposed Change: Reword as:


The <service-description> element:


· SHALL contain <service-id>


· SHALL contain <version>


· MAY contain <description>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0050 

		2008.08.10

		E

		7.1.2.1

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: Remove “as” in the sentence below 


“The <service-description> element SHALL be used as a child element of the <tuple> element as defined in [RFC3863].”

Proposed Change: Also remove from other occurrences in the whole document



		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0051 

		2008.08.10

		T

		7.1.2.1

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: The sentence -( “The <willingness> element SHALL include the <basic> element and have two values “open” and “closed” indicating willingness for communication.” Is misleading.

Proposed Change: Rephrase.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0052 

		2008.08.10

		T

		7.1.2.2

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: <description> child element of <service-description> is optional but SHALL usage is misleading. 


Proposed Change: Rephrase to separate mandatory and optional elements.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0053 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.1.2.2


7.2.2.1


7.12.2.2

		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: The wording regarding those elements including the <basic> element should be made consistent throughout the document.


Proposed Change: Make all three sections consistent wording wise.


Either use one of those 2 templates : 


1/ The <XXX> element SHALL include the <basic> element and have two values “open” and “closed” indicating XXX.


2/The <XXX> element SHALL include the <basic> element and have either 


a) the value “open” indicating that YYY; or

b) the value “closed” indicating that ZZZ.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0054 

		2008.08.11

		E

		7.2.2.1

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Proposed Change: The <overriding-willingness> element SHALL include the <basic> element with the values “open” and or “closed” indicating overriding willingness

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0055 

		2008.07.28

		T

		7.2.2.1

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: <basic> element can have value either “open” or “closed” not both.


Proposed Change: Replace “and” with “or”

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0056 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.2.2.1




		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: The last sentence of the section is misleading regarding the usage of the values "open" and "closed". 


Proposed Change: Make it clear that the values are "open" or "closed".

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0057 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.3.1.1

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Unclear how the Watcher would process this element if the device is NOT specified.  Please clarify in this Section.  


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0058 

		2008.08.12

		E

		7.3.2.1


7.12.2.1


7.17.2.1

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   For better clarity, “See 7.1.2.1”  should read  “See section 7.1.2.1”   


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0059 

		2008.08.12

		E

		7.3.2.2


Para 2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar 


Proposed Change:  “…for those services, which have…”  should read  “…for those services which have …”   (i.e., remove comma)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0060 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.4.2.1

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


The wording “Each <network> element SHALL include at least one of the following elements” sounds like both <active> and <terminated> can be included in one time.


Proposed Change: Correct the wording or clarify the meaning if both included.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0061 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.4.2.1


Para 3

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   For better clarity, “…SHALL include at least one of the following elements…”  should read  “…SHALL include one of the following elements for each device…”   


Proposed Change:  (see Comment above)

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0062 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.5.1.1

		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: The first sentence does not sound right. What is "contact invoke" ? 


Proposed Change: Change the current sentence.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0063 

		2008.08.12

		E

		7.5.1.1




		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar 


Proposed Change:  “…used to contact invoke…”  should read  “…used to invoke …”   

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0064 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7.7

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: “Location Type” sounds like the format or style of the location.

Proposed Change: change to “Textual Location”

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0065 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.8.1

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: RFC4119 was updated by RFC5139


Proposed Change: Add additional reference

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0066 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7.8.1.1

		Source: Ericsson.


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: It exist a new draft “draft-ietf-geopriv-pdif-lo-profile“ that gives additional information to RFC 4119. Shall this draft also be referenced?

Proposed Change: Investigate and add reference if needed. 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0067 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.9.11

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The sentence has two occurrences of “minutes” One is enough 


Proposed Change: Change to : “The value of this element indicates the difference between the time at the current location of the Presentity and current UTC time in minutes”

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0068 

		2008.08.12

		E

		7.11.1.1


Para 1




		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Grammar 


Proposed Change:  “…may chose…”  should read  “…may choose …”   

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0069 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.12.1.1


Last sentence




		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Unclear what the following sentence means:


“The participation in a session indicates to the Watcher that the Presentity may not be able to communicate with him/her even though it is possible technically.”


Under what situation(s) is this true?  What needs to be in place for the Presentity to be able to communicate with the Watcher?


Please clarify in this Section.   


Proposed Change:  (see Comment above)”   

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0070 

		2008.08.11

		E

		7.12.2.2

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: Remove “particular” in a) in front of “Presentity”, to align it with b)


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0071 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.13.1.5

		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: A space is missing behind "service". 


Proposed Change: Add a space.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0072 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7.14.1

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: According to RFC4480, the <class> element can also describe the class of the device.

Proposed Change: Correct it

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0073 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.15.1.4


Para 2




		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   For better clarity and consistency with other sections, should add the following sentence to the end of the paragraph:


“Duplicates SHALL be ignored.”


Proposed Change:  (see Comment above)”   

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0074 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.17

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Generic text should be removed and/or merged with section 7.17.1.1


Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0075 

		2008.08.11

		E

		7.17.1.3

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


The reference to section 0 is incorrect.


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0076 

		2008.07.28

		E

		7.17.1.3

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: Reference to “section 0” is not correct.


Proposed Change: Replace section 0 with 7.17.2

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0077 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.17.1.3


Para 2




		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Missing section reference.


Proposed Change:  “…section 0”  should read  “…section 7.17.2”   

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0078 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.18

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: This text belongs to Appendix B

Proposed Change: Move text to Appendix B

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0079 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.18

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The page break should for readability not be between the table and its header 


Proposed Change: Keep header and table together

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0080 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.18.1

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Apply use of “; and” to the bulleted list,. Last semicolon  should be a period.


Proposed Change: Keep header and table together

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0081 

		2008.08.11

		E

		7.18.1.1

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: methods: indicates the SIP methods supported by the service


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0082 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.18.1.1

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Message as a streaming media type is defined in [RFC4569].

Proposed Change: Update reference from [RFC2046].

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0083 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.18.1.1

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Should we simply refer to <servcaps> instead of choosing particular child elements and repeating text from the IETF reference?

Proposed Change: Delete detailed description and reference <servcaps>

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0084 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.18.1.4


Para 2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   If a particular child element of the <servcaps> element does not exist, should we define a default value to be used for proper processing without ambiguity?  For example, if a particular child element of the <servcaps> element does not exist, then default to:  The communication service does NOT support that capability.   


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0085 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.19.1.3

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Mapping to RPID ‘until’ attribute is missing

Proposed Change: Add RPID reference

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0086 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.19.1.3

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Apply use of “; and” to the bulleted list,. Last bullet should end with a period.


Proposed Change: Keep header and table together

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0087 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.20.1.1

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: A presence source can publish a Presence Information Element as reference …


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0088 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.20

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Should this be moved as part of the Icon component instead of a separate Presence Information Element?

Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0089 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.20

		Source: Ericsson.


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The requirement PINFO-CONT-036 is proposed to be updated with the possibility to include more meta data for indirectly referenced content. This means that new attributes need to be added.


Proposed Change:  Change 7.20 to be a section for Meta data for indirectly referenced content and add new meta data like “filesize”, Pixel size and Content type. Make the usage more generic in such a way that “status-icon” and Content XDMS is one example how the metadata can be used allowing reuse of the metadata attribute for other types of referenced content. By doing this also the text in 7.11 about  the “Icon” presence information need to be updated to describe how the metadata attributes are to be used for <status-icon> element.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0090 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7.21

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: Resolve editor’s note by defining PIDF mapping, whether it should be to ‘priority’ attribute or new PIDF element.


Proposed Change: 



		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0091 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7.21.1.3

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Section contains editor´s note.


Proposed Change: Resolve editor´s note

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0092 

		2008.08.11

		E

		7.21.1.4


7.22.1.4

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Delete sentence “No additional watcher processing is defined…”

Proposed Change: 

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0093 

		2008.07.28

		E

		7.21.1.4

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: Remove sentence “No additional watcher processing is defined defined for “Service Preference” building block.

Proposed Change: 

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0094 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.21.2

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   No text in this section.  Should add text or delete the section.  


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0095 

		2008.08.12

		T

		7.21.3

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   No text in this section.  Should add text or delete the section.  


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0096 

		2008.08.13

		E

		7.22

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: The last paragraph of this section is for “XML Schema” sub-section.


Proposed Change: Make the last paragraph as “XML Schema” sub-section.




		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0097 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7.22

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: Resolve editor’s note.


Proposed Change: 



		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B0098 

		2008.08.12

		E

		7.22.1.1

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   For better clarity, “…a user’s device is under the network…”   should read  “…a user’s device is in the network…”  


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B0099 

		2008.07.28

		E

		7.22.1.4

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: Remove sentence “No additional watcher processing is defined defined for “Roaming” building block.

Proposed Change: 

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00100 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.22.2.1

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


..under the user’s home network.


Both <home> and <visited> element SHALL occur as a child element of the <network-availability> <network> element under the <device< element. XML schema

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00101 

		2008.08.13

		T

		7.22.2.1

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Section contains editor´s note.


Proposed Change: Resolve editor´s note

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00102 

		2008.07.28

		E

		7.22.2.1

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP doc


Comment: “The <home> element is a PIDF extension that is used to represent that the device of a user is under the use’s home network.”


Proposed Change:  Change “use’s” to “user’s”

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00103 

		2008.08.12

		E

		7.22.2.1

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   For better clarity, “…the device of a user is under the…”   should read  “…the device of a user is in the…”     (2 occurrences)  


Proposed Change: (see Comment above)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00104 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.22

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: PINFO-CONT-010 is not solved by this solution


Proposed Change: Add solution

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00105 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.22

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Clarify that usage of this building block only makes sense in case of particular <network> types


Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00106 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.x

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Solution missing satisfying PINFO-CONT-028, 29, 30, 31, 32


Proposed Change: Investigate solutions, reference IETF spec, if available

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00107 

		2008.08.11

		T

		7.x

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Solution missing satisfying PINFO-CONT-034


Proposed Change: Investigate solutions, reference IETF spec, if available

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00108 

		2008.08.13

		T

		8

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: The section name is misleading.


Proposed Change: Change the section name to “Registry for Presence Information Element Values”.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00109 

		2008.08.11

		T

		8.1.2.1

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: [3GPP2-X.S0013-004] and [RFC3455] reference missing.


Proposed Change: Add reference.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00110 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix B

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: The service element <servcaps> and <session-answermode> are missing in the service table.


In the device table, the <network-availability> parent element is to be added for the roaming presence information.


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00111 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix B

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Mapping of validity, etag, service preference, roaming missing


Proposed Change: add mapping

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00112 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix B


example

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Usage of sip:my_name@example.com as <contact> can be misleading 

Proposed Change: Use same SIP URI as <entity> sip:someone@example.com

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00113 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix B


Example


Appendix C

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Update Civic Location example according to RFC5139

Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00114 

		2008.08.13

		E

		App  B

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The appendix is informative and can not contain normative text..


Proposed Change: Change MUST to must (before Service table)

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00115 

		2008.08.13

		E

		App  B

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The <timestamp> in Service table is defined in RFC 3863 so should be in italics


Proposed Change: Change to italics

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00116 

		2008.08.13

		E

		App  B

		Source: Ericsson.


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: A number of new presence information is missing in the overview and in the overview example.


Proposed Change: Update the overview and the overview example to contain all presence information defined in PDE1.0.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00117 

		2008.08.13

		E

		App  B

		Source: Ericsson.


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment:  The location example is not aligned with the examples in draft draft-ietf-geopriv-pdif-lo-profile-11.txt. E.g. the namespace definition is different for the gml prefix .


Proposed Change: Change to use an example from the indicated draft. e.g. a point or a circle example.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00118 

		2008.08.13

		T

		Appendix B

		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: The high level overview is not exhaustive, some previously defined data elements are missing.  It would be better to display all data elements that may comprise an OMA presence XML document.


Proposed Change: Add the


<session-answermode> and <servcaps> service elements. 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00119 

		2008.08.13

		T

		Appendix B

		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: What is the purpose of the example in this appendix while there is a dedicated appendix for the examples? Is it to present an OMA presence XML document showing all the elements displayed in the overview scheme above ?  


Proposed Change: Add missing elements to the example or move the example to Appendix C.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00120 

		2008.08.12

		T

		Appendix B


“Person” Scheme

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Missing “entry 


Proposed Change:  Should add the following entry to the “Person” Scheme:


· Validity  (see Section 7.19)

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00121 

		2008.08.12

		T

		Appendix B


“Service” Scheme

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Missing “entries


Proposed Change:  Should add the following entries to the “Service” Scheme:


· Service Answer Mode (see Section 7.17)


· Application-specific Media Capabilities (see Section 7.18)


· Validity  (see Section 7.19)


· Service Preference (see Section 7.21)

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00122 

		2008.08.12

		T

		Appendix B


“Device” Scheme,


“Network Availability” entry,


<device> column

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Inconsistent with Section 7.4.1.3:


· “→<network>”  is shown here but not in Section 7.4.1.3

Proposed Change:  Should change text in Appendix B and/or Section 7.4.1.3 for consistency.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00123 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix C

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: Example #4:


<op:network id=”3GPP-GERAN”> must be a child of <network-availability> rather than 


<op:network id=”IMS”>


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00124 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix C

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment: Example #5:


The “sa” namespace does not exist.


<session-answermode> is defined in the namespace


“opd=urn:oma:xml:pde:pidf:ext”


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00125 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix C

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: Give example for missing presence information elements: validity, etag, <servcaps>, etc.


Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00126 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App. C

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Add examples for missing elements, e.g. etag, validity.

Proposed Change: add it.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00127 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix D

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: This Appendix defines a template for a new Presence Information Element, not a Package.


Proposed Change: Replace “PIDF extension package” with “Presence Information Element”, delete “D.1” and change “D.1.1” to “D.1”.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00128 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App  D

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The intended usage of the template could be made more clear. Add description also of the proposed procedure (see sect 7 )


Proposed Change: Add text to clarify when to use this template and how to proceed.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00129 

		2008.08.13

		T

		Appendix D


Appendix E

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: There needs some more instruction on how to use these templates, e.g., where to send the input contributions per the template.


Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00130 

		2008.08.13

		E

		Appendix D


Appendix E

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: These sections are informative and need to be marked as such.


Proposed Change: 

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00131 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App  E

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The intended usage of the template could be made more clear. Add description also of the proposed procedure (see sect 8 )


Proposed Change: Add text to clarify when to use this template and how to proceed.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00132 

		2008.08.11

		E

		Appendix F

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:

Proposed Change: Replace [PoC_TS] with [PoC_CP] as labeled in section 2.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00133 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix F

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: SIP-based video call is missing


Proposed Change: add as new section

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00134 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App F

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Section contains editor´s notes.


Proposed Change: Resolve editor´s notes

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00135 

		2008.08.13

		T

		Appendix F

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: Resolve editor’s note.


Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00136 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix F.5.1

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: [IETF-SMS_service] is expired.

Proposed Change: Delete [IETF-SMS_service] reference.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00137 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix F.8.2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: <servcaps> is used to describe this service.


Proposed Change: Delete editor’s note.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00138 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App F.8.2

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Section contains editor´s note.


Proposed Change: Resolve editor´s note

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00139 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App F.8.2

		Source: Ericsson.


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The relation between a “SIP-based Voice over IP ( VoIP) service and  IMS Multimedia Telephony Communication Service(IMSMMTEL) as defined by 3GGP TS 24 173 needs to be clarified. Is it the same service from a Presence point of view? Do we need to add something extra id to indicate that the Presence Source supports TS 24 173? Can the <servcaps> element carry the 3GPP defined URN-values? 


IMSMMTEL can carry over media than voice (e.g. real time video). Shall a SIP Voice call and a SIP Video Call be regarded as two services from a presence point of view or is it one service but with different media capabilities? (i.e shall a presence source that can handle both voice and video send one or two tuples?)

Proposed Change: Investigate and clarify if needed.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00140 

		2008.08.13

		T

		Appendix F.8.2

		Source: Orange


Form: INP doc


Comment: There is a reference to [RFC3261] while [RFC3261] is not present in section 2. 


Proposed Change: Add [RFC3261] as a reference in section 2.

		Status: CLOSED


Resolved by OMA-PAG-2008-0597-CR_PDE_DDS_minor 



		B00141 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App  F.9, F.10, F11.3

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The appendix F contains requirements to register elements in the OMNA registry


Proposed Change: The elements needs to be registered and the textboxes removed/rephrased

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00142 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix F.11

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: no standard Gaming Service is available


Proposed Change: delete section

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00143 

		2008.08.13

		T

		App F.11.2

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Section contains editor´s note.


Proposed Change: Resolve editor´s note

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00144 

		2008.08.11

		T

		Appendix G

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: This appendix belongs to PRS 2.0 TS


Proposed Change: Move appendix to PRS 2.0 TS

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00145 

		2008.08.13

		T

		Appendix G

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: This seems out of scope of this document.


Proposed Change: Move it to Presence Enabler.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		B00146 

		2008.08.13

		T

		Appendix G

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: Reflects the updates in Presence 2.0


Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>





3.3 OMA- SUP-XSD_prs_pidf_omapres-V1_0_2-20080627-A


		ID

		Open Date

		Type

		Section

		Description

		Status



		

		

		

		

		

		





3.4 OMA-SUP-XSD_pde_pidf_ext-V1_0-20080401-D


		ID

		Open Date

		Type

		Section

		Description

		Status



		D001

		2008.07.28

		E/T

		x.y

		Source: Nokia Siemens Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:  The <roaming> element is not used/defined in the OMA DDS Presence Data Ext V2.0.


For the roaming presence information element, the <home> and <visited> element have been introduced.


Proposed Change: <Recommended action>

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		D002

		2008.08.13

		E/T

		x.y

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: New presence information is proposed to be added to the PDE 1.0 by this CONRR. 


Proposed Change: Add needed XML definitions to the document.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		D003

		2008.08.13

		T

		-

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: add extra elements and attributes for Additional Session Information

Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		D004

		2008.08.13

		T

		-

		Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: add extra elements and attributes for Application Information

Proposed Change: 

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		D005

		2008.08.13

		T

		General

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: It is not clear that OMA-SUP-XSD_pde_pidf_ext-V1_0 is sequel version of OMA-SUP-XSD_prs_pidf_omapres-V1_0_2. 

Proposed Change: Rename the file and namespace to show more clearly that this is the version up of OMA-SUP-XSD_prs_pidf_omapres-V1_0_2, which contains the schema definition for additional PIDF extensions.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		D006

		2008.08.13

		T

		General

		Source: Samsung


Form: INP


Comment: The schema definition for <roaming> element is inconsistent with DDS description. 

Proposed Change: Correct this.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>





3.5 OMA-RRELD-Presence_Data_Ext-V1_0-20080723-D

		ID

		Open Date

		Type

		Section

		Description

		Status



		E001

		2008.08.13

		E/T

		2

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The [PDE_DDS] reference points to V1.0, should be V 2.0 


Proposed Change: Correct version

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		E002

		2008.08.13

		E

		2

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: “it recommends using certain set of Presence Information”, change to “sets”

Proposed Change: Update

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		E003

		2008.08.11

		T

		3.2

		Source: Nokia


Form: INP doc


Comment: 


Proposed Change: Presence Information specific definitions should reference the PDE RD.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		E004

		2008.08.12

		T

		3.3

		Source: Nortel Networks


Form: INP doc


Comment:   Missing references


Proposed Change:  Should add the following reference:


· [PRS_DDS-V1_0]


· [PRS_ERP-V1_1]


· [XSD_pidfOMA2]     “OMA-defined PIDF extensions 2”, Version 1.0, Open Mobile Alliance, OMA-SUP-XSD_prs_pidf_omaext2-V1_0, URL: http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles/

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		E005

		2008.08.13

		E/T

		4

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: Text in the RD was modified so that “defines the mapping” was rephrased to “] includes definitions of the mapping” to better describe the package 


Proposed Change: Update accordingly

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>



		E006

		2008.08.13

		T

		5

		Source: Ericsson


Form: CONR-2008-0104


Comment: The SUP file OMA-SUP-XSD_pde_pidf_ext-V1_0 need to be accessible from the OMA portal. Should be part of the Enabler release work but has historically proved to take forever. 


The OMA-SUP-XSD_prs_pidf_omapres-V1_0 file is named incorrectly on the portal so not accessible

Proposed Change: Secure upload of file.

		Status: OPEN / CLOSED


<provide response>
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