	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001 C001
	2010.02.25
	E
	all
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Etag" is not written in a consistent way throughout the document.

Proposed Change: Add Etag in the definitions and use then use this defined term.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C002 C001
	2010.01.23
	T
	General
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of structure section of each xyz document uses different style to list the attributes and child elements.

Proposed Change: unify the style
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C003 C002
	2010.02.25
	E
	1
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Extra space before "Such Enablers".

Proposed Change: Remove extra space
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 

	C004 C003
	2010.02.25
	E
	2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The syntax used to define the references is really not consistent. Sometimes, the type of the document is included (e.g. TS, AD), some other times it is the version of the enabler.

Proposed Change: Adopt a coherent meaningful system, and use it throughout the document.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C005 C001
	2010.02.25
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Rename [XSD_xdm2Rhi] to [XSD_reqHist] to align with ERELD. 

Proposed Change: Rename [XSD_xdm2Rhi] to [XSD_reqHist] and add the same reference as in the ERELD
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C006 C002
	2010.02.25
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: [XSD_commPOL] and [XSD_xcapDirExt] is proposed to be merged to one XML schema for XDM 2.1 XML schema extension
Proposed Change: Replace the two references with a new one.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C007 C004
	2010.02.25
	T
	2.1
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to the Enabler Release Document for XDM v2.1 is missing.

Proposed Change: Add this reference.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C008 C002
	2010.01.23
	E
	2.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The version of reference [Dict] needs update.

Proposed Change: Update the version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C009 C003
	2010.01.23
	E
	2.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: update the version of the references if they are renewed

Proposed Change: Update the version
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0010 C004
	2010.01.23
	T
	2.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: the reference [XSD_xcapDirExt] is TBD.

Proposed Change: add the referenced file link or delete it
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0011 C005
	2010.01.23
	T
	2.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: the reference [XSD_xdm2Rhi] is TBD.

Proposed Change: add the referenced file link or delete it
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0012 C003
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Group Usage List is already defined in [XDM_RD].]
Proposed Change:  Change text to “Use definition from [XDM_RD]”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0013 C004
	2010.02.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment:  [XDM_RD is written as [XDM-RD] and [XDM_AD] is written as [XDM-AD] in a number of places
Proposed Change:  Change to “XDM_...” in all places.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0014 C005
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: “Presence List URI” is not defined in the PRS 2.0 version of [RLS_XDM] as “Presence List” was renamed to “Resource List” in PRS v2.0.
Proposed Change:  Remove the definition from section 3.2 and the use of it in section 6.1.2.1.1. Remove [RLS_XDM] from section 2 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0015 C006
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: “Trusted Network”. This definition is missing in [XDM_AD] as pointed out in a CONRR comment for the AD. 

Proposed Change: Move definition to [XDM_AD] and add text “Use definitions from [XDM_AD].” here instead if the other CONRR comment is resolved as proposed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0016 C007
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: “URI List”. This term is defined in [XDM_RD]. 

Proposed Change: Change text to  “Use definitions from [XDM_RD].”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0017 C008
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Definition of “User Directory”. “User XDM Document” is not a defined term 
Proposed Change: Remove “XDM” from the sentence. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0018 C009
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Definition of “User Directory Document Selector. “User XDM Document” is not a defined term.
Proposed Change: Remove “XDM” from the sentence. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0019 C010
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Definition of “Users Tree”. “User XDM Document” is not a defined term. Use “Primary Principals’ XDM Document” instead.
Proposed Change: Change as described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0020 C001
	2010.01.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Clarify XDCP Document

Proposed Change: An XML document included as part of an XDCP Request or as part of an XDCP Response.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0021 C005
	2010.02.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing "n" in Access Permissions Document and user Document definitions.

Proposed Change: Replace "A XDM" by "An XDM".
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0022 C006
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: "HTTP Method" is used several times in the document.

Proposed Change: Add a definition for "HTTP Method".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0023 C007
	2010.02.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Search Request", "XDCP Request" and "XDCP Response" are defined but not "Search Response" nor "XCAP Request". This is not consistent while all are used in the document. Note that nor "XCAP Response" is not used (but in Appendix B4) in the document and may not need to be defined.

Proposed Change: Add a definition for "Search Response" and "XCAP Request" and apply those definitions to the whole document.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0024 C006
	2010.03.21
	T
	3.2 and ALL
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Should remove “s” from “Access Permissions” and “Access Permissions Document”.
Proposed Change: remove “s” and apply the changes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0025 C002
	2010.03.25
	T
	Whole document

5.1.1

5.1.3

5.1.4


	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Only reference points are used. What about interfaces
Proposed Change: Add interfaces as well
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0026 C001
	2010.01.23
	T
	4.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Editor’s Note is existing. 

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor’s note by adding text if necesary
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0027 C011
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: “Remote Network” is a term defined in [XDM_AD]. Can the term be used here instead of “remote network”
Proposed Change:  Change “remote network” to “Remote Network” and add definition to section 3.2 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0028 C007
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1.3


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Regarding to reference points XDM-13 and XDM-14, the authentication and identity assertion are not provided by AP.
Proposed Change: remove bullet 6 and 7, or revise the description
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0029 C012
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: “Remote Network” is a term defined in [XDM_AD]. Can the term be used here instead of “remote network”
Proposed Change:  Change “remote network” to “Remote Network” and add definition to section 3.2
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0030 C013
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.1.5.
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment:  “Access Permission Document” shall be Access Permissions Document”.  “Sections” shall be “sections”. “section” is missing in front of 6.1.1. “6.1.1.3 6.1.2 shall be “6.1.2”
Proposed Change:  Fix these editorials
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS (Need to verify)

	C0031 C008
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1.5
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: For case of identity provided by XDM Agent, X-XCAP-Asserted-Identity HTTP header isn’t provided by AP.
Proposed Change: Clarify it
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0032 C009
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1.5
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is no mention about the authorization of Admin Principal.
Proposed Change: Add description
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0033 C010
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1.5
NOTE
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not clear that how the local policy controls the trusted application. Actually it should be out of the scope
Proposed Change: mark it as out of scope
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0034 C001
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Last 2 para’s are confusing.

Proposed Change: Rephrase the para if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0035 C014
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: “URI lists” shall be “URI Lists”. 
Proposed Change:  Change “URI lists ” to “URI Lists” 
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0036 C011
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2.2.1

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is better to mention where the elements are described if they are defined by this document.
Proposed Change: clarify it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0037 C012
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2.2.1
The last sentence
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The attribute “upp-id” can’t be found in [XDM_UPPD]. I should be “upp_id”
Proposed Change: revise “upp-id” to “upp_id”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0038 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Editor’s note is existing. 

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0039 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: How to express a particular rule applies for all the profiles is not clear. 

Proposed Change: Add a supplementary statement saying that if <all-upp-except> element is present with no value has to be applied for all the profiles.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0040 C002
	2010.03.21
	E
	5.2.2.1 (before Note 4)
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Open Mobile alliance is existing. 

Proposed Change: Replace it with OMA.
	Status: 
CLOSED  BY

	C0041 C015
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment:  References to the XML schemas defining the namespaces are missing. Shall “urn.oma:xml:xdm.common-policy be merged into “urn.oma:xml:xdm:extensions:1.1” ?
Proposed Change: Add references and update which namespaces to be used.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0042 C016
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: “chapter 5.7.1.4” shall be “section 5.7.1.4” as section used in other places (e.g. in 5.1.1) when referring to a section of a specification.
Proposed Change:  Change “chapter” to “section” 
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0043 C017
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The final list of xml schemas must to be in sync with the resolution of other CONRR comments
Proposed Change:  Update the list if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0044 C018
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: It is not possible to detect what new XDM 2.1 features an XDMS supports.
Proposed Change:  Update the XCAP server capabilities application usage with information that an XDMS can set per application usage and feature supported.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0045 C019
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: XCAP Server Capabilities is an Application Usage. Does the TS need to describe how new XDM 2.1 features shall be handled to make this section consistent with other application usage sections?
Proposed Change:  Use the same structure for this application usage as for all other application usages and write normative statements per feature stating if this application usage support the feature or not.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0046 C020
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The section contains normative procedure statements about the XDMC, the XDM Agent and the XDMS. Is this the right place for such statements? Shall they be move to section 6.1 and section 6.2 where almost all other procedures are located? 
Proposed Change:  Move the statements?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0047 C003
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: XDM Agent missing from the first sentence

Proposed Change: Add XDM Agent
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0048 C021
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: This section is a mixture of an application usage description and procedure descriptions. The application usage description is not consistent with other application usage descriptions in how information is structured. The procedures for the Aggregation Proxy are proposed to be moved to section 6.3 and XDMS procedures to section 6.2. 
Proposed Change: Rewrite the section using the application usage section structure used in the Application Usages TSs and move the procedures to section 6.

Add the subsection “Structure”, introduce a new term “XDM Directory Document” instead of ‘“directory.xml” XDM Document etc’.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0049 C004
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: XDM Agent missing from the first sentence. And etag chapter. Or is it even applicable for this functions?

Proposed Change: Add if applicable
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0050 C005
	2010.03.25
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: “The Aggregation Proxy SHALL prepend the XCAP Root URI to the received “uri” attribute value if it contains only the Document Selector.” Is prepend good English?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0051 C013
	2010.03.21
	Q/T
	5.3.2

6.1.1.3.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: What does the reference-display-name use for? What information does it present, name of requester? I’m not sure whether it is useful for user and it seems not allow the user to change the value if it is already set.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0052 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2 and whole document
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Some places only XDMC is present where it makes sense to add XDM Agent also. 

Proposed Change: Verify the whole document and modify if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0053 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Some places Document Selector and  Document URI are used together and in some places only Document selector is used. 

Proposed Change: Make it consistent.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0054 C002
	2010.03.21
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Remove the duplicate instance of AUID at the end. 

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicate instance of AUID at the end.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0055 C014
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.4

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The SUP file of XCAP director
Proposed Change: revise “upp-id” to “upp_id”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0056 C001
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note

Proposed Change: Add text to specify ACP based filtering of the directory.xml
	Status: OPEN 



	C0057 C006
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Address the editors note. 

Proposed Change: No need to have a part of document directory as User can see from another list which document it can access.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0058 C008
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.3.2.9
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The first sentence of the third paragraph is unclear.

Proposed Change: Add a comma before Authenticated Principals.
	Status: 
CLOSED By OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0059 C009
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Solve Editor's note.

Proposed Change: If a Principal has access to only a limited set of XDM Documents, if there are no Access Permissions, it shouldn't be able to retrieve the "directory.xml". It could retrieve a “directory.xml” XDM Document filtered only if a specific right allows it to do so in the Access Permissions.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0060 C015
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.9

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes. From the user’s point of view, if the directory document lists all XDM Documents that the user has permission to fetch, it is useful for the user to access the other users’ documents. But in this case, the Admin Principal should be able to enable or disable this function in Access Permission.
Proposed Change: resolve and delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0061 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: XDMS is referred as Principal. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase the sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0062 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Editor’s note is existing. 

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0063 C007
	2010.03.25
	T
	Whole document
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Address editors notes

Proposed Change: Analyze & address if needed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0064 C002
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.3.2.12
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note

Proposed Change: add text to indicate that there is no preferences document for this AUID
	Status: OPEN 



	C0065 C016
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.12

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes. The XCAP directory document is maintained by XDMS. The XDMC or XDM Agent only can fetch it. Hence the forward, history, restore, Document Share by Reference and preference aren’t needed.
Proposed Change: resolve and delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0066 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.12 – 5.3.2.16
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Editor’s note is existing. 

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0067 C017
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.13

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes. The XCAP directory document is maintained by XDMS. The XDMC or XDM Agent only can fetch it. Hence the forward, history, restore, Document Share by Reference and preference aren’t needed.
Proposed Change: resolve and delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0068 C003
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.3.2.13
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note

Proposed Change: add text to indicate that there is no history document for this AUID
	Status: OPEN 



	C0069 C004
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.3.2.14
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note

Proposed Change: add text to indicate that forwarding is not allowed for this AUID
	Status: OPEN 



	C0070 C018
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.14

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes. The XCAP directory document is maintained by XDMS. The XDMC or XDM Agent only can fetch it. Hence the forward, history, restore, Document Share by Reference and preference aren’t needed.
Proposed Change: resolve and delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0071 C005
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.3.2.15
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note

Proposed Change: add text to indicate that restore is not allowed for this AUID
	Status: OPEN 



	C0072 C006
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.3.2.16
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note

Proposed Change: add text to indicate that document share by reference is not allowed for this AUID
	Status: OPEN 



	C0073 C019
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.15

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes. The XCAP directory document is maintained by XDMS. The XDMC or XDM Agent only can fetch it. Hence the forward, history, restore, Document Share by Reference and preference aren’t needed.
Proposed Change: resolve and delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0074 C020
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.2.16

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes. The XCAP directory document is maintained by XDMS. The XDMC or XDM Agent only can fetch it. Hence the forward, history, restore, Document Share by Reference and preference aren’t needed.
Proposed Change: resolve and delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0075 C021
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3.6

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes. Proposed Change: resolve and delete the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0076 C022
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The normative statements is suggested to be move to section 6 in order to have the XDM entity procedures in one place in the TS
Proposed Change:  Move the procedures to section 6 and add some descriptive text about search instead.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0077 C023
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.4.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: In the XDM_RD it exists a requirement FUNC-SRCH-008 that requires the use of wild cards in a search. The existing XQuery 1.0 syntax has its limitations in this area when doing search in e.g. elements of the type string. W3C has now issued an extension to XQuery 1.0.

“XQuery and XPath Full Text 1.0”
 http://www.w3.org/TR/2010/CR-xpath-full-text-10-20100128/ for full text search in XML documents.  By adding this syntax the application usages can use this common way for full text search including wild card search instead of defining their own XQuery user functions.   
Proposed Change: Add that “XQuery and XPath Full Text 1.0”  expression also can be included as part of a <query> element and state that an Application Usage may also use such expressions in their definition of possible “Search” expressions. Update section 2.1 with a reference to the W3C recommendation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0078 C024
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.4.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment:  The use of “collection” needs to be clarified now when it exists more when one document type in the Users Tree for an Application Usage.
Proposed Change:  Define that collection “[AUID]/users” and [AUID/users/[XUI]” only contains the “main” documents in the Application Usage and not the supporting documents Access Permissions Document, Modification History Information Document etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0079 C010
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The reference [XSD_xdcp] does not exist.
Proposed Change: Add the correct reference.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0080 C025
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.4.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Clarification of the structure of an XDCP document is  missing
Proposed Change: Add text and remove Editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0081 C026
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6
all sub-sections
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: It exists an issue with how Access Permissions to a XDM Document Part shall be handled contra access to a filtered XDM Document. In 5.6.1 a conditions child element <node-selectors> is introduced but maybe a new  <transformations> child element is a better choice. The reason is that such element can be used at a read request for a document to filter out certain parts of the document and still deliver a full XDM document. A filter element is also used in XDM Forward and XDM Differential Read/ Write to limit a full XDM Document.
Proposed Change:  Remove the <node-selectors> element and add a new <transformations> child element. Try to combine the structure and syntax of this element with elements used for XDM forward etc if possible.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0082 C027
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved. 

Proposed Change: Add what ever elements that are needed to the subsections of 5.6.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0083 C011
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.6
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Should the <node-selectors> element be part of the <conditions>? The <actions> element could also be fit for the task.

Proposed Change: None yet.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0084 C008
	2010.02.24
	E
	5.6.1
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: “… and one <action> element…”

Proposed Change: replace with: “… and one <actions> element…”
	Status: CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS


	C0085 C009
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Recipient-list for forwarding element is unnecessary as if wanted you can always send it to yourself and then forward it someone who user might have blocked in a first place. Anyway too complex.

Proposed Change: No need for recipient-list thus remove
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0086 C010
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Clarify usage of <provide-forwarded-contents> element

Proposed Change: Clarify usage of <provide-forwarded-contents> element
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0087 C012
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.6.1
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: <action> is not an element of <rule>, <actions> is.

Proposed Change: Add an "s" to <action>.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C0088 C013
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The <allow-any-operation> element shouldn't always be part of the document

Proposed Change: Make it optional by adding an "or" at the end of the bulleted line.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0089 C022
	2010.03.21
	Q
	5.6.1

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Why the <identity> child elements under <access-permissions-document-rule> doesn’t allow <external-list>?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0090 C023
	2010.03.21
	Q/T
	5.6.1

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: regarding to the directory rule, does it cover the permission of creating/delete/renaming the name of directory?

Proposed Change: if it isn’t covered, add corresponding control elements
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0091 C024
	2010.03.21
	Q/T
	5.6.1

	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: the <black-list> and <white-list> can exist at same time.

Proposed Change: change the conjunction “or” to “and”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0092 C008
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.1

5.6.7
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: For all cases allow-all and allow-retrieve are enough. Too fine grained rules are just too complex. If you allow write access then it’s all… 

Proposed Change: Reduce number of possibilities by packing some of these together to make user experience easier. Now there is just too many option. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0093 C025
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.3
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The default namespace shouldn’t be same as common-policy.
Proposed Change: rename the default namespace to “urn:oma:xml:xdm: access-permissions” to keep the consistency.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0094 C028
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.6.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The XML schema is referenced as [XSD_ap] in the ERELD and from a consistency point of view it is better to use the same way to refer to this document.  

Proposed Change:  Change to use the ERELD way. Please note that also section 2.1 must be updated.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0095 C014
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.4
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The reference [XSD_XDM2_AP] does not exist.
Proposed Change: Add the correct reference in section 2.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0096 C011
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.7
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Take User experience aspects account by creating easy to use solution without too many options. 

Proposed Change: Try to package several actions together. It’s not needed to have single rule for everything
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0097 C012
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.7
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: <recipients-list>  element uses <black-list> wrongly. It should be not allowed

Proposed Change: Change description of black and white list elements
	 Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0098 C013
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.7
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Address editors note

Proposed Change: Remove <both allow-forward-contents> and <blocked-contents> elements
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C0099 C014
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.7
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: allow-any-operation-own-data & allow-retrieve-own-data should be operator level elements if needed at all. In user level such elements doesn’t make much sense. 

Proposed Change: Add description that these cannot be manipulated by user if such feature is used in the network.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00100 C015
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.6.7
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: <transformation> is not an element of <rule>, < transformations> is.

Proposed Change: Add an "s" to <transformation >.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C00101 C026
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.7
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the first editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the first editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00102 C027
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.7
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the second editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the second editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00103 C028
	2010.03.21
	Q
	5.6.7
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: not very clear about the use of <allow-any-operation-own-data> and <allow-retrieve-own-data> elements. Is there any Application Usage which has used that?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00104 C015
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.6.10
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: What are default / initial values of the created access permission document

Proposed Change:Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00105 C016
	2010.03.25
	E
	5.6.10
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: 2nd paragraph: “Access Permissions D”

Access Permissions Document

Proposed Change: change to “ Access Permissions Document”


	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C00106 C016
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.6.10
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in second sentence.

Proposed Change: Replace D by Document.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C00107 C029
	2010.03.21
	E
	5.6.10
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: “The XDMS SHALL delete the Access Permissions D only when the User Directory for the corresponding Application Usage is deleted.”
It is not complete.
Proposed Change: correct “D” to “Document”
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 

	C00108 C030
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.10
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00109 C017
	2010.03.25
	E
	5.6.11

5.7.1.11
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Line change missing between paragraphs

Proposed Change: Fix
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 

	C00110 C029
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Access Permissions is not an application usage. 
Proposed Change:  Write “It is not possible to search in Access Permissions Documents “ instead.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00111 C030
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.13
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s noted must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00112 C031
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.13
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00113 C031
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00114 C032
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.14
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00115 C032
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00116 C033
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.15
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00117 C033
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.16
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00118 C034
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.16
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00119 C034
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.6.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00120 C035
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.6.17
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00121 C035
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The example is not correct. Request History is not likely to contain all operations of a certain type. 

Proposed Change: Change “(e.g. all unauthorized retrieve …” to “(e.g. unauthorized retrieve…”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00122 C036
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.1.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes

The structure of <diff-write> can reuse the structure of <filter> element defined for forwarding.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00123 C017
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.7.1.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is the term operator really suited for the attribute defining the operation requester?

Proposed Change: Replace operator by requestor. This will be inline with section 5.7.2.1.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00124 C018
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.7.1.2

5.7.2.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in second sentence.

Proposed Change: Replace shared by share.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 
See C0145

	C00125 C037
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.1.4
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The reference [XSD_XDM2_CHI] can’t be found in section 2.1 and the SUP file is missing as well.
Proposed Change: add SUP file and reference.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00126 C019
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.7
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The <add> and <replace> elements are child of the <patch> element not of the <history-information> element.

Proposed Change: Fix that in the 4th and 5th paragraphs.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00127 C020
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.7.1.7
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Copy/paste error in the 5th paragraph.

Proposed Change: Replace the <replace> element by the <remove> element.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 

	C00128 C021
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.7.1.7
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: For the restore operation, shall the new-etag be set to the original etag value of the Document before it was modified and restored ?

Proposed Change: Clarify if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00129 C038
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.1.7
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the 1st editor’s notes

Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00130 C039
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.1.7
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the 2nd editor’s notes

Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00131 C036
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.7.1.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Align the name of the reference with the name used in e.g. ERELD when  the XML schema is defined
Proposed Change: See ERELD for suitable name
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00132 C037
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.11
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Only read and delete operation are allowed to by performed by an XDMC/XDM Agent as it is always the XDMS that does the writing of history information,  

Proposed Change:  Clarify the text.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00133 C021
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.7.1.11
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Why there is a access permission policy for modification history information. Should that same as with 5.7.2.11 Request History information.

Proposed Change:Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00134 C038
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Search in history information as an requirement see HIST-013 

Proposed Change: Clarify how the requirement is fulfilled or mark the requirement as “future”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00135 C039
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.13
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00136 C040
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00137 C018
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.7.1.14
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: No sense to have history of history… to be deleted

Proposed Change: Delete 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00138 C041
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00139 C042
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.16
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00140 C019
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.7.1.16
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: No need for restore operation of history document as its server written document

Proposed Change: Delete restore from history document
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00141 C040
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.1.13

5.7.1.14

5.7.1.15

5.7.1.16

5.7.1.17


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes

Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00142 C043
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.1.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00143 C044
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00144 C041
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.2.1 
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes

Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00145 C009
	2010.02.24
	E
	5.7.2.2
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: “An Application Usage MAY requires the use of a Request History Information Document. The Request History Information Document SHALL shared the Application Unique ID with the XDM Document it contains the Request History Information of.”
Proposed Change: “An Application Usage MAY require the use of a Request History Information Document. The Request History Information Document SHALL have the same Application Unique ID as the XDM Document whose Request History Information it contains.”
	Status: CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS  


	C00146 C042
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.2.3
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The default namespace isn’t consistent as the SUP file.
Proposed Change: rename the default namespace to “urn:oma:xml:xdm:request-history” to keep the consistency.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00147 C045
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.7.2.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Align the name of the reference with the name used in e.g. ERELD.
Proposed Change: See ERELD for the name.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00148 C020
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.7.2.7
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: “type” attribute and “result” attributes are not defined 

Proposed Change: Defined
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00149 C043
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.2.7
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes

Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00150 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.2.7
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the editors note.

Proposed Change: The value for the type attribute should be synched with Modification History document and XDM Preferences document.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00151 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.2.7
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the editors note.

Proposed Change: Add the needed text to remove the editors note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00152 C046

C00153 
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.11
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The text is a bit unclear about what a Principal can do and not do with the request history document.
Proposed Change: Clarify the text a bit more.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00154 C047
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00155 C044
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.7.2.12-17
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes

Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00156 C048
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.13
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00157 C049
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00158 C050
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00159 C051
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.16
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00160 C052
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.7.2.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00161 C053
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: the “path” attribute of the <document> element is a User Directory Document Selector or a folder in the User Directory.
Proposed Change:  Change “the path of the XDM Document” to “a User Directory Document Selector Document or a User Directory Folder Selector.” Add this new term to definitions. A sequence of path segments, with each segment being separated by a “/” that identify a particular folder within a particular User Directory ( e.g. “oma_hist” if the User Directory Document Selector is “oma_hist/index”) 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00162 
	
	
	
	
	

	C00163 C054
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.8.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: <identity> is a child element of conditions, Shall also <external-list> and <other identity> from section 5.2.2.1 be possible to allow for user listed in List XDMS and for non listed users .
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00164 C055
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00165 C045
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00166 C022
	2010.03.25
	E
	5.8.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Add missing white spaces and remove double ones

Proposed Change: Fix
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 

	C00167 C056
	2010.02.25
	E
	5.8.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Align the name of the reference with the name used in e.g. ERELD.
Proposed Change: See ERELD for the name.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00168 C010
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.8.4
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: XSD_XDM2_XP is referenced in the text but the reference is not defined and the SUP document doesn’t exist
Proposed Change: Supply the document and add the reference
	Status: OPEN 



	C00169 C046
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.4
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00170 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.4
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the editors note.

Proposed Change: Add the SUP files with the validated schema.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00171 C057
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.8.7.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The use of filters needs to be clarified a bit more. E.g. What shall the XDMS do when it does not find a filter?
Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00172 C058
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.7.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s notes must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00173 C023
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.8.7.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: What happen when history is turned “off”?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00174 C047
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.7.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the 1st editor’s notes
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00175 C048
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.7.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the 2nd editor’s notes
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00176 C024
	2010.03.25
	E
	Whole document
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Check that internal references are OK?

Proposed Change: Check and fix when needed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00177 C059
	2010.02.25
	Q
	5.8.7.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The use of the <content-type> element needs to be clarified. Forwarding is per AUID every AUID has only one basic Content-type. Is the purpose of the element to define how the supporting XDM documents shall be handle (e.g. The Access Permissions Document
Proposed Change: Clarify 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00178 C011
	2010.02.24
	T
	5.8.7.2
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of “accept” and “reject” preferences specify server behavior.

Proposed Change: Since we are introducing accept and reject commands to support delivery report, it would be better to define the preferences to point to the new server behavior specified in 6.2.6.2.
	Status: OPEN 



	C00179 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.7.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the editors note.

Proposed Change: Update with the details of “type” attribute values which would be added in the Request History Information document.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00180 C060
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00181 C049
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.12


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.

The search function is not needed for this XDM Document
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00182 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.12 – 5.8.17
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Editor’s note is existing. 

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00183 C050
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.13


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.

The XDM Preferences Document may be not needed for this XDM Document
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00184 C061
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.13
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00185 C062
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00186 C051
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.14


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.

The history document should be supported for this XDM Document
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00187 C063
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00188 C064
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.16
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00189 C065
	2010.02.25
	T
	5.8.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00190 C052
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.15


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00191 C053
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.16


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00192 C054
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.8.17


	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00193 C025
	2010.03.25
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Remove double white space on first line after XDM Resource

Proposed Change: 
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C00194 C026
	2010.03.25
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Remove unnecessary dot after NOTE 3. 

Proposed Change:
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 

	C00195 C066
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: It is clear what [document-name] is in the text defining an XDCP Request HTTP URI.
Proposed Change: Use the term “User Directory Document Selector” instead as this is a defined term in section 3.2.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00196 C022
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The XDM Agent should also be able to perform XDM operations using XDCP.

Proposed Change: Add XDM Agent when needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00197 C067
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00198 C012
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.1.1.3.1
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Specify that HTTP request URI shall be set to the Document Selector pointing to the reference.

Proposed Change: Insert at the beginning of the section:

“All document share by reference operations SHALL set the HTTP request URI to the URI of the reference being created, removed or retrieved.”

Remove the editor’s note
	Status: OPEN 



	C00199 C013
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.1.1.3.2
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note and add the text defining the maximum duration

Proposed Change: Insert the following at the end of bullet 4:

“The maximum and default time periods for keeping a Forward Request active are determined by the operators’ policies.”
	Status: OPEN 



	C00200 C014
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.1.1.3.2
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: The handling of received forward requests when preferences actions is set to “confirm” is missing

Proposed Change: Include the text to cover explicit Forward-Accept, Forward-Reject and perhaps Forward-View XDCP requests.
	Status: OPEN 



	C00201 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1.1.3.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Editor’s note is existing. 

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00202 C068
	2010.02.25
	Q
	6.1.1.3.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The function XDM Optimizations add on a filter that defines that the XDMC is only handling subset of the document. Does this filter also need to be reflected in the XDCP Subscribe?
Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00203 C027
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.3
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Add clarification that this is alternative mechanism for SIP SUBS/NOTIFY

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00204 C069
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The header “XDM Optimization” is misleading as the section contain a very specific case of optimizations that can be done in XDM both also a function to support devices with limited capabilities that can not be seen as an “optimization” of XDM. It is more a new feature.
Proposed Change:  Change the heading to “XDM differential Operations”?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00205 C070
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: One main use of XDM Optimization is not clearly described. The use is when an XDMC wants to get all patches of a document between two versions or when the XDMC want to update more than one XML node at a time. The text is now mainly describing the case when the XDMC only have a portion of a document. 
Proposed Change:  Clarify the text so that the two cases are described as two different cases.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00206 C028
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Chapter is about pacth-ops based differential read and write so rename header to something like that instead of XDM optimization or delete whole paragraph and move applicable text to sub-chapters XDM Diff read and XDM Diff Write. 

Proposed Change: Delete paragraph and use diff write / read instead
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00207 C071
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment:  The terms used in the text needs to be more aligned E.g. “ “ “differential read operation” “XDCP differential read request”  XDCP Differential Read” “XDCP Differential Read request” are these just different wording for the same thing?

Proposed Change:  Clarify and update the text if needed. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00208 C029
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Change header to to 6.1.1.3.4

Proposed Change
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00209 C031
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Are Diff write/read applicable for XDM Agent as well?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00210 C032
	2010.03.25
	E
	6.1.1.3.4.1;

6.2.6.3.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Do not use XDM Client, use XDMC

Proposed Change: Use XDMC
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C00211 C033
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Clarify last paragraph about how client can know whether supported or not 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00212 C036
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Use “diiferential read” instead of “XDM read optimization”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00213 C038
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.1;

6.2.6.3.1
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Usage of filters with differential read and write is very unclear. With current description usage of filters is not needed at all in any XDM application usages.

Proposed Change: Delete filters related to differential read / write
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00214 C039
	2010.03.25
	T
	generic
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: How XDMC can know what new functions of XDM 2.1 are supported by the XDMS? Xcap-caps doesn’t fit for all… I.e. supporting XDCP doesn’t necessary mean that all XDCPs are supported.

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00215 C056
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1.1.3.4

6.2.6.3
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: many contents are duplicated.
Proposed Change: rearrange and rephrase to keep them simple and unduplicated.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00216 C057
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1.1.3.5
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Note
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00217 C072
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The terms used in the text needs to be more aligned
Proposed Change: Clarify and update the text if needed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00218 C030
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Change to header to 6.1.1.3.5

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00219 C034
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: An ETAG in the body of the XDCP Request must match the ETAG of the XDM Document currently stored on the XDM Server.  
What if Etag doesn’t match?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00220 C035
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Use “diiferential write” instead of “XDM write optimization”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00221 C037
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Clarify last paragraph about how client can know whether supported

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00222 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Do we need this section? 

Proposed Change: If this section is needed, we need to explore other new sections which have to be added.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00223 C073
	2010.02.25
	Q
	6.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The function XDM Optimizations add on a filter that defines that the XDMC is only handling subset of the document. Does this filter also need to be reflected in the SIP Subscribe?
Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00224 C015
	2010.02.24
	E
	6.1.2.1
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Misspelling in the first sentence: “If the XDMC or the XDM Agent subscribes to changes in XDM Resources suing SIP…”
Proposed Change: replace  “suing” with “using”
	Status: CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 


	C00225 C023
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The first sentence is unclear. What does the "it" refer to?

Proposed Change: Rephrase (e.g. If the XDMC subscribes to changes in XDM Resources using XDCP, then the pertaining subscription SHALL be carried out by sending an XDCP Request as specified in section 6.1.1.3 with the following clarifications).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00226 C024
	2010.02.25
	E
	6.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The last sentence is unclear.

Proposed Change: Add commas.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00227 C074
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.2.1.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Bullet 2 in second bullet list is using the word “relevant” and a reference to an IETF document. As the Application Usage Document structure is more complex in XDM 2.1 some more information is needed to describe what “relevant XDM Resource” might be. 

Proposed Change: Clarify the text in some way.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00228 C075
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.2.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Bullet 3 is using the word “relevant” and a reference to an IETF document. As the Application Usage Document structure is more complex in XDM 2.1 some more information is needed to describe what “relevant XDM Resource” might be. 

Proposed Change: Clarify the text in some way.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00229 C076
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: In the XDM_RD it exists a requirement FUNC-SRCH-008 that requires the use of wild cards in a search. The existing XQuery 1.0 syntax has its limitations in this area when doing search in e.g. elements of the type string. W3C has now issued an extension to XQuery 1.0.

“XQuery and XPath Full Text 1.0”
 http://www.w3.org/TR/2010/CR-xpath-full-text-10-20100128/ for full text search in XML documents.  By adding this syntax the application usages can use this common way for full text search including wild card search instead of defining their own XQuery user functions.
Proposed Change: Change “the XQuery expression” to “the XQuery or the XQuery Full Text expression”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00230 C077
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00231 C055
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Add procedures for requesting history information. If it isn’t needed, delete this section
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00232 C078
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: [document-name] is not a defined term use [User Directory Document Selector] instead.
Proposed Change:  as described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00233 C079
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: An XDMS can also receive an HTTP Request URI what stops after [XUI] in case of remote forwarding.
Proposed Change:  Add the case to the section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00234 C040
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: “When generating HTTP responses towards the XDMC”

Add XDM Agent

Proposed Change: Add XDM Agent


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00235 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Handle all the types of URIs needed for the XDCP request. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase the sentence to state what are the URI forms considered valid.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00236 C080
	2010.02.25
	Q
	6.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The function XDM Optimizations add on a filter that defines that the XDMC is only handling subset of the document. Does this filter also need to be reflected in the Subscribe to Changes in XML Documents?
Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00237 C081
	2010.02.25
	Q
	6.2.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: As the Application Usage Document structure is more complex in XDM 2.1 some more information is needed to describe how the information in the Subscribe Body shall be handled. E.g. What does a “wild card” URI include? All documents or only the “main” documents (e.g. not Access Permissions Document etc.)
Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00238 C082
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: In the XDM_RD it exists a requirement FUNC-SRCH-008 requires the use of wild cards in a search. The existing XQuery 1.0 syntax has its limitations in this area when doing search in e.g. elements of the type string. W3C has now issued an extension to XQuery 1.0.

“XQuery and XPath Full Text 1.0”
 http://www.w3.org/TR/2010/CR-xpath-full-text-10-20100128/ for full text search in XML documents.  By adding this syntax the application usages can use this common way for full text search including wild card search instead of defining their own XQuery user functions.
Proposed Change: Change “the XQuery expression” to “the XQuery or the XQuery Full Text expression”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00239 C083
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.4.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: A reference to section 5.6 where more information about an Access Permissions Document can be found might be  useful this section.
Proposed Change: Add a reference after the first Access Permissions Document words.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00240 C016
	2010.02.24
	E
	6.2.4.1
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Cumbersome formulation

Proposed Change: Change to:

“If the Application Usage defines an Access Permissions Document, The XDMS SHALL create a single Access Permissions Document for the Primary Principal when a User Directory is created in the Users Tree. The Document URI for the Access Persmissions Document SHALL be “[XCAP Root URI]/[AUID]/users/[XUI]/oma_ap/access-permissions”.
By default the Access Permissions Document SHALL grant the Primary Principal access to all operations towards the User Directory including the created Access Permissions Document.


	Status: OPEN 



	C00241 C017
	2010.02.24
	E
	6.2.4.2
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: “The XDMS SHALL delete the Access Permissions Document when the Primary Principal’s corresponding User Directory is deleted.”

Proposed Change: Change to:

“The XDMS SHALL delete the Access Permissions Document when the corresponding Primary Principal’s User Directory is deleted.”
	Status: CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS


	C00242 C058
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.5
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: it is clearer if listing all operation types in the first sentence.
Proposed Change: change to “The XDMS SHALL apply access control to all operations defined in in Sections 6.1.1.”Document Management” and section 6.1.2 “Subscribing to changes in the XDM Resources” towards a Primary Principal’s User Directory and its contents.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00243 C084
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00244 C059
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.5.2
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: resolve the editor’s notes
Proposed Change: resolve and remove the editor’s notes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00245 C025
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Couldn't the XDM Agent also be capable of adding an element to a sequence?

Proposed Change: Add XDM Agent.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00246 C018
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.2.5.2
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the editor’s note 

Proposed Change: Include the text specifying the 409 Conflict response when the attribute is not unique.
	Status: OPEN 



	C00247 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Check whether all the error responses listed 

Proposed Change: Verify all the XDCP requests and add more error codes if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00248 C085
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00249 C019
	2010.02.24
	E
	6.2.6.1
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: unclear definition:

“SHALL delete any XDM Document associated with the Primary Principal having the same name as the XDM Document addressed in the XDCP request;”

Proposed Change: Change to:

“SHALL delete the XDM Document associated with the Primary Principal pointed to by the Request URI supplied with the XDCP request if it exists;”

	Status: OPEN 



	C00250 C060
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00251 C020
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.2.6.2
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: In order to accommodate for the Contact Share Delivery report it is necessary to introduce new XDCP operations.

Proposed Change: 

Add text describing handling of Forward-Accept, Forward-Reject and perhaps Forward-View XDCP operations.
	Status: OPEN 



	C00252 C061
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: The procedures of how to use access permission to control the forwarding receivers in delegation case are not included
Proposed Change: add the corresponding procedures.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00253 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Check whether all the error responses listed 

Proposed Change: Verify all the XDCP requests and add more error codes if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00254 C086
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00255 C062
	2010.03.21
	E
	6.2.6.2.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: “If a <filter> element is present, then XDMSSHALL apply the filters to the XDM Document to be forwarded and store the resulting XDM Document in a temporary storage which can be accessed by the recipients.”
The space should exist between XDMS and SHALL.
Proposed Change: fix it
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C00256 C063
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.1
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00257 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the editor’s note. 

Proposed Change: Replace the editor’s note with the needed text.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00258 C087
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00259 C026
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.2.2
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: “XDM Forward_Remote” request does not exist, “Forward_Remote” does.

Proposed Change: Replace “XDM Forward_Remote” by “Forward_Remote”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00260 C064
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.2
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00261 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the editor’s note. 

Proposed Change: Replace the editor’s note with the needed text.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00262 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Add a note that the target XDMS need not be the same type as the originating XDMS.

Proposed Change: Application Usages can specify the target XDMS when generating the XDM Forward request and the target XDM document should be able to consume the forwarded content.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00263 C021
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.2.6.2.3
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: In relation to comment on section 5.8.7.2 the server behavior should be described here

Proposed Change: 

Add text indicating that if the preference is accept the server will act as if it received a Forward-Accept from the XDMC and if the preference is reject as if it received Forward-Reject
	Status: OPEN 



	C00264 C022
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.2.6.2.4
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Notification about accept and reject and hence delivery report are missing.

Proposed Change: Add notification of Forward-Accept, Forward-Reject and Forward-View operations by writing to sender’s Forwarding Notifications List.
	Status: OPEN 



	C00265 C023
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.2.6.2.4
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: <status > element not defined

Proposed Change: Remove the editor’s note and add <status> element’s values:

Accepted, rejected, timed-out
	Status: OPEN 



	C00266 C065
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.4
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve the 1st Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00267 C066
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.4
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Notes.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00268 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.4
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note.

Proposed Change: Replace the editor’s note with the procedures needed for implementing the Contact Share delivery report requirements transferred from CAB to PAG during Sorrento.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00269 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.2.4
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note related to status element.

Proposed Change: Add the needed text.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00270 C088
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The header “XDM Optimization” is misleading as the section contain a very specific case of optimizations that can be done in XDM both also a function to support devices with limited capabilities that can not be seen as an “optimization” of XDM. It is more a new feature.
Proposed Change:  Change the heading to “XDM differential Operations”?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00271 C089
	2010.02.25
	E
	6.2.6.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Shall the quote be after the section number and shall “Section” be “section” in order to be consistent with other sections?
Proposed Change:  Clarify and update if needed.
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS 

	C00272 C041
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.2.6.3
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Delete header as name of the feature differential read & write is enough.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00273 C090
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The bullets 3 and 4 are not using the same type of wording as the other bullets.
Proposed Change: Align the wording between the bullets.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00274 C091
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The terms used in the text needs to be more aligned E.g. “ “ “differential read operation” “XDCP differential read request”  XDCP Differential Read” “XDCP Differential Read request” are these just different wording for the same thing

Proposed Change:  Clarify and update the text if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00275 C092
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The terms used in the text needs to be more aligned
Proposed Change: Clarify and update the text if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00276 C093
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: The bullet 1 is not using the same type of wording as the other bullets.
Proposed Change: Align the wording between the bullets
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00277 C042
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Please refer to the above section "6.2.6.3.1 XDM Differential Read" for a discussion on filters.  Is not good way to say things in the spec.

Proposed Change: Modify sentence
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00278 C043
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.2
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: What happen if the etag doesn’t match?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00279 C094
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s notes must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00280 C044
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.2.6.4
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Two ,, on bullet 1.

Proposed Change: Fix
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00281 C045
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.2.6.4
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Restoring diff-write needs to be specified

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00282 C067
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.6.4
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve the 2nd Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00283 C095
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s notes must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00284 C068
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: Wenjie Zhu, Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note.
Proposed Change: Resolve and remove Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00285 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Resolve the editors note.

Proposed Change: Add the needed text and also change the title to be more generic. Not sure whether this chapter is needed. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00286 C096
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.3.1.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: [document-name] is not a defined term use [User Directory Document Selector instead.
Proposed Change: Update as described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00287 C027
	2010.02.25
	Q
	6.3.1.1
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Can only the XDMC send requests that may need aggregation of responses ?

Proposed Change: If not, clarify.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00288 C097
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: [document-name] is not a defined term use [User Directory Document Selector instead.
Proposed Change: Update as described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00289 C098
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.3.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Use the term “XCAP Server Capabilities Document instead of “xcap-caps” XDM Document.
Proposed Change: Update as described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00290 C099
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.3.1.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Use the term “XCAP Directory Document instead of “xcap-directory XDM Document” etc.
Proposed Change: Update as described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00291 C046
	2010.03.25
	E
	6.3.1.4
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: prepend the XCAP Root  URI to the received “uri” attribute value if it contains only the Document Selector.
Proposed Change: Rephrase sentence
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00292 C028
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.3.1.12
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Request-URI of the form http://[XCAP Root URI]/ org.openmobilealliance.search does not include an AUID and thus shouldn't be part of the condition of the 5th paragraph.
Proposed Change: Remove this part of the condition.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00293 C047
	2010.03.25
	E
	6.5
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Upon receiving XCAP requests, an XDCP Request or Search Requests from remote networks
Proposed Change: Rephrase sentence: Upon receiving XCAP requests, XDCP Requests or Search Requests from remote networks
	Status: 
CLOSED BY OMA-MWG-XDM-2010-0077-CR_XDM2.1_Editorial_Comments_Core_TS

	C00294 C029
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.5
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment:.The Cross Network Proxy should also be able to receive XDCP Requests from the local domain.
Proposed Change: Reflect this in the second sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00295 C100
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.6.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00296 C024
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.6.1
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove X-3GPP-Intended-Identity from bullet 5 b) and clarify the use of asserted identity headers
Proposed Change: Remove the editor’s note, and state that if 3gpp/2 GAA is used then use X-3GPP-Asserted-Identity, when not then use X-XCAP-Asserted-Identity.
	Status: OPEN 



	C00297 C101
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.6.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: It can exist case where the P-Asserted-Identity SIP header contain a tel URI and not SIP URI. This case needs to be covered as well.
Proposed Change: Change “SIP URI” to “URI” in a number of place e.g. change “set request URI to the SIP URI obtained” to “set request URI to the URI obtained”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00298 C025
	2010.02.24
	T
	6.6.3
	Source: dpetronijevic@rim.com

Form: INP doc

Comment: Error responses missing

Proposed Change: Remove the editor’s note, and specify 503 Service Unavailable and 504 Gateway Timeout error responses.
	Status: OPEN 



	C00299 C048
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.6.3
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: XDM Agent is missing

Proposed Change: Add XDM Agent
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00300 C030
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.6.3
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: The XDM Agent is also able to send request to the Subscription Proxy.

Proposed Change: Add XDM Agent when needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00301 C049
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.6.4
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: XDM Agent is missing

Proposed Change: Add XDM Agent
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00302 C102
	2010.02.25
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s note must be resolved and SCR tables checked.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00303 C031
	2010.02.25
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: This Appendix is still basically a copy/paste from the Core TS v2.0.

Proposed Change: Update the introduction text and tables according to version 2.1.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00304 C032
	2010.02.25
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: There are no SCRs defined for the Subscription Proxy.
Proposed Change: Add a SCR table for the Subscription Proxy.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00305 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Verify whether all the SCR items are added related to the new features added in XDM2.1

Proposed Change: Add the missing SCR items 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00306 C103
	2010.02.25
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Editor’s notes must be resolved and some new examples added.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00307 C051
	2010.03.25
	T
	App. C
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Examples of new XDM features are missing
Proposed Change: Add examples
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00308 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Examples for the newly added features are missing.

Proposed Change: Add the missing examples if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00309 C033
	2010.02.25
	Q
	Appendix E.1
	Source: Orange

Form: INP doc

Comment: Wouldn't it be interesting to allow X-XCAP-Asserted-Identity to carry more than one identity?
Proposed Change: Allow X-XCAP-Asserted-Identity to carry the SIP and Tel URI at the same time.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00310 C050
	2010.03.25
	T
	App. G
	Source: antti.laurila@nsn.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0039-XDM_2_1_CONR_Comments

Comment: Differential operations are missing

Proposed Change: Add differential operations
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00311 C002
	2010.03.21
	T
	Appendix G
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0042

Comment: Table is incomplete

Proposed Change: Add the missing XDCP request types.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00312 C104
	2010.02.25
	T
	Appendix X
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0033
Comment: Is a new Appendix needed that defines some guidelines/ recommendations/normative statements how to use a <rule> element in the Access Permissions Document? For Presence authorisation Rules this is handle in a separate enabler but a better idea might be to include some very basic fixed rules in the XDM 2.1 enabler.
Proposed Change:  Add an appendix with a few basic rules with defined “id” attributes in order to make these basic rules easy to recognize.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00313 C001
	2010.01.25
	T
	32.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: An error code name space http://www.w3c.org/2005/xqt-errors is referenced in 6.2.6.3.2 

Proposed Change:  to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00314 C002
	2010.01.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: There are some terms used in XDM Diff Rd/Wr that are not included, such as "master copy". Undefined terms from 6.1.1.3.4 and 6.2.6.3.2 need to be defined and added 

Proposed Change:  to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00315 C003
	2010.01.25
	T
	5.2.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: Detailed Conflict Reports: in XDM Optimization there is a <diff-write-conflict> child element called out in section 6.2.6.3.2, as a child node of <xcap-error>.  It does not appear in 5.2.3.  or the associated schema.  

Proposed Change:  to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00316 C004
	2010.01.25
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: An XDMC should be able to check the XCAP Server Capabilities to determine if that server supports XDM Optimization for the particular application document.  It is not reflected. 
Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00317 C005
	2010.01.25
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Commenl>

Comment:  Repeated texts exists in this section. Also, the <content-type> element on pg 46, 5.8.7.2, is not mentioned in this section but should for internal document consistency.  Also, the <transformations> element is part of <rule>, contrary to this section, so this is incorrect.  CAB, for example, needs <provide-all> in a rule, as CAB uses <rule> as a "contact view".  

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00318 C006
	2010.01.25
	T
	5.7.1.7
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: The <diff-write> element has insufficient definition.  

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

<provide response>

	C00319 C007
	2010.01.25
	T
	5.7.2.
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucentl>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: XDCP commands appear to have sections such as 5.7.2.15.  An assumption is that the XDM histories can be read with XDM differential read.  A CAB device may use this, for example, for reactive authorization if some other CAB user subscribes to their PCC document.  For consistent document structure, there should be a 5.2.7.18?   
Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00320 C008
	2010.01.25
	T
	5.8.7.1.
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:   The <actions> element has insufficient text.  Also, as mentioned, <content-type> should appear in 5.6.1 on ACP.

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00321 C009
	2010.01.25
	T
	5.8.15
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:   XDM Forwarding section is empty.  Preference should allow for automatic incorporation of forwarded elements into the document. 

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00322 C010
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.0
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Commentl>

Comment: The correct version is 2.1, not 2.0 in the UA HTTP header.

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00323 C011
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Commentl>

Comment: The <what> needs to allow for a <rule> in the CAB case because CAB forwards according to contact views, which are <rule> elements

Proposed Change: to be resolved 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00324 C012
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: In SIP there is a filter.  Is there a parallel filter here?  Ideally, this goes into the XDCP body with those other elements, and the filter is transparently used in the backend subscription.  In addition, there is patching and an aggregate format, so somehow the client needs to request one or the other, I assume.   

Proposed Change: to be resolved   
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00325 C013
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: If a subscription is restarted, is there any action to flush any queued notifications in the PPG?

Proposed Change: to be resolved   
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00326 C014
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: The material related to XDM Diff Read and Write should be moved into 6.1.1.3.4.1 and 6.1.1.3.4.2, respectively.  "Set difference" should be defined in section 3.2.   Similarly, "Master Copy" is not defined.  

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00327 C015
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  Should mention that the ETAG needs to be a previously valid ETAG. 

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00328 C016
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.1.3.4.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  Should mention that if the ETAG is not correct, the XDMC must refresh before performing a differential write or the request will be rejected. 

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00329 C017
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Commentl>

Comment: There needs to be a notify processing section for the non SIP case. For example, it should be mentioned that if the device loses track of the patching state, it needs to command the XDM Subscription Proxy to restart the backend subscription(s). 

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

<provide response>

	C00330 C018
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  Should be 2.1, not 2.0, in the http server header 

Proposed Change: to be resolved 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00331 C019
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  XDM Differential Read/Write conflict cases of 6.2.6.3 need to be incorporated here.

Proposed Change: to be resolved 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00332 C020
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.2.4
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  If the document element(s) were automatically incorporated into the actual document, then this outcome needs to be reflected in this section.   

Proposed Change: to be resolved 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00333 C021
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  Delete the reference back to 6.1.1.3.4, as it is proposed above to move the intro of that section into the actual sections.  As noted above, there are terms defined here but not appearing in section 3.2.  

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

<provide response>

	C00334 C022
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: Move the bullets to a list of sub-bullets in section 6.2.6.  

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

<provide response>

	C00335 C023
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  The schema in draft-ietf-simple-xcap-diff-13 has been edited (compared to previous draft versions) so that xcap element and attribute types can now work like xcap document type in terms of etags. Therefore, are these allowed in an XCAP diff document of an XDCP Rd, i.e., as an assertion of a new element or attribute existing in the document being read?
Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00336 C024
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  <document patch> needs elaboration in terms of the xcap diff draft schema. For example, the changes are aggregated. 
Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00337 C025
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: Move the bullets to a list of sub-bullets in section 6.2.6. 

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

<provide response>

	C00338 C026
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  <document patch> needs elaboration in terms of the xcap diff draft schema. For example, the changes are aggregated. 
Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00339 C027
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.3.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment:  A client may subscribe to either aggregated or xcap patching style notifications.  Therefore, when a differential edit is made, the server needs to generate individual etags for each edit.  A note should exist in this section outlining the fact to the reader.
Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00340 C028
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.4
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: Move the bullets to a list of sub-bullets in section 6.2.6. 

Proposed Change: to be resolved 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00341 C029
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.2.6.4
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: There are two editor's notes for restore.   

Also, why is this special, given there is a roll back to a previous etag?

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00342 C030
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.4
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: CAB makes use of the Search Proxy to route search requests back to the CAB Server of the sending user for an external search, i.e., not in an XDM network.  This section should be compared against CAB assumptions for correctness. 

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00343 C031
	2010.02.25
	T
	6.6
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: Comments above addressed a few points:  xcap diff format (patching vs aggregated) and any steps necessary when the XDMC restarts a non SIP subcription when the XDMC loses track of patching. Those issues likely affect this section.

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00344 C032
	2010.02.25
	T
	Annex B
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: XDM Differential Rd/Wr SCr is missing

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	C00345 C033
	2010.02.25
	T
	Annex C
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <Review Comment>

Comment: XDM Differential Rd/Wr examples are missing

Proposed Change: to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


