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

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

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2006-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

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

· Submitters are encouraged, but not required, to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible

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

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

2.1 OMA-ETR-SIP_SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20061020-D
This section includes comments by Ericsson to OMA-ETR-SIP_SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20061020-D.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2006-11-07
	E
	2
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc
Comment: The reference section needs to list the IM AD, RD and any IM TS documents, as well as any non-IM TS documents used for creation of the IM ETR document. 

Proposed Change: Update the References section and remove any empty rows.
	Status: For approval, added those from ERELD

	A002
	2006-11-07
	E
	3
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: The Terminology and Conventions section needs to list filled out with all used definitions and abbreviations. 

Proposed Change: Update the Terminology and Conventions section and remove any empty rows.
	Status: For approval, added those from ERELD 

	A003
	2006-11-07
	E
	4 and 5
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: The Introduction section needs to be updated with the correct versions of the IM TS 
Proposed Change: Update the Introduction section with correct references.
	Status:  For approval

	A004
	2006-11-07
	T
	5.1.1.1 and 5.1.1.2
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: Feature Key in both sections is the same, even though it covers separate feature.
Proposed Change: Update the Feature Key, so that it describes each feature separately.
	Status: For approval

	A005
	2006-11-07
	T
	5
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: Feature Key does not need to have –C or –S as the SCR Items do. The requirements description should specify which element is tested. Feature Key does not need to have “IMSpec” in it, since it is not part of the IM requirement. The definition is: “A set of characters uniquely identifying the enabler test  requirement to be tested. It is suggested that the Feature Key is no longer than 4 to 5 characters. The purpose of the Feature Key is that when used, it distinctly refers to only one feature to be tested.”

Proposed Change: To correct the Feature Keys in section 5, so that they uniquely identify a requirements o per-feature basis. For example: IMSpec-SMM-C-001 could be called SEJR-001.
	Status:  For Approval, Feature keys have been updated accordingly. They no longer related directly to the corresponding SCR item. 

	A006
	2006-11-07
	E
	5
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: References need to be clear – which TS do the requirements point to?

Proposed Change: To correct the references.
	Status: OMA IM TS added for all references,
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