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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:

Review Comment documents are internal documents and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.  
Please also remember to provide sufficient information regarding your review input:

· use the table associated with the document you are commenting against (there is a separate table for each document under review);

· indicate the Type of comment, either E (editorial) or T (technical);

· identify the location of the commented text as exact as possible (e.g., include bullet numbers, figure numbers, paragraph number, etc.); 

· your contact information for follow-up questions; and,

· the proposed change or recommended action.
Marked up versions of the document under review 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.
2. Review Comments

1. OMA IM Specification (OMA-TS-IM_SIMPLE-V1_0-20061128-D)                                                                            
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001. 
	
	
	4.1  3rd paragraph
	Source: Nokia 
[IMS-Ref]  : Reference missing
	

	002. 
	
	
	4.1 4th paragraph
	Source: Nokia 
XDM reference needed for the Search feature
	

	003. 
	
	
	4.3 
	Source: Nokia 
Delete:  “ An IM Session requires some central point of Control (focus) at an IM Server which provides conference like capabilities” . the explanation does not belong that section 
	

	004. 
	
	
	4.3.1
	Source: Nokia 
Replace “Usualy” with “Usually”
	

	005. 
	
	
	5.1
	Source: Nokia 
Remove the nickname. Nickname not used in IM
	

	006. 
	
	
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Example: Section refers to particular version of TS 24.229. This should be removed and we should reference just TS 24.229
	

	007. 
	
	
	5.3
	Source: Nokia 
third party register should be at best an alternate way of getting client info. Another way is by publish settings
	

	008. 
	
	
	5.3 
	Source Nokia:

“Upon receiving a 3rd party REGISTER, the IM Server:

· 1. SHALL perform the procedures specified in subclause Error! Reference source not found. “Delivering off-line messages”. “

Contradictory since the user has to publish his settings first before the server can decide to push content or just send the metadata 

· 
	

	009. 
	
	
	5.4 IM Server Sending System Message
	Source: Nokia

Step 4: How does the IM Server know if the registered IM Address or if the user is registered or not at the time sending the message? Or is this System Message available only for the Participating IM Server. (Participating server can be assumed to know about the registration). If so, it should be mentioned 


	

	0010. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Example: Capitalize “shall” in bullet 5
	

	0011. 
	
	
	General: through the whole document
	Source Nokia :

Terminology alignment and common “writing practices”:

· IM server -> IM Server; IM client -> IM Client; Shall -> SHALL; 

· Participating Function/ Participating IM Function -> Participating IM Server or IM Server (or vice versa)

· Upon receiving an… IM request / SIP request, SIP INVITE request…


	

	0012. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1 General / Step 1
	Source Nokia :

- Some indication how the IM Server checks if the IM User is allowed to do something. E.g. according to IM Server’s local policy?

- rephrase: “is allowed to send an Instant Message” -> “is allowed to send the request”
	

	0013. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Example: bullet 5b says “SHALL respond with the size and contents supported by operator policy” it should be replaced by “SHALL respond with a SIP 403 “Forbidden" containing the size and contents supported by operator policy”
	

	0014. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1  and 6.1.1.2  etc.
	Source Nokia :

It’s not clear in which order the user should read the sections. E.g. when originating server receives a pager- mode request, it should first read 6.1.1.3.1 which refers to 6.1.1.1, but when the same server receives a session-mode request, it should first read 6.1.1.1 (by default) and then skip 6.1.1.2.1 (by default), read 6.1.1.2.2 which refers to 6.1.1.2.1 which refers back to 6.1.1.2.2.. 

For example , it could be 6.1.2.2->6.1.2.1->6.1.1.1
	

	0015. 
	
	
	6.1.1
	Source Nokia :

Overlapping SIP response texts.  Remove unnecessary texts and check that the remaining makes sense and cover all the cases.
	

	0016. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1 / step 2
	Source Nokia :

- rephrase: “has responded to system message requiring” -> “has responded to a previously sent system message requiring”

- Whether to send an error response or not could depend on the server’s local policy, and could not be mandatory.
	

	0017. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1 / step 5
	Source Nokia :

- a) and b): remove “as defined by originating network operator”

- It’s said that the “IM Server SHALL respond with the size and contents supported by operator policy”  -> how is this done?
	

	0018. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1, step 2
	Source : Nokia

are timers always set..should be corrected to indicate setting timer case and other cases


	

	0019. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1, 5b
	Source Nokia : 
“in case of large mode message, IM Conference session or file transfer : shall check the SIP INVITE SDP attributes against operator policies specified for the service and for the user as defined  by originating  network operator. If the size or content do not conform to the policies, the IM Server SHALL respond with the size and contents supported by operator policy. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;”
Use the Forbidden response 488 because you can reply  with all or  subset of the initial  offer, not a different/new media parameters
	

	0020. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1 / step 6
	Source Nokia :

Rephrase: “described in section 13 History Function” -> “described in section 13 History Function for IM Server and history function.”

-reference the subsection indicating the server functionality in section 13 history function
	

	0021. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1 
	Source Nokia :

Remove steps 8 and 9 (said in the following sections)

 or   other way round remove from other sections and keep 8 and 9 in this section
	

	0022. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1, step 7
	Source Nokia :

 “7. SHALL format the SIP request destined to the Request-URI in the incoming SIP request according to rules and”
Need to change the wording format. Should mention sending exact copy of the received SIP request 


	

	0023. 
	
	
	6.1.1.1
	Source Nokia :

 “2.SHALL include a Server header to indicate the IM release version as specified in Error! Reference source not found. “Release version in User-agent and Server headers” if the IM Release version has not already been sent in a provisional response for this dialog;”

Good  connecting sentence is needed in this step
	

	0024. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

· “1. SHALL generate an initial SIP INVITE request according to rules and procedures of [RFC3261];”
Reference should be the GENERAL section instead of 3261

· “4. SHALL verify the SDP directional  attribute”
Should be rather SDP media level directional attribute

“6b. If the SDP attribute for direction a is set to to a=sendonly the Participating Function MUST proceed according to Error! Reference source not found. “Receiving SIP Session request for Large Message Mode” “

This is Not enough indicator for a large message mode


	

	0025. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.2 / step 2c
	Source Nokia :

SIP INVITE response (remove the response)
	

	0026. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.2 / 200OK in B2BUA mode
	Source Nokia :

- step 3: rephrase: “SHALL check if the user setting has history=yes set in the XDMS as … -> use “service setting” and the correct XML element name and value; and remove the XDMS since service settings are not stored at the XDMS.

- step: 5: add e.g. at the end: “…and received parameters”  
	

	0027. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.2, 
	Source Nokia :

Step 1e : “i  SHALL include and set the actual-size  attribute a=filelength”
Why? This  is the case for only large message mode…delete this sentence

Step 3: “3.   SHALL check if the user setting has history=yes set in the IM XDMS as described in Error! Reference source not found. “IM Service settings” and if the INVITE has a P-Asserted Identity.  If so proceed with subclause Error! Reference source not found. “IM User has requested history”, before continuing with the rest of the steps; “

The service settings are not stored IM XDMS


	

	0028. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source Nokia :

Rephrase: “to add history to an ongoing IM Conference Session” -> “to start recording history of an ongoing IM Conference Session” 
	

	0029. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3 / step 1
	Source Nokia :

Refers to 6.1.1.2.1 even if that subsection talks about SIP INVITE and 5.1.1.2.3 talks about SIP REFER
	 

	0030. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3 / step 3
	Source Nokia :

 “IM Address of the IM Session Identity of the Public Conference Session” -> IM Address term definition refers to IM User so what is IM Address of IM Session Identity?
	

	0031. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source Nokia :

STEP 4. “SHALL forward/send the request…” missing
	

	0032. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source Nokia :

Question for clarification: is it so that IM feature-tag is not needed here? (At least it’s not defined.)
	

	0033. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source Nokia :

Is 6.1.1.2.3 a client procedure or server procedure, the section should be updated to either reflect the server receiving SIP REFER from the client or the client sending SIP Refer to the history function. 

	

	0034. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source Nokia :

“2. SHALL set the Request-URI of the SIP REFER request to history@mydomain according to rules and procedures of [RFC3515; “
Align history@hostname for consistency with deferred Messaging, or atleast the naming of all these network functionalities should be aligned


	

	0035. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
INTERNAL QUESTION: bullet two looks like we specify a reserved global URI here “… SIP REFER request to history@mydomain...” Is it clear to everybody that mydomain shall be replaced by something else? Would it be possible to have bit more clarifying text here. Like we have in section 12.1.3.1 

Something like this could be added

“SIP REFER request to history@mydomain where the hostname is the operator domain pointing the particular location of the history function, for example sip: history@historyfunction1.example.com   
	

	0036. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.4
	Source Nokia :

“Upon receiving a SIP re-INVITE request from the IM Client during an on-going IM Session including a new SDP offer as specified by [RFC3264] and [RFC4566], an IM Server acting as a B2BUA:”

May be unnecessary details. Session modification could be for any reason
	

	0037. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.4 / step 4
	Source Nokia :

 “towards IM Server performing…” -> to clarify: is it so that this procedure cannot be used by 1-1 session without controlling server involvement? 

(This also applies to many other sections.)
	

	0038. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.4
	Source Nokia :

Proxy text: SHALL act according to… -> isn’t there a need to validate if new media parameters are ok etc.?
	

	0039. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.4
	Source Nokia :

Rearrange the order of “200 OK”, “non-OK” and “re-INVITE to proxy” sentences to make more sense.
	 

	0040. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.6


	Source Nokia :

Is this handling needed for history / deferred functionality?

“SHALL perform the procedures specified in subclause Error! Reference source not found. “General” if the “method” parameter in the Refer-to header is set as “INVITE” or is not present”
Where is the case when the method is BYE? Should be stated here as well

The procedure should also mentioned this is not REFER intended/targeted to the any global reserved URI or functional entities in the Participating Server I,e, deferred and History function

 If not deferred/history then only Controlling server section should have step 1.

	

	0041. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Bullet 2: Errror code could be defined to be 403.
	

	0042. 001
	
	
	6.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Bullet 3b:  error handling is not clear. If we decline the request then we should say: SHALL respond with a SIP 403 “Forbidden" containing the size and contents supported by operator policy.”
	

	0043. 002
	
	
	General
	Source: Nokia

Session timer is RFC4028. in some places reference is still [draft-ietf-sip-session-timer]
	

	0044. 003
	
	
	6.1.2.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Media policy is not align with originating network behaviour. Sentence like “SHALL validate that the new Media Parameters are acceptable to the IM Server and if not, reject the request with a SIP 488 "Not Acceptable Here" response. Otherwise continue with the rest of the steps;” is missing
	

	0045. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.4
	Source Nokia :

Step 1e: “e. SHALL include a MIME SDP body as a SDP offer in the SIP INVITE request according to rules and procedures of [RFC3264] and [RFC4566] with the MSRP URI for the MSRP Session;”

Include a MIME SDP body Received in the SIP INVITE from the client. Comment also valid for step 4 in 6.1.1.2.4 after receiving 200 OK
	

	0046. 
	
	
	6.1.1.4.2 &

6.1.1.4.3
	Source Nokia :

Repetition of 6.1.1.2.7 & 6.1.1.2.8... Repetition and not needed
	

	0047. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.5 / step 2
	Source Nokia :

- what does “acting as a B2BUA for the IM Session” mean? Should it say that acting B2BUA for this subscribe or does it mean the corresponding IM Session (what if the request has been sent to IM Group Identity instead of IM Session Identity?)

- what if there is no contact header available? Is the request rejected or sent forward?


	

	0048. 
	
	
	6.1.1.2.8 / 6.1.1.2.9
	Source Nokia :

Align terminology: IM session resources vs. User Plane resources; transport path -> media path (used e.g. in 6.1.1.2.4)
	

	0049. 
	
	
	6.1.1.3.1 / step 4
	Source Nokia :

- Pre-defined group URI -> IM Group Identity

- cannot be jumped directly to controlling server (8.3.1.1) since the request handling is in participating server!
	

	0050. 
	
	
	6.1.1.4.3
	 Source Nokia :

- step 1: IM Server Client?
	

	0051. 
	
	
	6.1.1.5
	Source Nokia :

- step 1: just to clarify: is the feature tag really mandatory here?

- step 2: how about if e.g. presence publication happens to go via IM server? Shouldn’t it be allowed to continue towards PS? (There may also be other published packages, and it might not be good if the participating server rejects those…)

- step 3: “if not authorized” -> “if not authorized to publish settings”

- step 5: IM settings -> service settings

- Editor’s note: remove it
	

	0052. 
	
	
	6.1.2
	Source Nokia :

Reading order unclear. Add references to the 6.1.2.1  General to 6.1.2.2.1 /2 and 6.1.2.4.1
	

	0053. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1 / step 1
	Source Nokia :

Ipab-settings are also checked to large message mode and FT (?)
	

	0054. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1 / step 2
	Source Nokia :

- Check and align with the final XDM specification (when available). 

- FT should be mentioned.
	

	0055. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1 / step 3
	Source Nokia :

- Remove “as defined by terminating network operator” from a and b


	

	0056. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1 / step 8
	Source Nokia :

Remove and add it to 6.1.2.2.1 etc. (assuming that they’ll refer to 6.1.2.1 General)
	

	0057. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

.”SHALL check the incoming request barring settings, i.e., isb-settings for IM Conference Session and ipab-settings for IM Pager Mode message, as specified in Appendix Error! Reference source not found. “IM Specific Service Settings XML Document”. If the settings result resolves into the barring of an IM request, the IM Server SHALL respond with an appropriate response as specified in RFC3261. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;”  

how about incoming Session barring for file transfer and IM session . ipab settings should apply for large message & Pager mode

· If it is rejected, the IM Server SHALL respond with an appropriate response as specified in RFC3261. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;

403 forbidden/search for appropriates to indicate REJECT (see PoC specs)
	

	0058. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

· “3b. in case of large mode message, IM Conference session or file transfer session : shall check the SIP INVITE SDP attributes against operator policies specified for the service and for the user as defined  by terminating network operator. If the size or content do not conform to the policies, the IM Server SHALL respond with the size and content supported by operator policy. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;”

No introduction of new media in SDP answer s forbidden response should be sent if the no subset of the  offer can be accepted


	

	0059. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“5. SHALL check the availability status of the subscriber based on the subscriber registration status. If the subscriber is unable to receive the message (i.e., the subscriber is not registered) 

Should rather be unavailable or should be “for example”

“…and the SIP message request is for Large mode message or SIP MESSAGE as defined in Error! Reference source not found. “IM client invited to Large Message Session” and Error! Reference source not found. “IM client receives a SIP MESSAGE” respectively, then the server SHALL execute the processing described in section  “Request Terminated at the Served IM user”  for deferred messages..”

Reference number needed for the ‘Request Terminated at the served IM user’….


	

	0060. 
	
	
	6.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“SHALL check the “willingness” status of the subscriber as specified in [OMA-Pres-Spec]. If the subscriber is unwilling to receive the message, the server SHALL execute the processing described in section Error! Reference source not found. “Request Terminated at the Served IM User” for Deferred messages. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps.”

Willingness is just a user preference. It is not intended for any service execution. This step should be deleted


	

	0061. 
	
	
	6.1.2.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“SHALL check whether session is for large message or Im session”

This checkings need to included in the participating server actions

Media policy check also here –copy-paste origination session modification  
	

	0062. 
	
	
	6.1.2.2.1
	Source Nokia :

 “When sending a SIP provisional responses other than the SIP 100 "Trying" response to the SIP INVITE request, the IM Server:”

Repetition of step 2 in step 7…delete step 2

	

	0063. 
	
	
	6.1.2.2.1
	Source Nokia :

- is there a need to define separate procedures for B2BUA and proxy (at least 6.1.2.2.2 covered separate proxy texts)?

- step2: IM address of the IM User -> remove “of the IM User” for the reason that in terminology IM Address is defined to be the address of IM User; there is no need to say it here.
	

	0064. 
	
	
	6.1.2.2.2
	Source Nokia :

The originating texts contained a validation if new media parameters are acceptable. Should they be validated also in the terminating side?
	

	0065. 
	
	
	6.1.2.4.1
	Source Nokia :

- Is feature tag really required in the Accept-Contact header? 
	

	0066. 
	
	
	6.1.2.3
	Source Nokia :

· Server header should be user agent header.

Refer to example 2 in Appendix F
	

	0067. 
	
	
	6.1.2.4.1
	Source Nokia :

- Server header should be user agent header

- does the server take B2BUA or proxy mode?
	

	0068. 
	
	
	6.1.2
	Source Nokia :

FT specific section missing.
	

	0069. 
	
	
	6.1.2.5 / step 2
	Source Nokia :

 “Invited IM Client” -> “IM Client”
	

	0070. 
	
	
	6.1.2
	Source Nokia :

Which subsection covers “System message” (SIP MESSAGE?)
	

	0071. 004
	
	
	7.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Bullet 8 is not required here. It is not necessary to mandate multipart/mixed. See e.g. 7.1.1.2 or 7.1.1.4.
	

	0072. 
	
	
	7.1.1.1
	Source Nokia :

Reading instructions for the general session – namely that the reader should start reading from other sections which refer to general (Note: see e.g. PoC TS for example.)
	

	0073. 
	
	
	7.1.1.1
	Source Nokia :

When/where are these response specific procedures used?
	

	0074. 
	
	
	7.1.1.2 / 200 ok / step 1
	Source Nokia :

 “as described in [sipping-conferencing]” -> why the reference in case of one-to-one
	

	0075. 
	
	
	7.1.1.3 / step 2 and 7.1.1.4 /step 1a, 7.1.1.6/ step 2
	Source Nokia :

Why in the Home IM Network?

Home IM network can be left out because it is repetition since conf URI can only be from the Home IM network 
	

	0076. 
	
	
	7.1.1.4 / step 1a and NOTE
	Source Nokia :

- Step1: Pre-establish -> IM Group URI (or Predefined IM Conference)

- NOTE: Pre-establish group -> Pre-Defined Group


	

	0077. 
	
	
	                                                     7.1.1.6
	Source Nokia :

Is this really possible only for the originator or the 1-1 session? How is the IM Server able to check it?
	

	0078. 
	
	
	7.1.1.6 / step 6
	Source Nokia :

7.1.1.1 General already covers this (should it be removed from the 7.1.1.1 instead)
	

	0079. 
	
	
	7.1.1.x
	Source Nokia :

Some procedures contain SIP responses – other don’t? Is there some logic or should those subsections refer to 7.1.1.1 general for SIP responses?
	

	0080. 
	
	
	7.1.1.9/ step 1
	Source Nokia :

The session id --> the IM Session Identity
	

	0081. 
	
	
	7.1.1.10
	Source Nokia :

Terminology alignment: Public Conference URI -> IM Group Identity of Public Conference
	

	0082. 
	
	
	7.1.1.11
	Source Nokia :

Rephrase: “An IM Client SHOULD subscribe..” -> An IM Client subscribes…” 
	

	0083. 
	
	
	7.1.1.11 / NOTIFY / step 4
	Source Nokia :

- “against the users in the blocklist of the IM User” -> “against the access policy of the IM User”

- “The block list is stored in the..” -> “The access list is stored in the…”
	

	0084. 
	
	
	7.1.1.12 / NOTE
	Source Nokia :

MAY store the Session ID --> MAY store the IM Session Identity
	

	0085. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1 / step 1a
	Source Nokia :

There is no 6.2.7 section
	

	0086. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1 / step 8
	Source Nokia :

Remove “towards the IM Server” (if wanted, could be replaced with “to the SIP INVITE request”)
	

	0087. 
	
	
	7.1.2.2 / step 2
	Source Nokia :

Clarify what should be changes and where? (UP or SDP and how?)
	

	0088. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.1
	Source Nokia :

Sending “Private messages” is missing
	

	0089. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.1
	Source Nokia :

The From header field assumes that the conference package information is available; it’s not a case every time; add texts to cover also those cases
	

	0090. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2.
	Source Nokia :

Does not belong to UP section; could be e.g. in section 7.1.1 (remove overlapping steps with other procedures)
	

	0091. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2.
	Source Nokia :

Steps 2 and 3 are the same
	

	0092. 
	
	
	Subsections of 7.1.1 
	Source Nokia :

Add Chat Alias to the procedures (= reference to 7.1.3.2.2)
	

	0093. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2
	Source Nokia :

As the user information belonging to   -> “as Chat Alias belonging to” or as “User_Input_Name belonging to”
	

	0094. 
	
	
	6.1.2.2.2
	Source Nokia :

1. Copy-paste the sentence from the originating side (6.1.2.2.1) on media policy


	

	0095. 
	
	
	6.1.2.3.1
	Source Nokia :

· “4. SHALL include a Contact header with a SIP URI identifying this IM Server and the IM feature-tag '+g.oma.sip-im'. “

· SIP MESSAGe has no contact header
	

	0096. 
	
	
	6.1.2.4.1
	Source Nokia :

“Large message indicator missing here!!”
Large message session  indicateor needed to be checked

· 
	

	0097. 
	
	
	6.1.2.4.2 & 6.1.2.4.2
	Source Nokia :

Repetition with 6.1.2.2.3 & 6.1.2.2.4
	

	0098. 007
	
	
	7.2.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Bullet 4 says “if an SDP parameter is not allowed then RFC3264 is followed. What does it say?

	

	0099. 
	
	
	6.1.2.6
	Source Nokia :

Extended Group Advertisement Request

Client can send advertisement. Procedures for originating and terminating procedure for group advertisement may be needed

Originating Participating Function and Controlling Function procedure for group advertisement needed

Barring for group advertisement should be thought of?

	

	00100. 
	
	
	7.1.1.1
	Source Nokia :

· 8. SHALL insert in the SIP INVITE request a Content-Type header with multipart/mixed as specified in [RFC2046];

Why? This only happens if you are sending multipart body with SIP INVITE which is not always… ciontent-type header with appropriate  mime type for ths SIP INVITE…Delete step

Under SIP final response or provisional response

· 2. SHALL store the content  received in the Contact header.


	

	00101. 
	
	
	7.1.1.2
	Source Nokia :

1. SHALL store the IM Session Identity if received in the Contact header as described in [sipping-conferencing];

· Comment valid for all references regarding [sipping-conferencing]

Reference should be changed RFC 4353
	

	00102. 
	
	
	7.1.1.3
	Source Nokia :

· “3. include a MIME resource-list body with the invited IM Users as specified in [draft-ietf-sipping-uri-list-conferencing-04.txt].”

Should be [draft-URI-list] as stated in the reference

· Comment valid for all reference of [draft-ietf-sipping-uri-list-conferencing]
	

	00103. 
	
	
	7.1.1.3
	Source Nokia :

The IM Client SHALL check that the number of Invited IM Users on the URI-list does not exceed the maximum number of Participants allowed in an Ad-hoc IM Group Session as indicated in “MAX-ADHOC-GROUP-SIZE” parameter provisioned for IM Client. If exceeded,

“MAX-ADHOC..”  paramerter reference needed here. 


	

	00104. 
	
	
	7.1.1.4
	Source Nokia :

· IM Client initiates an Pre-Defined IM Conference

Should be ’a’

· 
	

	00105. 
	
	
	7.1.1.5
	Source Nokia :

“When the SIP/IP Core corresponds to 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS, the IM Client SHALL use 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS Session mechanisms according to rules and procedures of  [TS24.229] / [3GPP2 X.S0013.4] with the clarifications given in this subclause.”

Delete the last sentence


	

	00106. 
	
	
	7.1.1.6
	Source Nokia :

· “5. The IM Client SHALL check that the number of Invited IM Users on the URI-list does not exceed the maximum number of Participants allowed in an Ad-hoc IM Group Session as indicated in “MAX-ADHOC-GROUP-SIZE” parameter provisioned for IM Client. If exceeded, the IM Client SHOULD notify the IM User. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps”

Reference needed for the MAX ADHOC parameter

Also not the client should initiate the request if the MAX ADHOC is exceeded

Valid for all procedures involving MAX-ADHOC check
	

	00107. 
	
	
	7.1.1.6
	Source Nokia :

· “8. SHALL for the originally invited user identity, include a Replace header with the original session identity according to rules and procedures of  [RFC3891] as illustrated in Error! Reference source not found. “Extending a one to one session to a conference”; and,”

· Clarify ..replace header as Uri parameter
- There are Errors in the Appendix M example

	

	00108. 
	
	
	7.1.1.6 / step 6
	7.1.1.1 General already covers this (or should it be removed from the 7.1.1.1 instead?)
	

	00109. 
	
	
	7.1.1.7
	Source Nokia :

“4b SHALL include a MIME resource-lists body with the list of the IM Users to be added according to rules and procedures of [draft -multiple-refer.txt]. “

Should be [draft -multiple-refer]

Comment valid for all reference of multiple refer
	

	00110. 
	
	
	7.1.1.11
	Source Nokia :

“1. SHALL generate a SIP SUBSCRIBE request and use a new SIP-dialog, as specified in subclause Error! Reference source not found. "General" and according to rules and procedures of [RFC3265] and [draft-conference-state];” 

Should be [RFC4575]
· Reference section must be updated as well..
	

	00111. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“1. MAY reject the SIP INVITE request with an appropriate reject code as specified in [RFC3261] e.g.”

· Should be ‘For example’
	

	00112. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“1.a) when the IM Client is occupied in another IM Session and can not handle Simultaneous IM Sessions as specified in 6.2.7 “Simultaneous IM Sessions control procedures”; or,”

Delete this , no such section and more over no special procedure for simultaneous seesion handling… IM can handle simultaneous session depending on client implementation policy & resouces

· 
	

	00113. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

2. SHALL check whether the SIP session is for large message mode or IM session, if for IM session continue with step 2 , else go to “terminating client procedure for large message mode” o file ftransfer
Checkings for 3 service types for Sip INVITE should be done


	

	00114. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“4. SHALL generate and send a SIP 180 'Ringing' response towards the IM Server. If the user accepts the IM Session invitation, perform steps 5, 6 and 7. If the user declines the IM Session invitation, perform step 8; “
Not User but the terminating client…It is up to the terminating client to decide whether it wants to alert the user or accepts the session automatically…SHOULD be CLIENT
	

	00115. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1
	Source Nokia :

8. SHALL send a SIP 480 "Temporarily Unavailable" response towards the IM Server if the IM User declines the IM Session invitation, or a SIP 408 "Request Timeout" response if the invitation times out;
· Or client
	

	00116. 
	
	
	7.1.2.1 / step 8
	Remove “towards the IM Server” (if wanted, could be replaced with “to the SIP INVITE request”)
	

	00117. 
	
	
	7.1.2.2
	Source Nokia :

“a) select a subset of the received Media Parameters and content types, or, “

Should be “select a subset of the acceptable received…” 

	

	00118. 
	
	
	7.1.2.2 / step 2
	Clarify what should be changes and where? (UP or SDP and how?)
	

	00119. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“Allowed Media Parameters to be used in a near real-time communication are specified in 3GPP TS 26.141.”

Should we say the RECOMMENDED media parameters  instead of “Allowed Media Parameters …”


	

	00120. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.1
	Sending “Private messages” is missing
	

	00121. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.1
	The From header field assumes that the conference package information is available; it’s not a case every time; add texts to cover also those cases:

Proposal is : If the group definition says that conference event package is allowed for some joining user, at least the server should give the joining user’s own information [7.2.2.10 generating SIP NOTIFY]
	

	00122. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2
	Source Nokia :

Joining an in IM Conference with a chat alias

‘in’ Should be deleted

· 
	

	00123. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2
	Source Nokia :

· 3. Set the ‘From’ header field of the SIP INVITE to <anonymous@anonymous.invalid>  according to [RFC3261]; 

Repetition in Step 3,  should be deleted
	

	00124. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2.
	Could this belong to Controlling Section as iit involves SIP signaling; could be e.g. in section 7.1.1 (remove overlapping steps with other procedures)
	

	00125. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2.
	Steps 2 and 3 are the same
	

	00126. 
	
	
	Subsections of 7.1.1 
	Add Chat Alias to the procedures (= reference to 7.1.3.2.2)
	

	00127. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.2
	As the user information belonging to   -> “as Chat Alias belonging to” or as “User_Input_Name belonging to”
	

	00128. 
	
	
	7.1.3.3
	Source Nokia :

The IM Client SHALL check whether the message contains the request for delivery report. If true, the IM client SHALL send a delivery notification with MSRP REPORT to the initiating IM Client according to the rules and procedures of [MSRP].
“Initiating IM client “ should be MSRP node.. Remove the whole text  “..to the initiating IM Client ..”
	

	00129. 
	
	
	General comment to 7.2
	It’s also in this section unclear how to read the section, e.g. whether the General subsections should be read first or after they have been referenced.
	

	00130. 
	
	
	7.2.1.1 / SIP INVITE bullet 1
	Is this needed? From where referenced?
	

	00131. 
	
	
	7.2.1.2 /first sentence
	- The first sentence is quite strange start for the section. Could at least be rephrased or moved as a note to another place. 
	

	00132. 
	
	
	7.2.1.2 
	- step 4 of SIP INVITE: cannot the SDP offer be negotiated, since the current text seems to state that the procedure is not continued, if there is even one parameter which is not allowed/supported?

- step4: conference server -> IM server
	

	00133. 
	
	
	7.2.1.2
	OK/step 2: “… and those contained in the received SDP answer…” -> should the text rather say that SDP answer should be created based on a) offer & b) SDP parameters supported by IM server.

Step 2 of the 200 OK response should needs rephrasing
	

	00134. 
	
	
	7.2.1.3 and 7.2.1.4
	It’s not clear what is the difference between these subsections. Both cover joined users. Should they be combined or joining case separated from 7.2.1.3?
	

	00135. 
	
	
	7.2.1.3
	Step 6: cannot those parameters be negotiated instead of rejecting the whole request if some of them is not acceptable?

Step 8/b/i: “… and those in the SDP answer in SIP 200 “OK””. -> unclear to which 200OK is referred to? 

Step 8/c: “..towards the Inviting IM Client…” ->  remove this since it misleads the reader (when the joining user is called as inviting IM Client)
	

	00136. 
	
	
	7.2.1.3
	SIP 180 response / step 2: “.. towards the Inviting IM Client..:” -> just to clarify that the intention is that Inviting IM Client should get all SIP 180 responses from all invited IM Users?
	

	00137. 
	
	
	7.2.2.1
	Source Nokia :

“4a) set to the Conference-factory-URI in case of 1-1 IM Session or Ad-hoc IM Group Session or “

Align with PoC , check on ad hoc session …put A party ‘ ID in the originator Address

This comment also Valid for cases in 4a) of the 200 OK response in this section
	

	00138. 
	
	
	7.2.2.1
	Source Nokia :

3. SHALL include the Session-Expires header with the refresher parameter set to 'uac' and start supervising the SIP Session according to rules and procedures of [draft-ietf-sip-session-timer]; 
Not in the reference section.. Should be RFC 4028


	

	00139. 008
	
	
	7.2.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Bullet 6:  mandating this is all cases do not make sense. Should this by limited to predefined IM group (to relay the originating user) and also Ad hoc case. Alignment with PoC.
	

	00140. 
	
	
	7.2.1.2
	Source Nokia :

4. SHALL check if the SDP parameters in the SDP offer of the inviting User are allowed/supported by the Conference server according to operator policy. If an SDP parameter is not allowed, the Conference server SHALL process the request as specified in [RFC3264], 
· 6. SHALL validate that the MSRP Media Parameters are acceptable for the IM Server and if not reject the request with a SIP 488 "Not Acceptable Here" response. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;

Should be SHALL respond with SIP 488 with the allowed parameters


	

	00141. 
	
	
	7.2.1.3
	Source Nokia :

7. if the IM Group does not have already an Active IM Session then the IM Server:

. SHALL invite members of the Pre-defined IM Group as specified in subclauses Error! Reference source not found. "IM Session initiation policy" and Error! Reference source not found. "IM Session invitation request";

Conference session needs to be established first before the procedure moves to step 7a. For example

SHALL establish a conference focus and allocate IM Session Identity for the IM Session as described in [RFC 4353];

· This comment is also valid for step 6 in this section
	

	00142. 
	
	
	7.2.1.4
	Source Nokia :

Upon receipt of a SIP INVITE request that includes a IM Group Identity, which identifies the Pre-defined IM Group in the request URI that is owned by the IM Server, the IM Server:

The ‘a’ should be ‘an’
	

	00143. 
	
	
	7.2.1.4
	- Step 5: cannot those parameters be negotiated instead of rejecting the whole request if some of them is not acceptable? i.e. SIP 488 can be used for that
- Step 7/b: “…and those in the SDP answer in SIP 200 “OK” -> this is about join-in case; unclear which 200OK is referred to?
	

	00144. 
	
	
	7.2.1.4
	Combine steps 9 and 10
	

	00145. 
	
	
	7.2.1.5 
	- step 7a: “…and those in the SDP answer in SIP 200 “OK” -> this is about join-in case; unclear which 200OK is referred to?

- Combine steps 10 and 11
	

	00146. 
	
	
	7.2.1.7
	Step 11: correct the heading of the reference 7.2.2.10
	

	00147. 
	
	
	7.2.1.6
	Source Nokia :

“The IM Server may determine to update the MSPR Parameters of the other Participants according to the local policy.”

MSPR should be MSRP
	

	00148. 
	
	
	7.2.1.7
	Source Nokia :

3. SHALL extract the IM Address(es) of the IM User(s) from the SIP REFER request to be invited either:

a) from the Refer-To header according to rules and procedures of [RFC3515]; or,

· Specific cases of this procedure should be mentioned for example (a) is in case of a single user  and (b) is in case of multiple Users 
	

	00149. 
	
	
	7.2.1.7
	Source Nokia :

· “5. SHALL, for the addition of users to a Pre-defined IM Group Session, check whether the IM User(s) to be added, in addition to those already participating, do not exceed the maximum number of Participants allowed in the IM Group “

Does the pre-defined IM Group has member list or could be also a pre-defined Group with open list i.e.  just chat room ..?
	

	00150. 
	
	
	7.2.2.7
	Source: Nokia
Last two paragraphs are overlapping.

	

	00151. 
	
	
	7.2.1.7
	Step 11: correct the heading of the reference 7.2.2.10
	

	00152. 
	
	
	7.2.1.8
	Step 2/a/v: remove (reason: step vi covers it)

Step 2/a/viii: replace the end of text beginning from “and for each IM…” with  “and act according to it.”  

(reason: it’s covered by 7.2.2.11)

Step 2/a/ix: remove (reason: covered by 7.2.2.11)
	

	00153. 
	
	
	7.2.1.8
	Where it is said which users are allowed to remove other users? And where is that checked?
	

	00154. 
	
	
	7.2.1.9
	combine steps 2 and 3
	

	00155. 
	
	
	7.2.2.9
	Source Nokia :

7.2.2.9 Removal of Participant from IM Session

This section should be in Request originated from IM server (7.2.2.XX) NOT terminated at the IM server


	

	00156. 
	
	
	7.2.1.10
	- Combine steps 5 and 6

- replace the end of text beginning from “and for all IM…” with  “and act according to it.”
	

	00157. 
	
	
	7.2.1.12
	- Step 4: consider history function here

- step 4: just to clarify that it’s ok for a user to subscribe participant information even not participating himself? (currently the text allow it)
	

	00158. 
	
	
	7.2.1.12
	-step 8/a: conference-factory-URI is known only by the inviting user; should there be rather be the IM Session Identity or something else?
	

	00159. 
	
	
	7.2.1.12
	- meaning of step 9 unclear (this is not about refer request)
	

	00160. 
	
	
	7.2.1.12
	- combine steps 11 and 12
	

	00161. 
	
	
	7.2.1.12
	- “when a change in the subscribed state…” -> this basically does not belong to this subsection; could be added as note 
	

	00162. 
	
	
	7.2.1.12
	- “when needed the IM Server SHALL terminate…” -> this basically does not belong to this subsection, consider removing
	

	00163. 009
	
	
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Nokia
INTERNAL COMMENT: IS reference to Niemi draft appropriate here?

Incorrect reference

	

	00164. 
	
	
	7.2.2.2
	Source Nokia :

“. SHALL set the nick name in the Authenticated Originator’s IM Address to the one defined for this IM User in the IM Group definitions as specified in [Group XDMS], if configured; otherwise set the nick name in the Authenticated Originator’s IM Address to the one in the incoming SIP request;”

Needs to be revised …nickname is not used in IM..and the above sentence in 7.2.2.2 is only valid in pre-defined group and user did not request anonymity
	

	00165. 
	
	
	7.2.2.2
	Source Nokia :

Upon receiving SIP provisional responses for the SIP INVITE request(s) the IM Server:

· 1. SHALL store the list of supported SIP methods if received in the Allow header; and

· 2. SHALL store the contact received in the Contact header;
Step 2 should be “..Content received in the contact header”

· 
	

	00166. 
	
	
	7.2.2.2
	Step 2: to which authenticated originator’s IM address is referred here (in step 1 e.g. IM Group Identity was set to the AO IM address…)?? To which SIP INVITE’s header is this set?
	

	00167. 
	
	
	7.2.2.2
	SIP 200OK / step 3: “ignoring the privacy request” -> does not sound good!!
	

	00168. 
	
	
	7.2.2.7
	Combine the last two paragraphs 
	

	00169. 
	
	
	7.2.2.8
	- 2nd chapter: should be moved above step 1 later in the text (?)
	

	00170. 
	
	
	7.2.2.9
	- Rephrase and clarify history function related texts. E.g. can history function join if the user is not a participant himself.

- check details of age solution from XDM people
	

	00171. 
	
	
	7.2.2.10
	- Step 1: all the group sessions do not have IM Group Identity

- clarify how history function participants are handled
	

	00172. 
	
	
	7.2 in general
	Since nickname term use in the text could be added also to terminology (= to be defined as a display name… human-readable name). (?)
	

	00173. 
	
	
	7.2.2.6
	Source Nokia :

This subclause describes the optional procedures for modifying Media Parameters for one SIP Session in an ongoing IM Session. The IM Server

Is IM session modification only for modifying media parameters?


	

	00174. 
	
	
	7.2.2.10
	Source Nokia :

b) MAY include the "display-text" element. If include, the "display-text" element SHALL include the Nick Name of the identity which was used in the “entity” attribute as defined in a).

’Nick Name’ should be ’Chat alias’. No nick name in OMA IM


	

	00175. 
	
	
	7.2.3.1
	Source Nokia :

SHALL maintain mappings of  IM conference participants msrp sessions with their corresponding user identities (SIP, nickname, display name), SDP attributes such as max-size, etc within a duration of an active session

Nickname Should be removed


	

	00176. 
	
	
	7.2.3.2
	Source Nokia :

· 3. SHALL respond with 200 OK with content-type multipart/mixed as defined in [RFC2046] with the following clarification:
· Message/cpim top level wrapper with the ‘To’ header set to the modified/changed  value of the SIP  ‘From’ header field,  and the ‘From’ header of cpim wrapper set to the authenticated IM address of the IM conference

· The other part of the 200 OK body with content type ‘application/sdp’ as defined in [MSRP]
Step 3 should be deleted

	

	00177. 
	
	
	7.2.3.1
	Change the last sentence of the from ‘establishes’ to ‘has’ 

Make the SHALL to lower case letters where the details of the functions are defined and referenced from other sections
	

	00178. 
	
	
	7.2.3.2
	Signaling procedure should be somehow kept in control plane. Update this section 


	

	00179. 
	
	
	Chat alias (7.2.3.2 and 7.1.3.2.2)
	- It was not clear in which kind of group sessions chat alias can be used. 7.1.3.2.2 supported chat aliases for when the user joins, but can be user use a chat alias when being invited to the session?
	

	00180. 
	
	
	7.2.3.2
	- terminology alignment:

* „IM chat server“, „IM Conference Server“ -> IM Server

* “maintains a table where” vs. “IM server’s mapping” -> use e.g. the “mapping table” term in all


	

	00181. 
	
	
	7.2.3.2 / NOTE
	- “…IM conference could be modified to <bob-X>…” --> is it really so? Maybe the chat alias is the one which should be modified.


	

	00182. 
	
	
	7.2.3.2
	Correct numbered bullets: e.g. should the “If the user is subscribed…” be bullet #4?
	

	00183. 
	
	
	7.2.3.2
	Subscription destined to the joining user -> isn’t that valid for all users which have subscription; instead the next bullet (2) is valid only for the joining user
	

	00184. 
	
	
	7.2.3.3
	Bullet 1: SDP could be mentioned for clarification, “max-size” a attribute of SDP 
	

	00185. 
	
	
	7.2.3.3
	In bullet 3 there could be mentioned that otherwise it’s a question of private message, and it should be handled as defined in 7.2.3.4
	

	00186. 
	
	
	7.2.3.3
	Text about MSRP success report: should this be step 4 or something? 
	

	00187. 
	
	
	7.2.3.4
	Source Nokia :

NOTE:
the IM Server MAY start distributing the MSRP request once it receives the message/CPIM wrapper information.

The ‘MAY should  be replaced with a ‘SHOULD’

· 
	

	00188. 
	
	
	7.2.3.4.
	To clarify whether it was intentional to leaver the success report (e.g. include-sent-count) related procedure out or not?
	

	00189. 
	
	
	7.1.3.2.1
	When the IM Client sends a private message, it should be ensured that the controlling server (focus) is OMA IM server; otherwise the private message most probably becomes sent to all participants. 

I
	 

	00190. 
	
	
	7.2.3.5
	Terminology alignment: “System message” vs. “service message” vs. “announcement message”
	

	00191. 
	
	
	7.2.3.5
	IM conference session -> IM session
	

	00192. 
	
	
	7.2.3.5
	“Authenticated IM Address of” -> “IM Address of”
	

	00193. 
	
	
	7.2.3.5 / bullet 2
	Should the value be either IM session identity or IM Group Address? 
	

	00194. 
	
	
	7.2.3.5
	7.1.3.2.1 does not exist
	

	00195. 
	
	
	7.2.3.6
	“A failure delivery request” -> “a failure delivery report request”
	

	00196. 
	
	
	7.2.3.5
	Source Nokia :

the “To” header filed of the Message/CPIM is set to the Authenticated IM Address of each target IM recipient;
The Mime type for system message is missing in this section


	

	00197. 
	
	
	8.1.1
	Source: Nokia 

 There is requirement for client to use sessiontype but nothing defined for servers? Mismatch? Intentional? Checking sessiontype at server / control / relaying are missing at the server side.

	

	00198. 
	
	
	8.3.1.1
	Source Nokia :

3. SHALL check the Conference URI is owned by the IM Server if the SIP MESSAGE received is destined for URI-
Edit the sentence above


	

	00199. 
	
	
	
	Source Nokia:

“check whether the aggregating timer (Ts2) is set, if false the IM Server SHALL forward the notification”

Reference needed for Timers (Ts)

Reference needed in all the Ts in the document?
	

	00200. 
	
	
	8.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
 bullet 3 states that P-Asserted-id is always set to user A. IS this wanted behaviour when message is sent to predefined group? Should p-asserted-id has predefined group URI in this case? 

	

	00201. 
	
	
	9
	Source: Nokia
 text is not aligned with 8.1 This seems to mandate to use this procedure when size exceeds 1300 bytes. 8.1 allows bigger messages when TCP is used…

	

	00202. 
	
	
	9.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia
INTERNAL COMMENT: There is requirement for client to use session type but nothing defined for servers? Mismatch? Intentional? Checking session type at server / control / relaying are missing at the server side.

	

	00203. 
	
	
	9.1.3
	Source Nokia :

“ SHALL include value "id" in the Privacy header according to rules and procedures of [RFC3325], if anonymity is requested; and,”
Is this necessary when sending a SIP BYE?
	

	00204. 
	
	
	9.2.2
	Source Nokia :

“2.SHALL check the SDP parameters of the media attributes:”

Procedure in step2 should part of the General procedure in receiving SIP INVITE at a terminating client


	

	00205. 
	
	
	9.2.2
	Source Nokia :

“ If the body includes references to content external to the message having the Content-Type: message/external-body; the IM Client SHOULD store and process the messages according to rules and procedures in [RFC4483].”
The body of SIP INVITE ?  There is no procedure for such behaviour…should be deleted..message /external body can be carried in MSRP SEND request


	

	00206. 
	
	
	9.3.1.3
	Source Nokia :

4. SHALL include value "id" in the Privacy header according to rules and procedures of [RFC3325], if anonymity is requested; and,
Is step 4  above necessary when a server is receiving a SIP BYE request?


	

	00207. 
	
	
	
	· 
	

	00208. 
	
	
	9.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
bullet 3b states that a party transfer will be accepted before any recipient has accepted. 

Optimize delay but does it have charging problem / capability (buffering issues)?

3b) is hard to understand. Needs rephrasing to explicitly indicate what happens at the IM server during large message session establishment

	

	00209. 
	
	
	9.3.2.1
	Source Nokia :

b) include media line proposing MSRP and the codec(s) selected by the IM Server from those contained in the SDP offer in the incoming SIP INVITE request;

Delete this codec stuff. We are not dealing with special codecs here but mime types or media parameters.. not RTP media codecs 
	

	00210. 
	
	
	9.4.1
	Source Nokia :

“Recommended media parameters to be used in near real-time communication are specified in 3GPP TS 26.141”
Should be “Recommeded minimum media parameters…The same sentence should in User plane for IM Session


	

	00211. 
	
	
	10.2
	Source Nokia :

NOTE:
Server handling for file transfer to be defined.

The ‘NOTE’ should be deleted


	

	00212. 
	
	
	12.1.1.
	Source: Nokia
Bullet 5: replace forward with send.

	

	00213. 
	
	
	12.1.3.2
	Source: Nokia
Bullet 3 refers to wrong subsection. Should it be 12.2.2.3?

	

	00214. 
	
	
	12.1.5
	Source: Nokia
Internal comment: do we expect one shot subscription here: Expires 0?
	

	00215. 
	
	
	12.2.1
	Source Nokia :

1. SHALL check whether the Authenticated Originator's IM Address is of an IM User that is allowed to retrieve deferred

2. delete ‘of’
	

	00216. 
	
	
	12.2.2.1
	Source Nokia :

6. SHALL include the IM Address of the IM message store Sever as the Authenticated Originator's IM Address as specified in subclause Error! Reference source not found. “Authenticated Originator's IM Address”.
‘Message Store server’ should be ‘Messaging function’


	

	00217. 010
	
	
	12.2.2.2
	Source: Nokia
This section does not really cover how do we deliver the content. Additional bullet to refer 12.2.2.5?

	

	00218. 
	
	
	12.2.2.2
	Source Nokia :

Each time an IM client successfully performed a registration and re-registration of the IM feature tag ‘+g.oma.sip-im’ procedures as defined in Error! Reference source not found. “IM service registration and de-registration” the IM server 

This should be after the IM ser ever receives SIP PUBLISH for IM service settings

	

	00219. 
	
	
	12.2.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Internal comment: quite vague statement: relevant headers of the BYE headers? Do we have a view what are relevant headers?

	

	00220. 
	
	
	12.2.2.3
	Source Nokia :

4. SHALL store the deferred message in the served IM user’s account of the IM server’s message store 
entity;
	

	00221. 
	
	
	13.1.2
	Source Nokia :

3. SHALL, set the Refer-To header of the SIP REFER request to the IM Address of the IM Session Identity of the Conference session the user according to rules and procedures of [RFC3515].
	

	00222. 
	
	
	12.2.2.4
	Source: Nokia
Delivery report handling is missing. Reference to 12.2.2.6 should do the work?

	

	00223. 
	
	
	12.2.2.5
	Source: Nokia
Seems to reference wrong section (12.2.2.1) should it be 12.2.2.2?

	

	00224. 
	
	
	13.2.5
	Source: Nokia
Section is placed under history function although covers client functionality. To be moved under 13.1? Server functionality is missing to be added.

	

	00225. 
	
	
	13.3.1.2
	Source: Nokia
INTERNAL QUESTION: buller 1 second subbullet. What kind of use case is behind it?

	

	00226. 
	
	
	8.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Question for clarification: why is the sessiontype parameter used for pager mode messages? It is only sent to the controlling server which do not copy it for the recipient. 
	

	00227. 
	
	
	8.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Step 3: isn’t this an implementation issue?
	

	00228. 
	
	
	8.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Are the steps 1 and 3 the same?
	

	00229. 
	
	
	8.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Step 3: rephrase the beginning as “SHALL check whether the Conference-factory URI…”
	

	00230. 
	
	
	8.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Correct: is received destined…
	

	00231. 
	
	
	8.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Step 7: rephrase as ”…start a time (Ts2) with configurable…”
	

	00232. 
	
	
	8.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Step 8: remove “towards each IM Address” since it is explained in 8.3.2.1 better

Needs rephrasing
	

	00233. 
	
	
	8.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Combine Step 6 with 5c
	

	00234. 
	
	
	9
	Source: Nokia
Terminology alignment: “large mode session” -> « large message session »
	

	00235. 
	
	
	9.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Step 3 : why should the client include all the supported SIP methods  in LMM case?
Response: why should the client store the list of SIP methods?
	

	00236. 
	
	
	9.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia
When are the texts of SIP final response and SIP 200 OK read. They are not referred from 9.1.1.2
	

	00237. 
	
	
	9.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Do we need rephrasing of  “in the Home IM Network of the IM User” ?


	

	00238. 
	
	
	9.2
	Source: Nokia
Reading order for 9.2.1 and 9.2.2. unclear (I’d assume that 9.2.2 should be read first, and 9.2.1 should be referred from there)
	

	00239. 
	
	
	9.2.1; 9.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Why to list or store supported SIP methods?
	

	00240. 
	
	
	9.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Step 7 contains external-body; shouldn’t this step be removed; the content is delivered using MSRP and the external-body usage is described in 9.4.2
	

	00241. 
	
	
	9.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia
Step 3: “SHALL execute the following clarification” -> ?

Step 3bi: rephrase as “the MSRP media line supported by the IM Server”
	

	00242. 
	
	
	9.2.3 and 9.3.1.3
	Source: Nokia
Refer to Authenticated originator’s IM Address for setting that information to the SIP BUE and 200 OK (see 9.2.1 / sip response/ step 4)
	

	00243. 
	
	
	9.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Shouldn’t the SDP offer be the same as answered to the originating IM User (in 9.3.1.1 / step 3; e.g. should the b bullet be also in 9.3.1.1?)

Codec should be deleted. No use of codecs in messaging
	

	00244. 
	
	
	9.4.
	Source: Nokia
IMDN does not support MSRP so the texts should be changed accordingly
	

	00245. 
	
	
	10.2
	Source: Nokia
- “implement” what is said in “NOTE”

- It was not clearly said in the text how the client requests files from another user
	

	00246. 
	
	
	12.1.1
	Source: Nokia
- 1st sentence: what is “a Home Network”?

Maybe rephrase to serving server of the User, or
- step 3: remove the end of the sentence after Deferred@hostname

- add the except clause as in 1a to step 2

- 200OK: why to store SIP methods? (comment also valid for 12.2.1/ 200 OK)
	

	00247. 
	
	
	12.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
- is the sub-notify mechanism used for the reason that the server may delete messages e.g. on expiry; otherwise XCAP GET would be enough
	

	00248. 
	
	
	12.1.2.2 and 12.1.5
	Source: Nokia
These overlap; remove 12.1.5
	

	00249. 
	
	
	12.1.3.2
	- step 3: 9.3.2.4 storage does not exist

It is 12.2.3
	

	00250. 
	
	
	12.2.1
	Source: Nokia
- Should the step 3 be the first step in the procedure?

- step 3: specify that the request URI is “deferred@hostname”
	

	00251. 
	
	
	12.2.1
	Source: Nokia
step 2. There are no operator policies defined in IM XDMS.

Just delete the XDM reference in step 2
	

	00252. 
	
	
	12.2.1.1.2
	Source: Nokia
Step 1 overlaps with 12.2.1/step 1

12.2.1 should be reference in this section
	

	00253. 
	
	
	12.2.2.1
	Source: Nokia
Clarify the heading: “receiving SIP INVITE to be stored” or something
	

	00254. 
	
	
	12.2.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Clarify the heading: “delivering of offline messages after registration”
	

	00255. 
	
	
	12.2.2.2/a/i
	There are no procedures for IM Server in 12.1.2.2 (-> remove the a/i bullet) 

12.1.5 and even this procedure is not an IM server action…. Need to consider the XCAP get mentioned in earlier comment
	

	00256. 
	
	
	12.2.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Why virtual UA concept is not used here between IM User and deferred storage?

Should be used ..The from header should be from the deferred@hostname
	

	00257. 
	
	
	12.2.2.2/b/i
	Source: Nokia
The server IM User Public User Identity -> this term has not been used elsewhere in the document; maybe IM Address is enough
	

	00258. 
	
	
	12.2.2.2
	Source: Nokia
Remove b/iv and SIP final reponse/1 and SIP 200OK/2?

SIP supported methods in a dialog? It is a normal session even though the media is uni-directional
	

	00259. 
	
	
	12.2.2.3
	Source: Nokia
P-asserted-identity should not be stored if anonymous case
	

	00260. 
	
	
	12.2.2.3
	Source: Nokia
Associate note with step 3
	

	00261. 
	
	
	12.2.2.5
	Source: Nokia
- 1st sentence: refer to 12.2.2.2 and 12.2.1 and 12.2.1.1 instead of 12.2.2.1. 

- This subsection could be separated to be e.g.12.3 User plane
	

	00262. 
	
	
	12.2.1.1.2
	Source : Nokia 
A general procedure on how IM server responds to Client requesting to retrieve History conversation , when there are no stored messaging,  is missing
	

	00263. 
	
	
	13.2.1
	Source : Nokia 
A general procedure on how IM server responds to Client requesting to retrieve Deferred Message , when there are no stored messaging,  is missing
	


2. IM XDM Specification (OMA-TS-IM_XDM-V1_0-20061107-D)                                                                                                                          

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Latest XCAP version is 12. 

Proposed Change: Change reference to http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-simple-xcap-12.txt
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B002
	200y.mm.dd
	E/T
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Rename [XSD-HIST-DEF-META] referenced file so that it will aligned with other used SUP files in XDm2 & PoC 2.

Proposed Change: Rename to => 

OMA-SUP-XSD_im_hist-defMetadata as it’s part of IM enabler (not xdm).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B003
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Add Shared Policy XDMS to normative references

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B004
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Define Storage that is used in chapters 5.1.7 and 5.2.7

Proposed Change: Add definition of Storage to 3.2
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B005
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Definition of XCAP Client is missing

Proposed Change: Add: XCAP Client = An HTTP client that understands how to follow the naming and validation constraints defined in this specification. (Source: [XCAP])
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B006
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Change definition of XDM Client. (Note that this way these have been defined in XDM Specs)

Proposed Change: XDM Client = See XCAP Client 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B007
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Add definition of XDM Server (Note that this way these have been defined in XDM Specs)

Proposed Change: XDM Server = See XCAP Server.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B008
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Remove Access and filtering policies from introduction as these are defined in Shared Policy XDM Spec.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B009
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Remove text “always filled if the message is sent to one IM user” from bullet 4.c as it is unnecessary because field is already mandatory
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B010
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: According to OMA naming guidelines enabler should be included to namespace.
Proposed Change: Rename namespace to “urn:oma:xml:im:history-list”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B011
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: AConstraint validation requires Tel/ SIP URI to be received from Client.. Does the XDMC always make sure to send contact in that format…like adding Tel Uri to E.164?
Proposed Change”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B012
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.7
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Storage is not defined
Proposed Change: Add Storage to definitions
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B012
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.7, paragraph 3
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: Contradictions: Authorisation rules in 5.1.11 say User SHALL not have manipulation rights regarding conversation history document but in 5.1.7, it says <subject> can be changed by User 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B012
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.7
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: Contradictions: Authorization rules in 5.1.11 say User SHALL not have manipulation rights regarding conversation history document but in 5.1.7, it says <expiry> can be set by a User . If there should be any settings for conversation History , it should be done by service settings
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B013
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.12
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Support for XDM Search is missing
Proposed Change: Add new chapter where it is stated that IM XDM support search of information of IM History Metadata from user’s own documents according to procedures defined in XDM Core.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B015
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Remove text “always filled if the message is sent to one IM user” from bullet 4.c as it is unnecessary because field is already mandatory
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B016
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.2.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: According to OMA naming guidelines enabler should be included to namespace.
Proposed Change: Rename namespace to “urn:oma:xml:im:history-list”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B017
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.2.5
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: According to OMA naming guidelines enabler should be included to MIME Type.
Proposed Change: Rename MIME Type to “application/vnd.oma.im.deferred+xml”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B018
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.2.7
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Storage is not defined
Proposed Change: Add Storage to definitions
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B012
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.7, paragraph 3
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: Contradictions: Authorisation rules in 5.2.11 say User SHALL not have manipulation rights regarding conversation history document but in 5.2.7, it says <subject> can be changed by User 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B012
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.1.7
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: Contradictions: Authorization rules in 5.2.11 say User SHALL not have manipulation rights regarding conversation history document but in 5.2.7, it says <expiry> can be set by a User . If there should be any settings for conversation History , it should be done by service settings
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B019
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.2.12
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Support for XDM Search is missing
Proposed Change: Add new chapter where it is stated that IM XDM support search of information of Deferred Messages from user’s own documents according to procedures defined in XDM Core.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B020
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	5.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: User Access Policy is not anymore part of IM XDM. 
Proposed Change: Remove Chapter 5.3 as UAP has been moved to the Shared User Access Policy XDM Spec and add reference to it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B021
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	B.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: User Access Policy is not anymore part of IM XDM. 
Proposed Change: Remove User Access Policy SCR Items
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B022
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	B.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: User Access Policy is not anymore part of IM XDM. 
Proposed Change: Remove User Access Policy SCR Items
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B023
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	C.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Relative URI SHALL be used instead of absolute URI and HOST part should be included to HTTP-requests 
Proposed Change: Remove  http://xcap.example.com from beginning of GET requests in 1) and add host part after it (Host: xcap.example.com).  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B024
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	C.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Content-Length is not used with GET-requests 
Proposed Change: Remove Content-Length: 0 from 1)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B025
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	C.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: User Access Policy has been moved to Shared User Access Policy XDM 
Proposed Change: Remove chapter C.2.1 and add reference to Shared User Access Policy XDM Spec.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.1  IM Conversation History and Deferred Message Metadata SUP-file

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	SUP-file header
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Change name to OMA-SUP-XSD_im_hist-defMetadata as it’s part of IM enabler (not xdm).
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B002
	200y.mm.dd
	E/T
	Schema in SUP-file


	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Attribute extension should use “##any” instead of “##other”

Proposed Change: Use <xs:anyAttribute namespace=”##any” processContents=”lax”/> definition for extending attributes in <history-list> and <historyType elements>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B003
	2007.01.08
	E/T
	Schema in SUP-file
	Source: Nokia

Form: email

Comment: Should <pagerModeType> and <conferenceModeType> be extensible also with new attributes? Now they can be extended only with new elements.

Proposed Change: If wanted add attribute extension point to these types as well.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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