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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

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

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and ‘Q’ for Question for clarification
2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	REL
	Convener
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	CPNS
	Submitter
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History
	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full 
	2012.08.13
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONR-2012-0105-INP_CPNS_1_1_ERP_and_ETR_for_Consistency_Review

	WG review
	2012.08.23
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120813-D

	WG review
	2012.08.30
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120823-D

	WG review
	2012.09.06
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120830-D

	WG review
	2012.09.13
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120906-D

	WG review
	2012.09.17
	F2F meeting
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120913-D

	WG review
	2012.09.19
	F2F meeting
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120917-D

	WG review
	2012.09.20
	F2F meeting
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120919-D

	WG review
	2012.09.27
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120920-D

	WG review
	2012.10.18
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20120927-D

	WG review
	2012.10.25
	ConfCall
	CPNS
	OMA-CONRR-CPNS-20121018-D


3. Review Comments
3.1 OMA-RD-CPNS-V1_1-20120521-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2012.08.10
	E
	2.2. 
	Source: ZTE

Form: Review contribution

Comment: Order of references should be re-sorted. 

Proposed Change: 

Re-sort the references
	Status: Closed 
Closed

	A002
	2012.08.10
	T/E
	3.2
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Regarding Action Item A024, definition of PN Admin need to be changed as group agreed in CPNS-2012-0113R01 -CR_TS_Modification_on_Definitions.

Proposed Change: 
Change the definition referring to 0113R01.
	Status: Closed 
Closed

	A003
	2012.08.10
	T/E
	3.2
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 

Regarding Action Item A024, definition of PN Inventory need to be changed as group agreed in CPNS-2012-0113R01 -CR_TS_Modification_on_Definitions.

Proposed Change: 

Change the definition referring to 0113R01.
	Status: Closed 
Closed

	A004
	2012.08.10
	Q
	4.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution

Comment: What’s the meaning of last but one bullet?  Did we address it in TS? 

Proposed Change:  
	Status: Closed
Closed

	A005
	2012.08.10
	T
	6
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: 
Regarding the requirements that have not been fully addressed in the AD/TS document, they should be either deferred or addressed soon.

(i.e. HLF-041, 042, 04, 049, 050, 052, SEC-004,CHG-001,002, and so on)

Proposed Change: 
Provide CR(s) or Defer to next release.
	Status: Closed 
Mark as “Future Release” for HLF-040a, HLF-041, HLF-042, HLF-044, HLF-046, HLF-049, HLF-050, HLF-052. ADM-004, SYS-002.

	A006
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.1
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Some of CPNS 1.1 requirements were not developed in TS. 

Proposed Change: 
Find those requirements and mark them as future release.
	Status: Closed 
Closed with no change

	A007
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution

Comment: HLF-040 and HLF-040a are not addressed in TS yet.
Proposed Change:  

ZTE will provide CRs to address them in TS.
	Status: Closed
HLF-040 was closed with 166 ~ 170 and HLF-040a was marked as “Future Release”.



	A008
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
HLF-042,049, 050,052 are not addressed in TS.
Proposed Change:  

Mark them as Future Release or address them in TS v1.1.
	Status: Closed
This is closed, see A005.

	A009
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.1

6.1.1.2

6.1.2

Appendix. B
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
“PN Gateway” or “PN gateway” needs to be changed to “PN GW” by the definition.

Proposed Change: 
Change “PN Gateway” or “PN gateway” to “PN GW”
	Status: Closed 
Closed

	A010
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

SYS-003 is not addressed in TS. 
Proposed Change:  

Mark it as Future Release or address it in TS v1.1
	Status: Closed
Closed by 139R01.


3.2 OMA-AD-CPNS-V1_1-20120529-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	 B001
	2012.08.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
The word “Adminee” is not bold unlike other definitions.

Proposed Change: 
Make “Adminee” as bold.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and AI on Younsung to change this.

	B002
	2012.08.10
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Each interface lists high level functions, not specific ones like “PN GW Switching”. And PN GW Switching is covered by PN Management.
Proposed Change: 
Remove “PN GW Switching” in the list.
	Status: Closed

Agreed as proposed and AI on Younsung to change this. 


3.3 OMA-TS-CPNS_Core-V1_1-20120718-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2012.08.10
	E
	All
	Source: ZTE

Form: Review contribution

Comment:  There are some editorial bugs. 

Proposed Change: 

ZTE will provide CR to fix them.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 172R01.

	C002
	2012.08.10
	E
	1
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Scope should be revised.

Proposed Change: Reword the sentence


	Status: Closed 
Closed with no change.

	C003
	2012.08.10
	E
	2.1. 
	Source: NEC

Form: Review contribution

Comment: First two references, [CPNS-AD] and [CPNS-RD] refer to releases 1.0 only, which is not enough. 

Additional references to refer to releases 1.1 to be added or just to replace the existing ones with 1.1

Proposed Change: 

Add the following:

[CPNS-AD] “Converged Personal Network Service Architecture”, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-AD-CPNS-V1_1, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
[CPNS-RD] “Converged Personal Network Service Architecture”, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-AD-CPNS-V1_1, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
[CPNS-TS] “Converged Personal Network Service Architecture”, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-AD-CPNS-V1_0, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
	Status: Closed 
For RD and AD, group agreed to replace v1.0 to v1.1 and TS Editor would make this change.


	C004
	2012.08.10
	E
	2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
PUCC’s website is incorrect. Also 4 links for PUCC are actually connected with the OMA website.

Proposed Change: 
Change “puc” to “pucc” in the URLs.

Change 4 hyperlinks as PUCC’s URLs.
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change them.

	C005
	2012.08.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Reference for PN Admin definition is actually in [CPNS-RD] not [CPNS-AD].

Proposed Change: 
Change the definition of PN Admin to “See [CPNS-RD]”
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C006
	2012.08.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: The order of the definitions does not seem to be in the alphabetical order.    

Proposed Change:  

Sort them alphabetically.
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C007
	2012.08.10
	E
	4
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Scope should be revised.

Proposed Change: Reword the sentences in the introduction part


	Status: Closed 
Closed with no change.

	C008
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	5.3
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Do we need to revise this section to address the new requirement for simplified GK?

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed
Closed with no change.

	C009
	2012.08.10
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
In the CPNS 1.1, the Simplified Group Key management mechanism was newly added in section 6.9.3, 7.8.6 and so on. But Security Consideration for the Simplified Group Key management is missing.
Also, the difference between the Group Key management and Simplified Group Key management is not described in TS. For example, the Group Key management in CPNS 1.1 is useful in case of many-membered Service Group; on the contrary, simplified Group Key management is suitable for small Service Group.

When the CPNS devices support different Group Key management (i.e. 1.0 or 1.1), it is required to explain that how can the devices share the same Group Key.
Proposed Change: 
Need to consider adding descriptions regarding the Simplified Group Key management.
	Status: Closed 
See C008.

	C010
	2012.08.10
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
The descriptions for the PN Setup using PN usage information is missing in this section.
Proposed Change: 
Need to consider adding descriptions for the PN Setup using PN usage information in this section.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 157R01.

	C011
	2012.08.10
	E
	5.7
	Source: ZTE

Form: Review contribution

Comment: The Note should be deleted since we have section 7.15 to address it.    

Proposed Change:  

Delete the note.
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C012
	2012.08.10
	E
	5.8
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
There are many empty rows on the top of the table.

Also, the attribute name “PN Admin” needs to be changed since there’s no space in attribute names

Proposed Change: 
Remove empty rows and change every “PN Admin” to “PNAdmin” in the table.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change them.

	C013
	2012.08.10
	E
	5.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: First part of the table in this section is blank.    

Proposed Change:  

Delete this part of the table. 
	Status: Closed
See C012.

	C014
	2012.08.10
	T
	5.9

(new section)
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Format of PN Usage Info is not clearly defined in section 5.9.
Proposed Change: 
Add the format of PN Usage Info as proposed by OMA-CD-CPNS-2012-0127R01
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 152R03.

	C015
	2012.08.10
	T
	F.3.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 
Comment: 
CPNS has Notification instead of Advertise.

Proposed Change: 
Change “Advertise” to “Notification” in the text.
	Status: Closed 
AI on TS Editor to change below:

Change all “advertise” to “advertise/notification”
Change “adverse” to “advertise/notification”
AI on Seungmyeong to if there’s missing advertise/notification issue in other sections, and provide a CR if it’s needed.

	C016
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
In step 3, there’s no space between “to” and “each”, and double punctuation marks are used in a row.

Proposed Change: 
Change “toeach” to “to” and remove one of punctuation marks.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change them.

	C017
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.6
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: Figure numbers should be corrected and not have X1, X2 etc . 
Proposed Change:  

TS editor to correct the figure numbers
	Status: Closed
TS Editor will check and change all incorrect figure numbers.

	C018
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.4
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
I am not sure if it is a good idea to use the same message, i.e. PNAdminRequest for Adminee addition. PNAdmin and Adminee are two different roles and therefore it would make more sense to have separate messages    

Proposed Change:  

Separate the messages
	Status: Closed
Closed since the CR is withdrawn.

	C019
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.4
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

I am not sure I understand clearly why we need steps 1 and 2 before sending the PNAdminRequest to the server. Why doing so when is not sure if the request from the PN GW to the server will be accepted or not. These steps could be performed after the response from the server. 

Furthermore, if we put steps 1 and 3 after steps 3 and 4, we may not need step 5 anymore, since step 2, the response from PNE 1 to PN GW would confirm the addition of the Adminee.  
Proposed Change:  

Perform steps 1 and 2 after step 4 and remove step 5. Modify the description of steps accordingly if steps 1 and 2 are changed.  
	Status: Closed
Closed by 136R02.

	C020
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.4
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: Similar to the previous comment and for the same reason, steps 2 and 3 should be after 4 and 5.

Again, step 7 may not be needed    

Proposed Change:  

Perform steps 2 and 3 after steps 5 and 4 and remove step 7.

Modify the flow description accordingly
	Status: Closed
See C019.

	C021
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.4, 7.6.4
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution

Comment: If the PN Admin is released do those PN adminees belong to this PN Admin should be released automatically?
Proposed Change:  

If the answer is yes, it should be addressed in section 6.6.4 and 7.6.4 
	Status: Closed
Closed without any change.

	C022
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.4
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution

Comment: In step 5, does other PN member need to know this?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: Closed
See C019.

	C023
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.4~ 6.6.11
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: For newly added sections, mainly for diagrams, we need to specifically indicate the “preconditions” or “assumptions”.

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed
Closed by CRs by Alex and Seungmyeong.

	C024
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.5
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
The following ‘Note: In case of Adminee removal, step 1 and 2 can be skipped’ is a bit confusing and in conflict with the wording of step 1. 

Step one states that message is sent to PNE 1 to be added or removed while the note states that steps 1 and 2 are not applicable to Adminee removal 
Proposed Change:  Remove the note 
	Status: Closed
Closed by 136R02

	C025
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.5
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment:

The following ‘Note 1: If PNE 1 is PN Admin and PNE 1 wants to add or remove PN GW as an Adminee, step 2 and step 3 are skipped and corresponding procedures are performed in PN GW’ 

is not clear and contradicts the PN concept of having one PN GW. If the PN GW of a PN is removed, there will be no PN and as such there will be no PN Admin or Adminee. 
Proposed Change:  

Remove the ‘Note 1’
	Status: Closed
Closed by 136R02.

	C026
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.5
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment:

The following ‘Note 2: In case of Adminee removal, step 2 and 3 can be skipped’ is a bit confusing and in conflict with the wording of step 1. 

Step one states that message is sent to PNE 1 to be added or removed while the note states that steps 2 and 3 are not applicable to Adminee removal 
Proposed Change:  

Remove Note 2.
	Status: Closed
Closed by 136R02.

	C027
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.5
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 
Wording for step 4 for figure x4 (4.
If PNE 2 accepts the request, PN GW sends the PNAdminRequest message to inform the CPNS Server of Adminee change) states that ‘PN GW informs the server on the intention for Adminee change’. It should not be ‘inform’ since it is not informing but it is asking the server whether PNE 2 can be added/removed     
Proposed Change:  

Change from ‘inform the CPNS Server’ to ‘asking/requesting the CPNS server’
	Status: Closed
Closed by 145R01.

	C028
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.5, 6.6.6
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution

Comment: Do we need step 6 and step 7?
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
See C022.

	C029
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.6
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
This section introduces the term ‘Adminee’s PN Inventory’, but isn’t enough just to call it PN Inventory. 

In addition, this term is not defined    
Proposed Change:  

Remove this concept of Adminee’s PN Inventory’ and instead just refer to PN Inventory for entities of the specific PN
	Status: Closed
Group agreed to change “PN Admin can request information change in Adminee’s PN Inventory” to “PN Admin can request information change in PN Inventory for Adminee belonging to the same PN as PN Admin”
AI on TS Editor to change this.

	C030
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.6.7
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
Numbering of bullet points describing the flow diagram for PNE switching should be corrected.

Proposed Change:  
Change from ‘6…14’ to ‘1.. 9’. 
	Status: Closed
TS Editor will correct them.

	C031
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.7
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
I do not think it is correct to suspend the service provided by PNE 1 before the PNE switching takes place as shown in the flow diagram under step 3.

Proposed Change:  

Replace step 3 after step 8.


	Status: Closed
AI on Alex to close this comment, group agreed to move step 3 after step 6 in the diagram and description.

	C032
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.7
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
I do not understand the purpose of InvokeRequest and InvokeResponse in this case. What does it do and what does it contain? PN GW has all the information for PNE 2 and what SG it belongs to etc.  

Proposed Change:  

Please clarify or remove steps 4-7.
	Status: Closed
Closed with no change.

	C033
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.7
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 
The ‘Note: If this switching procedure is initiated by PN GW, the PN GW SHALL choose the candidate PNE according to its Device Capabilities’ 

in this section is not needed since it only repeats what is already said at the beginning of this section “CPNS Entity who initiates the PNE switching procedure SHALL choose the candidate PNE.”.

Proposed Change:  
Remove the Note.
	Status: Closed
Closed with proposed change and put AI on TS Editor will change this.

	C034
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
From the following sentence “In the figure below, PN GW A is current PN GW of this PN and PNE B sends the request to PN GW A to make PN GW B a new PN GW”, PNE B asks PN GW A (the current PN GW) to make PN GW B a new PN GW.

I do not see how PN GW A can make PN GW B an acting PN GW.

PNE or PN GW can initiate the PN GW switching but not execute this function.

Proposed Change:  

Reword to:

“In the figure below, PN GW A is active PN GW of this PN, while PN GW B is the gateway to switch to”
	Status: Closed
Agreed to change with a slight modification of proposal, “In the figure below, PN GW A is active PN GW of this PN, while PN GW B is the gateway to be switched to”.

AI on TS Editor to change this.

	C035
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
I do not see a direct link between steps 1 and 2 with following steps. PN GW switching could be initiated by any entity and steps 1 and 2 could be sent from PN GW A to the server without having to have PNE B to do so. 

How does the server know that PNE B has initiated the PN GW switching since there is no communication between PN GW A and Server for this exercise. 

Proposed Change:  

Steps 1 and 2 have to be forwarded to CPNS server somehow. 
	Status: Closed
Closed by 147R02.

	C036
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
I am not sure I understand ‘Note 1: Depends on the Mode attributes in step 1. PNGWChangeRequest message, Device A can have PNE and/or Device B can lose PNE. And that PNE change(s) can be handled by PN GW B in step 11’. 

Proposed Change:  

Please clarify or remove.  
	Status: Closed
AI on TS Editor to remove the note.

	C037
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
I am not sure I understand ‘Note 2: In case of PN GW A’s disconnection from CPNS Server, PNE B can initiate PN GW Switching without step 1, 2, 7 and 8 in the procedure’. 

How can we have PN GW switching without having an active PN GW in a PN?

Proposed Change:  

Please clarify or remove.  
	Status: Closed
AI on TS Editor to remove the note.

	C038
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
In general, I have difficulties to understand the PN GW switching described in this section.

From the following sentence “In the figure below, PN GW A is current PN GW of this PN and it sends the request to PNE B to make PN GW B a new PN GW”, PNE GW A (the current PN GW) asks PNE B to make PN GW B a new PN GW.

I do not see how PNE B can make PN GW B an acting PN GW.

PNE or PN GW can initiate the PN GW switching but not execute this function.

Proposed Change:  

Reword to:

“In the figure below, PN GW A is active PN GW of this PN, while PN GW B is the gateway to switch to”.   
	Status: Closed
Agreed to change with a slight modification of proposal, “In the figure below, PN GW A is active PN GW of this PN, while PN GW B is the gateway to be switched to”.

AI on TS Editor to change this.

	C039
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
I do not see a direct link between steps 1 and 2 with following steps. PN GW switching could be initiated by any entity and steps 1 and 2 could be sent from PN GW A to the server without having to go to PNE B. 

How does the server know that PN GW A has initiated the PN GW switching since there is no communication between PN GW A and Server for this exercise. 

Proposed Change:  

Steps 1 and 2 have to be forwarded to CPNS server somehow.    
	Status: Closed
See C035.

	C040
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
What happens to PN GW A after the switching to PN GW B? Does it disconnect or it becomes a PNE? 

In either case, that is not reflected in the diagram. 

Proposed Change:  
Please clarify.   
	Status: Closed
See C023.

	C041
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 
Step 2 in the description of the flow diagram puts PNE B in charge of PN GW B and suggests that PNE B should be asked if PN GW B can be switched or not. 

What is the Result attribute that PNE B can send to PN GW A? 

The communication between PNE B and PN GW B is missing. Is not shown.

Proposed Change:  
Please clarify.   
	Status: Closed
Closed by 146R01

	C042
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.8
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 
The Note in this section states the following: “Depends on the Mode attributes in step 1. PNGWChangeRequest message, Device A can have PNE and/or Device B can lose PNE. And that PNE change(s) can be handled by PN GW B in step 11”, implying that PN GW A can switch to PNE or can become a PNE within device A. 

What would happen to the existing PNE in device A and how can we have two PNEs in a device?

The note is not very clear.

Proposed Change:  
Remove the note
	Status: Closed
Closed as proposed

	C043
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.8

7.6.8
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
PN GW switching message flow may need to be revised when it is compared to signaling procedure.

Proposed Change:
Go over the procedure and also check feasibility in seamless service delivery aspect.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 147R02.

	C044
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.9
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
The following sentence “The PNE which initiats the splitting request MUST be part of the newly created PN” in the first paragraph should be reworded to say that the PNE that initiates the PN splitting will end up in the newly created PN.

In addition, where would the initiating PN GW end up? In the newly created PN or existing one. It makes sense to have the same criteria for PN GW as for PNE, i.e. to have initiating PN GW belonging to the newly created PN.

Proposed Change:  

Change to: “Following the PN splitting, the PNE or PN GW which initiate the PN splitting request SHALL be part of the newly created PN”.   
	Status: Closed
Closed by 143.

	C045
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.9
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
The way the flow diagram is shown and described is not very clear. 

The following sentence is confusing: “In the figure below, PNE 1 requests to split PN A into two PNs, PN GW and Device which has PNE 2 will be the new PN GWs of split PNs”. 

What are the names of the PNs, existing and new ones? I do not see any PN A in the diagram. Let’s say PN 1 keeps this name and stays PN 1. In this case the PN GW of this PN 1 should be PN GW 1. So, PN 1 should have PN GW 1 and other PNEs that are not PNE 1, since PNE 1  goes with the new PN.

The newly created PN, let’s call it PN 2, should have PNE 1 and a new PN GW, let’s call it PN GW 2.

In addition, shouldn’t this PN splitting request be forward to the server before it goes to another PN GW, which at the moment of the request does not exist yet?

Proposed Change:  
Please redraw the diagram and clarify    
	Status: Closed
Closed by 143.

	C046
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.6.9
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 
Numbering of bullet points describing the flow diagram for PN splitting should be corrected.

Proposed Change:  
Change from ‘15…29’ to ‘1…15’.    
	Status: Closed
See C030.

	C047
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.6.9
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
Numbering of bullet points describing the flow diagram for PN splitting should be corrected.

Proposed Change:  
Change from ‘15…29’ to ‘1…15’.    
	Status: Closed
See C030.

	C048
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.6.10
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
Numbering of bullet points describing the flow diagram for PN merging should be corrected.

Proposed Change:  
Change from ‘30…43’ to ‘1…14’
	Status: Closed
See C030.

	C049
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.11
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
The high level procedure of PN Setup using PN Usage Info needs to improve as described in NOTE in section 6.6.11.

Proposed Change: 
Add the high level procedure of PN Usage Info as proposed by OMA-CD-CPNS-2012-0069R02
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 153R02.

	C050
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.11
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

Still have concern of these issues mentioned in the Note. 
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C051
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.11
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

What’s the difference between summarized information and PN usage information?
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C052
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.6.11.1
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
Numbering of bullet points describing the flow diagram for creation of PN usage info should be corrected.

Proposed Change:  
Change from ‘16…21’ to ‘0…5’
	Status: Closed
See C030.

	C053
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.11.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

3rd paragraph is not clear.
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C054
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.11.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

Some new terminologies are used such as PN Alias and Meta Data, need more description for helping understanding them.
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C055
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.11.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In step 3, what’s the meaning of PN information here?
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C056
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.11.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In last two steps, why do we need to send the message to CPNS Server?
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C057
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.11.1, 6.6.11.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

According to the last step in 6.6.11.1, PNE will always store the PN usage information, then why do we need step 1 to 5 in section 6.6.11.2? 
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C058
	2012.08.10
	Q
	6.6.11.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In 2nd paragraph, it says “If a PNE already has summarized information…”, my question is how? 
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 153R02.

	C059
	2012.08.10
	T
	6.6.11.2
	Source: NEC
Form: Review contribution

Comment: 
Numbering of bullet points describing the flow diagram for setup of PN usage info should be corrected.

Proposed Change:  
Change from ‘17…29’ to ‘0…12’    
	Status: Closed
Closed as suggested.

	C060
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	6.8 &

6.9
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Since we added new features such as PN merging, splitting, PNGW/PNE switching, the service group and group key mgmt. parts should reflect the new functions accordingly.

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed
Closed by 188 and 183.

	C061
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.8.8
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Title of this section is incorrect, since “Service SG” is duplication.

Proposed Change: 
Change the title as “Transfer of SG Owner”.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C062
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.9.3
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
3 figure numbers in the section are incorrect.

Proposed Change: 
Align the numbers with other figure numbers.

Also, check all the figure numbers of newly added figures after May.
	Status: Closed 

See C017.

	C063
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.9.3
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
3 figure numbers in the section are incorrect.

Proposed Change: 
Align the numbers with other figure numbers.

Also, check all the figure numbers of newly added figures after May.
	Status: Closed 
Same comment as C062.

	C064
	2012.08.10
	E
	6.9.3.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Each step number for description is incorrect.

Proposed Change: 
Start the number with “0”.

Also, check all the step numbers of newly added figures after May.
	Status: Closed 
See C030.

	C065
	2012.08.10
	E/T
	7.6.1.2
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
There’s no PANTech or Address attribute in PNSetupResponse message. However, the text is mentioning to use them.

Proposed Change: 
Change the text to remove those non-existing attributes.
	Status: Closed
Closed by 181.

	C066
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.6.1.2
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Names of CPNS message have typos, such as “Authenticaterequest” and “Authenticateresponse”.

Proposed Change: 
Change “Authenticaterequest” to “AuthenticateRequest” and “Authenticateresponse” to “AuthenticateResponse”
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change them.

	C067
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.4

7.6.5
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Some failure responses for PNAdminRequest messages can be detected and sent by PNE or PN GW who received PNAdminRequest.

E.g. PNE who got Adminee addition request from PN Admin, it already knows whether they belong to the same CPNS User.
Proposed Change:
Find better Entity for reporting failure response, PN-side Entity or CPNS Server.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 161R02.

	C068
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.6.4

7.6.5

7.6.6
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Readability needs to be improved.

Proposed Change:
Revise the text.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 160R02.

	C069
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	7.6.4.1/2
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: what is this mean?

=> Even PNE/PNGW is not assigned as PN Admin yet, PNE/PNGW can request Adminee addition with PN Admin assignment.
Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed 
Closed by 160R02.

	C070
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	7.6.4.1/2
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: what is this mean?

=> If PNE(s) requested for Adminee addition accepted the request, Adminee change(s) included in the message SHALL be updated in PN GW’s Inventory, too.
Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed 
Closed by 160R02.

	C071
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.6.4.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In 2nd paragraph, there are two “In this case,”.
Proposed Change:  

Delete one
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C072
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.6.5.1
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In the last bullet, “addition” is missing after Adminee
Proposed Change:  

Add “addition”
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C073
	2012.08.10
	Q
	7.6.5.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In the last but one bullet, why do we need this bullet?
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed by 160R02.

	C074
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.5.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In the same paragraph with above comment, how about send the request to CPNS Server firstly?
Proposed Change:  

Send the request to CPNS Server firstly
	Status: Closed
No change.

	C075
	2012.08.10
	Q
	7.6.5.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In the 2nd and 3rd paragraphs, why do not check PN Admin’s ID?
Proposed Change:  


	Status: Closed
Closed 161R02.

	C076
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.6
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
PN Admin should support PN Inventory change of itself, too.

Proposed Change:
Add some text to capture this.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 160R02.

	C077
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.6.1 7.6.6.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

The description of “information in Adminee’s PN Inventory,” is not appropriate, PN Admin can change adminee’s information only, but not adminee’s PN Inventory, in PN Inventory there are some othere information which are not the information of this adminee.     

Proposed Change:  

Modify it
	Status: Closed
Closed by 160R02.

	C078
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.6.1,

7.6.6.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

PN Admin can change adminee’s information only but not PN’s information. so the 2nd bullet under PNInfo is not needed,     

Proposed Change:  

Remove it.
	Status: Closed
Closed as proposed.

	C079
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.6.6.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In the last but one paragraph, “Server” is missing after CPNS     

Proposed Change:  

Add it.
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C080
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.6.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In the last paragraph under [Procedure in PN GW who is Adminee], the word “its” is not clear.    

Proposed Change:  

Change it to Entity name.
	Status: Closed
Closed by 161R02.

	C081
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.6.2
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

In the 1st  paragraph under [Procedure in PN GW who is not PN Admin or Adminee], the 1st sentence is not clear.    

Proposed Change:  

Add “and Adminee’s ID in the request is PN GW’s ID” after PNAdminRequest message
	Status: Closed
Closed by 161R02.

	C082
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.8

8.7.7
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Text/description may need to be written more clearly. E.g. distinguishing current and new PN GW.

Proposed Change:
Revise the text.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 149R01.

	C083
	2012.08.10
	T
	7.6.11

(new section)
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
The signaling procedure for PN Setup using PN Usage Info is missing.

Proposed Change: 
Add the signaling procedure of PN Usage Info as proposed by OMA-CD-CPNS-2012-0128R01
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 154R02.

	C084
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	7.7
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Do we need to add some sentences/explanations into this section to address newly added use cases such as PN merging/splitting and PNE/PNGW switching?

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed 
Closed by 189..

	C085
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.7.3.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
There’s no space between “ServiceStatus” and “attribute” in the last bullet.

Proposed Change: 
Change “ServiceStatusattribute” to “ServiceStatus attribute”.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C086
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.8
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Styles of expressions are inconsistent.

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed 
Closed with no change.

	C087
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	7.10
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
PN Admin should support PN Inventory change of itself, too.

Proposed Change:
Add some text to

Operation, In/Out Parameters in Invoke messages
	Status: Closed 
No change.

	C088
	2012.08.10
	E
	7.14.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
There’s no space between “side” and “only”.

Also, there’s a typo “massage”.

Proposed Change: 
Change “sideonly” to “side only” and “massage” to “message”.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change them.

	C089
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	8
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
As an implementation issue, current CPNS message structure/definition needs more. Currently, type and value are defined, but length isn’t. Therefore, preparing a message to send or parsing a received message cannot be done. It seems like a big problem for implementation.

Two solutions may be feasible. One is set each attribute’s length. The other is XML Schema approach.

Proposed Change:
Discussion on this issue to have an adequate solution.
	Status: Closed 
Closed with no change.

	C090
	2012.08.10
	E
	8.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
In the common parameter set table, MsgType has “Advertise” instead of “Notification”.

Proposed Change: 
Change “Advertise” to “Notification”.
	Status: Closed
:Agreed to change ”Advertise” to “Advertise/notification”. See C015.

	C091
	2012.08.10
	Q
	8.7.1.1

8.7.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Group once agreed 0059R01 and later decided to cancel the agreement during the CONR. This was because of the version interoperability issue. After the discussion at that time, group agreed to define new messages for new features in new version of CPNS. Refer OMA-CD-CPNS-2012-0088-MINUTES_31May2012_CC.

Proposed Change: 
Group needs to determine how to handle this agreed CR.

Also, reconsider version interoperability issue again.
	Status: Closed 
Closed as the group agreed to note 0059R01.

	C092
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	8.7.5
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Do we need to all the detailed information of PN for PN Admin use cases, even the PN inventory is already existed?

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed 
No change.

	C093
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	8.7.6/7
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Do we need to all the detailed information of Service Profile in the PNESwitchRequest/Response message?

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed 
No change.

	C094
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	8.7.6
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Regarding PNE Switching, if the original PNE is PN Admin or Adminee, is that information also transferred to a candidate PNE? 

Proposed Change:
Discussion on this to have or not to have PN Admin and Adminee attributes in the messages.
	Status: Closed 
Closed with no change.

	C095
	2012.08.10
	E
	8.7.7.2
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Attribute name has no space in it.

Proposed Change: 
Change “PN Admin” to “PNAdmin”
	Status: Closed
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change it.

	C096
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	8.7.8
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Consider related issues about PN Splitting. E.g. SG Inventory Update or PN Admin.

Proposed Change:
Discussion to complete dependency on possibly related functions.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 184.

	C097
	2012.08.10
	Q/T
	8.7.9
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Consider related issues about PN Merging. E.g. SG Inventory Update or PN Admin.

Proposed Change:
Discussion to complete dependency on possibly related functions.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 184.

	C098
	2012.08.10
	T
	8.7.10

(new section)
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
The message format for PN Setup using PN Usage Info is missing.

Proposed Change: 
Add the message format for PN Usage Info as proposed by OMA-CD-CPNS-2012-0129R01
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 155R02.

	C099
	2012.08.10
	E
	8.8.4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
Description of SGInfo has editorial errors.

Proposed Change: 
Separate “SGOwner” with “Its sub elements are”.

Then put a bullet on “SGOwner” and delete the empty bullet in the end.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change them.

	C100
	2012.08.10
	T
	9
	Source: ZTE
Form: Review contribution
Comment: 

The bullets should be deleted since they are covered by other paragraphs.   

Proposed Change:  

Delete them.
	Status: Closed
Delete “The CPNS Enabler supports following protocols as optional.  

· XML based overlay network protocol (See Appendix F)

· SMS based CPNS protocol (See Appendix G)

· HTTP (See Appendix H)
” and TS Editor will change this.

	C101
	2012.08.10
	T
	9.3
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
HTTP binding for messages through CPNS-3 needs to be handled since we newly use this interface for PN GW Switching and PN Merging/Splitting.

Proposed Change:
Add some text to cover HTTP binding for CPNS-3 interface.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as proposed and TS Editor will change this.

	C102
	2012.08.10
	T/Q
	9.3
	Source: SKT
Form: 
Comment: Does this section fully address the requirement for HTTP binding?

Proposed Change: Revise if needed


	Status: Closed 
Closed with no change.

	C103
	2012.08.10
	T
	Appendix. B
	Source: LGE

Form: 

Comment: 
New features in CPNS 1.1 TS are not updated in SCR tables.

Proposed Change:
Update SCR tables.
	Status: Closed
Closed by 164 and 190.

	C104
	2012.08.10
	T
	F.3.2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: 
Comment: 
CPNS has Notification instead of Advertise.

Proposed Change: 
Change “Advertise” to “Notification” in the text.
	Status: Closed 
Agreed as group decided to on C015.


3.4 OMA-ETR-CPNS-V1_1-20120719-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2012.08.10
	E
	5.1
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Typo in the text, “clients/serves”
Proposed Change: 
Change “serves” to “servers”
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 165.

	D002
	2012.08.10
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Column title is missing, “Normal Flow”
Proposed Change: 
Add the column title “Normal Flow”
	Status: Closed

Closed by 165. 

	D003
	2012.08.10
	E/T
	5.1.1

PNM-013/015/016/017
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Adminee is just “Adminee” not “PN Adminee”
Proposed Change: 
Change “PN Adminee” to “Adminee” in description and test requirements columns.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 165.

	D004
	2012.08.10
	E/T
	5.1.1

PNM-014
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
It is Adminee addition not PN Admin addition.

Proposed Change: 
Change “PN Admin” to “Adminee” in description and test requirements columns.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 165.

	D005
	2012.08.10
	E/T
	5.1.1

PNM-018
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
It is Adminee information change, not PN Admin information change.

Proposed Change: 
Change “PN Admin” to “Adminee” in description and test requirements columns.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 165.

	D006
	2012.08.10
	T
	5.1

5.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Feature key and test requirements regarding Simplified Group Key Management in CPNS 1.1 TS are missing. 

Proposed Change: 
Corresponding feature key and test requirements need to be added.
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 165.

	D007
	2012.08.10
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: 
Comment: 
Test requirements regarding PN Setup using Usage Information are missing. 

Proposed Change: 
Corresponding test requirements need to be added. 
	Status: Closed 
Closed by 165.
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