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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 Comment Ids 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
	Host
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	LOC
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	OMA-LOC-2009-0311-SUPL3_RD_review_comments_by_Nokia, OMA-REQ-2009-0226-INP_Ericsson_review_comments_on_the_SUPL_3_0_RD, OMA-REQ-2009-0227-INP_Qualcomm_review_comments_on_SUPL_3.0_RD, OMA-LOC-2009-0313R01-SUPL3_RD_Review_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2009.11.10
	R&A 
	REQ, LOC, ARC, SEC, IOP
	OMA-RDRR-SUPL-V3_0-20091111-D

	Full
	2009.12.02
	R&A
	LOC
	OMA-RDRR-SUPL-V3_0-20091202-D


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-RD-SUPL-V3_0-20091027-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.12.01
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: References to UMB and LTE not found in the document.

Proposed Change: Remove the irrelevant references.
	Status: OPEN 



	A002
	2009.12.01
	E
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: References to S.R0066, NWG 1.1.2 stage 2 and 3, IEEE 802.16, 802.16e not found in the document.

Proposed Change: Remove the irrelevant references.
	Status: OPEN 



	A003
	2009.12.01
	E
	2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to RFC5139 missing.

Proposed Change: Add reference.
	Status: OPEN 



	A004
	2009.12.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the explanation for “GNSS” Galileo written in capital letters.

Proposed Change: Convert to lower case letters.
	Status: OPEN 



	A005
	2009.12.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The explanation for WLAN reads “A local area network that provides wireless access via IEEE [IEEE 802.11]”.

Proposed Change: Should read “A local area network that provides wireless access [IEEE 802.11]”
	Status: OPEN 



	A005
	2009.12.01
	E
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Galileo written in capital letters.

Proposed Change: Convert to small letters.
	Status: OPEN 



	A006
	2009.12.01
	E
	6.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: SUPL-HLF-17 reads “The protocol SHALL…”

Proposed Change: In order to be consistent should read “SUPL SHALL…”
	Status: OPEN 



	A007
	2009.12.01
	E
	6.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: SUPL-SEC05 deals with authentication, but is in security section. 

Proposed Change: Move SUPL-SEC-05 to 6.2.1.1 on Authentication.
	Status: OPEN 



	A008
	2009.12.01
	E
	B.7.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The last sentence of the second paragraph reads “The nature of these data is such that the SET neither has information on the data lifetime nor when to request for updates.”

This is somewhat incorrect statement. The example discusses, for example, the extended ephemerides. They do have a defined life-time, but the data may become invalid at some point.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence. The different aspects are adequately discussed in the description.
	Status: OPEN 



	A009
	2009-12-01
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP REQ# 226

Comment: The references [3GPP2 UMB] and  [3GPP LTE] are not used in document.

 Proposed Change: Remove references.
	Status: OPEN

	A010
	2009-12-01
	T
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP REQ# 226 

Comment: The description  how improvements for LTE is achieved is incorrect and reflect rather what was done in SUPL 2.0

Proposed Change: Change first paragraph after bullet list to:

“Improved Location Support for LTE introduces alignments to the LPP protocol already defined in 3GPP RAN.” 
	Status: OPEN

	A011
	2009-12-01
	T
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP REQ# 226 

Comment: The release description states that support for LTE shall be developed. This is incorrect as support for LTE added in SUPL 2.0

Proposed Change: Change first bullet to:

Improved Location Support for LTE 
	Status: OPEN

	A012
	2009-12-01
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP REQ# 226 

Comment: There is no requirement reflecting the intention to improve support in LTE. 
Proposed Change: Add requirement reading “SUPL SHALL utilize the capabilities in 3GPP TS 36.355 [LPP]”. 
	Status: OPEN

	A013
	2009-12-01
	E
	5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP REQ# 227

Comment: the following statement needs correcting: User Plane may comprise e.g. IP and SMS bearers in the cellular environment and IP bearers in the WLAN/Internet environment.
 Proposed Change: User Plane is bearer independent and intended to work on a number of different bearers in cellular and WLAN/Internet environments.
	Status: OPEN

	A014
	2009-12-01
	E
	5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP REQ# 227 

Comment: The table entry for bearer independence IP, SMS needs correcting.
Proposed Change: Change to GSM/WCDMA/TD-SCDMA/LTE, CDMA/UMB, WLAN, WiMAX
	Status: OPEN

	A015
	2009-12-01
	E
	6.2.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP REQ# 227 

Comment: first row in Table 6 states wrong release number (SUPL 2.0 instead of SUPL 1.0)
Proposed Change: Change to SUPL 1.0
	Status: OPEN

	A016
	2009.12.01
	E
	4
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: 3rd paragraph discusses differences between SUPL1.0 and SUPL2.0.  

Proposed Change: Put this discussion in the release description part or make it a general statement on SUPL . 
	Status: OPEN 


	A017
	2009.12.01
	T
	5
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: LTE is supported in SUPL2.0 Stating “Location Support for LTE in SUPL3.0 is confusing”. (see also ERELD)

Proposed Change: Remove this text. 
	Status: OPEN 


	A018
	2009.12.01
	E
	5
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: 

· The last sentence should be added at the beginning as an introduction. 

· Do all terms need to be capitalized? Are they defined in Definitions?  In particular Enhancement and Extended.

· The present should be used consistently. Some of them are using the future.   

· Next to last paragraph. For instance is redundant with etc…

Proposed Change: Clean up as proposed. 
	Status: OPEN 


	A019
	2009.12.01
	E
	5.2 second paragraph
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: Second par. should use present.  

Proposed Change: The new functionality includes triggered services …. In addition the release addresses emergency services. Alternatively use bullet list from ERELD chapter 4.2
	Status: OPEN 


	A020
	2009.12.01
	E
	5.2 3rd  paragraph
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: replace ‘this work item,   

Proposed Change: …SET, SUPL 2.0 introduces …

Alternatively use bullet list from ERELD chapter 4.2
	Status: OPEN 


	A021
	2009.12.01
	T
	5.2 next to last par.
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: WLAN may be confusing as an example. It is  shown as SUPL3.0 requirement. 

Proposed Change: …replace with I-WLAN…

Alternatively use bullet list from ERELD chapter 4.2
	Status: OPEN 



	A022
	2009.12.01
	E
	5.2 last  paragraph
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: tense should be present,   

Proposed Change: This release also enhances  existing functionality…
	Status: OPEN



	A023
	2009.12.01
	E
	6.1
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: Charging is mentioned in chapter 6.2.2.   

Proposed Change: Add this module description…
	Status: OPEN 


	A024
	2009.12.01
	E
	6.2
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: HLF-14: Velocity Service .   

Proposed Change: Velocity should be defined in section 3. Service not capitalized.
	Status: OPEN


	A025
	2009.12.01
	E
	6.2.5
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: IOP 06 and 07 should be Implentation as is IOP 03..   

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 


	A026
	2009.12.01
	E
	6.2.6
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: PRIV-04 is it about privacy or network? ..   

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 




3.2 OMA-ERELD-SUPL-V3_0-20091111-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2009.12.01
	E/T
	4.2
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: Support of WLAN is in SUPL3.0 ..   

Proposed Change: Move it.
	Status: OPEN 


	B002
	2009.12.01
	E/T
	4.3
	Source: Pierre-Henri Gross, Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0313

Comment: LTE is supported in SUPL2.0 Stating “Location Support for LTE in SUPL3.0 is confusing”. (see also RD)

Proposed Change: Remove this text it already appears in 4.2
	Status: OPEN 
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