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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-RD-XDM-V1_1-20070702-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	14-09-07
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: “MSISDN – Mobile Station Subscriber ISDN Number”
“ MSISDN – Mobile Station International ISDN Number”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


1.2 OMA-AD-XDM-V1_1-20070830-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	14-09-07
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: It is stated that the URI List is the only AU of the Shared XDMS. This is incorrect. The Group Usage List is also an AU provided by the Shared XDMS.
Proposed Change: Update respective paragraph to also include Group Usage List.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B002
	14-09-07
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: For what reason is ‘replacing of an XML attribute’ not included in the list? It is perfectly possible according to RFC4825.
Proposed Change: Include ‘replacing an XML attribute’ (similar as for XML document and XML element).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B003
	14-09-07
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: The SIP interface has become void in 1.1.
Proposed Change: Update 2nd and 3rd bullet by removing the ‘SIP-based interface’ aspect.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B004
	14-09-07
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: The SIP interface has become void in 1.1.
Proposed Change: Update 1st bullet by removing the ‘SIP request’ aspect.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B005
	14-09-07
	E
	7.3.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: “… use …”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B006
	14-09-07
	E
	7.4.4
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Layout.
Proposed Change: Make the last sentence/paragraph a bulleted item.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


1.3 OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V1_1-20070830-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	14-09-07
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Incorrect references [XDM_RD] and [XSD_COMMONPOL].
Proposed Change: [XDM_RD] should refer to version 1.1 (instead of 1.0). [XSD_COMMONPOL] should refer to version 1.0.2.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C002
	14-09-07
	E
	2.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Incorrect references [Presence_XDM], [RLS_XDM], [Shared_XDM] and [XDMAD].
Proposed Change: All should refer to version 1.1 (instead of 1.0 or 1.0.1).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C003
	14-09-07
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Type
Proposed Change: “XCAP Application Usage - …”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C004
	14-09-07
	T
	6.1.1.2.9
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: When performing an XML attribute retrieval, the attribute value is returned (which is just a string). This (normally) doesn’t contain any XML aspects. As such, the note about possible missing namespace bindings isn’t relevant.
Proposed Change: Remove note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C005
	14-09-07
	E
	6.4.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: “… byt this …”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C006
	14-09-07
	T
	6.4.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: What does it mean to “share” authentication. Do the XDMSs need to perform authentication towards the AP and ASs? I don’t think so. I believe it would be better to state that the authenticated identity that resulted from the authentication by the AP is shared on those interfaces.
Proposed Change: “The authenticated identity XDMC authentication provided by the Aggregation Proxy, as a result from authentication, SHALL be shared on the following reference points (see [XDMAD]):”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C007
	14-09-07
	T
	6.6.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Does this definition of the <external> element overrule the definition of the <external> element as defined in RFC4826 (which is the basis for URI Lists and Presence Lists)? The OMA defined <external> element allows referencing both a list and a whole document with lists while the IETF defined <external> element only allows referencing a list. 

What is the use for a reference to a complete document? The “oma_allcontacts” is defined to include all contacts, including references to other lists, with the exception of “blocking” lists. A reference to the “oma_allcontacts” would be more useful than a reference to a document with all lists, the “blocking” lists included.

Also note that in Authorization/Access Rules/Policies the <external-list> element only allows referencing a list. 

It would be best to use one and the same principle for all (both lists/groups and rules) and thus only allow list referencing.
Proposed Change: Remove parts that state that the <external> element may contain an XCAP document URI. (Note: If the proposed change is rejected, it MUST be clearly stated how the <external> element is to be treated in URI Lists and Presence Lists which are based on RFC4826 which has already defined <external>!)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C008
	14-09-07
	E
	6.7.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: “… to. A …”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C009
	14-09-07
	T
	6.7.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: It is not specified what should be included in the <error-code> element as “error message”. (What is to be understood as the “error message”?)
Proposed Change: State that the <error-code> element shall contain the Status-Code and Reason-Phrase retrieved from the Status-Line of the received response message. (See RFC2616.)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C010
	14-09-07
	T
	6.7.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Under which circumstances should an XDMS return a 200 OK with no content? Under which circumstance should an XDMS return a 200 OK with a ‘directory’ document containing no <folder> elements or less <folder> elements than AUIDs supported by the XDMS? 

What is the meaning of an absent <folder>?

What should an XDMS respond when there are  no documents for a given XUI (and a given AUID or all AUIDs supported by the XDMS)? 
Proposed Change: “For an XCAP GET request targeted at the “directory.xml document” …, all XDMSes SHOULD return to the Aggregation Proxy a “directory.xml document” containing a <folder> element for each supported AUID providing a list of all XML documents associated with all supported the resepective AUIDs for the user identified by sip:joe@example.com.

The Aggregation Proxy … When the Aggregation Proxy receives an HTTP “200 OK” response with  XML content it SHALL include all returned <folder> elements in the composite “directory.xml” document with the content. When the Aggregation Proxy receives an HTTP 200 OK response with no XML content or no <folder> elements, it SHALL NOT include a <folder> element in the composite “directory.xml document”.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C011
	14-09-07
	E
	6.7.2.9
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: “… SHALL only be …”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C012
	14-09-07
	E
	A.1.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Layout.
Proposed Change: Realign column width with other tables.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C013
	14-09-07
	T
	A.1.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Requirement XDM-XDMC-C-008 doesn’t make sense as compression is only (to be) supported by the AP, not the XDMS, and the AP is not involved in the interfacing between XDMC in AS and XDMS.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement XDM-XDMC-C-008. (Or add compression capability to the XDMS.)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C014
	14-09-07
	T
	A.3
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Why is ‘support for xcap-caps’ and ‘support for ‘xcap-directory’ not included? Both features require specific actions that exceed simple request/response relaying/proxying (nl. distribution of one UE request into multiple requests to all XDMS, aggregation of multiple XDMS responses into one response to the UE).
Proposed Change: Add two more requirements related to “xcap-caps’ and ‘xcap-directory’.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C015
	14-09-07
	E
	B.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Typo.
Proposed Change: “… XCAP Root is “xcap.example.com”.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C016
	14-09-07
	T
	B.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: The hostname xcap.example.com concurs with the AP. It can not be used for the Shared XDMS as well. Hence, the Host header in message 4 should contain a different hostname. (Actually, the XCAP Root URI of the Shared XDMS is different from the XCAP Root URI of the AP.)
Proposed Change: Change the Host header value of message 4 into e.g. “shared-xcap.example.com”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C017
	14-09-07
	T
	B.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Incorrect document name in message 1.
Proposed Change: Change “friends.xml” to “index”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C018
	14-09-07
	T
	B.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: For message 5 the message doesn’t concur with the description (nl. retrieving a document vs. retrieving a list). 
Proposed Change: Change message 5 and 6 to correctly represent either a retrieval of the “index” document or the retrieval of the “My_friends” list.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C019
	14-09-07
	T
	B.3
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: XML attribute values are always quoted. Furthermore, the PoC Group AUID is incorrect.
Proposed Change: Put the auid XML attribute values in quotes and change “poc-groups” to “org.openmobilealliance.poc-groups”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C020
	14-09-07
	T
	B.3
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: The PoC XDMS supports also PoC Rules aside the PoC Groups. The Shared XDMS (optionally) supports Group Usage Lists aside the URI Lists. Their corresponding <folder> element are not present.
Proposed Change: Add a <folder> element for PoC Rules, and optionally for Group Usage Lists, in the PoC XDMS response and the aggregated response
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	C021
	14-09-07
	T
	C.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Parameter 5 “XDM Reference to SIP/IP Core” is no longer relevant with the SIP interfaces removed.
Proposed Change: Make parameter 5 void.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>




1.4 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared-V1_1-20070830-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	14-09-07
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Incorrect references [XDM_RD] and [XDM_Spec].
Proposed Change: Both should refer to version 1.1 (instead of 1.0 or 1.0.1).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	D002
	14-09-07
	E
	2.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Incorrect reference [RLS_X DM].
Proposed Change: [RLS_XDM] should refer to version1.1 (instead of 1.0.1).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	D003
	14-09-07
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: First chapter speaks only of URI Lists, and that it is meant to contain both user URIs and “service” URIs.
Proposed Change: Change first paragraph to correctly introduce the two AUs.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	D004
	14-09-07
	T
	5.1(.x)
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: Usage of the <external> element in accordance with RFC4826 or with XDM-Core TS? (I.e. only allow list references or allow both list and document references.)
Proposed Change: None if the XDM-Core TS is update to remove <external> allowing a document reference. (Note: If the change is rejected it should be clearly state how the <external> element is to be used.)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	D005
	14-09-07
	T
	5.1.8
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution

Comment: Synchronize this section with the work ongoing for the ‘XDM Implementation Guidelines’.
Proposed Change: Update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	D006
	14-09-07
	T
	6
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: The SIP interface has been removed. This chapter is thus no longer relevant.
Proposed Change: Delete this chapter.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>




1.5 OMA-ERP-XDM-V1_1-20070830-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	14-09-07
	T
	-
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: Input Contribution
Comment: OMA-SUP-AC_ap0003_xdm-v1_0 is missing from the ERP.
Proposed Change: Add OMA-SUP-AC_ap0003_xdm-v1_0 to the ERP.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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