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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 

	IOP-BRO SWG

	CD 
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	CD, CD-CMI AHG


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full
	2009.09.29
	Email  
	All
	Email to OMA-CONSISTENCY-REVIEW, OMA-REVIEWS, OMA-RELEASE; OMA-REQ, OMA-ARCH-REVIEW, OMA CD 

titled “Consistency review announcement][CMI V1.0] Start of consistency review of Content Management Interface V1.0 enabler release” 

	
	2009.10.20
	F2F
	CMI AHG
	Agreed closure of all comments and request review closure 

	
	2009.10.20
	Email  
	All
	Email to OMA-CONSISTENCY-REVIEW, OMA-REVIEWS, OMA-RELEASE; OMA-REQ, OMA-ARCH-REVIEW, OMA CD 

titled “[CMI V1.0] request for consistency review closure”|


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-ERELD-CMI-V1_0-20090928-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.10.12
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: “activates the service” is not defended in this version.

Proposed Change: Remove “the service and/or” from the sentence.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0122R02-CR_Address_ERELD_A001_A002

	A002
	2009.10.12
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: “Management Functionalities” are not specified by CMI1.0. 

Proposed Change: remove this bullet.
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0122R02-CR_Address_ERELD_A001_A002


3.2 OMA-RD-CMI-V1_0-20090825-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2009.10.12
	T
	5
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: “activates the service” is not defended in this version.

Proposed Change: Remove “the service and/or” from the sentence.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0123R01-CR_Address_RD_B001_B002_B006

	B002
	2009.10.12
	T
	5
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: “Management Functionalities” are not specified by CMI1.0. 

Proposed Change: remove this bullet.
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0123R01-CR_Address_RD_B001_B002_B006

	B003
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: A space is needed between “5” and “list” 

Proposed Change: as the comment
	Status: CLOSED 

Action DSO to add the space

	B004
	2009.10.12
	T
	6.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: CMI-HLF-012 has been realized in CMI1.0 

Proposed Change: Change this requirement as specified by CMI1.0
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0130R01-CR_Address_RD_B004

	B005
	2009.10.12
	T
	6.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: CMI-HLF-022 is not supported in CMI1.0 

Proposed Change: Change this requirement to future release.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0139-CR_Resolve_RD_B005 

changing the TS

	B006
	2009.10.12
	T
	6.2.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: CMI-CHG-001 indicate that the service subscription fee will also be included in AOC information. But current CMI1.0 does not specify this. 

Proposed Change: suggest to change this requirement to: “CMI SHALL support Advice of Charge of the price for the content item(s) to the user.”
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0123R01-CR_Address_RD_B001_B002_B006

	B007
	2009.10.12
	T
	1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: the second bullet is “Download/Upload Content”, but CMI will major focus on upload content. 

Proposed Change: delete download from the second bullet.
	Status: CLOSED with no change

Download is general. When content is referenced and the CMC gets the content this can be considered as download. 
Closure agreed on Oct.13 CC. 


3.3 OMA-AD-CMI-V1_0-20090817-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2009.10.12
	E
	3.3
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Some abbreviations are missed, such as: DCD, BCAST 

Proposed Change: add the missed abbreviations.
	Status: CLOSED 
Added abbreviations DCD, BCAST, CMS, CP, SP, HTTPS, SSL, VPN
OMA-AD-CMI-V1_0-20091016-D


	C002
	2009.10.12
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: What’s the meaning of “Purchase content, including selection of purchase terms”? 

Proposed Change: Delete “Purchase content, including selection of purchase terms, e.g content price, etc”
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0124R01-CR_Address_AD_C002_C004_C008 

	C003
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment:  It is useless to keep “delete, modify metadata, activate the content, de-activate the content.” as a separate bullet. 

Proposed Change: combine this sentence with the previous bullet.
	Status: CLOSED
Last two bullets were combined
OMA-AD-CMI-V1_0-20091016-D


	C004
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Not only decouple upload can use using one protocol for content uploading and then uses another protocol to request the CMC to process the uploaded information. For self-contained upload, content can be uploaded using different protocol with the request.  

Proposed Change: Improve this paragraph.
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0124R01-CR_Address_AD_C002_C004_C008 

	C005
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: CMI-1 in the four bullet is wrong, it should be CMI-2. 

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED 
Typo fixed.
OMA-AD-CMI-V1_0-20091016-D

	C006
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Whole functions of CMI-2 are not specified in CMI TS. 

Proposed Change: Remove CMI-2 from this version.
	Status: CLOSED 
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0129R01-CR_Address_AD_C006_C010

	C007
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Current TS doesn’t support “extend the time period of authorization to access the content”.  

Proposed Change: Remove “extend the time period”
	Status: CLOSED with no change
A subsequent Purchase request can be used for extending the time period
Closure agreed on Oct. 13 CC.

	C008
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: what’s the difference of “activate/deactivate” in the second bullet with the function “activate the content, de-activate the content” in CMI-1?

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0124R01-CR_Address_AD_C002_C004_C008
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0135-CR_AD_Cleanup_C008 

	C009
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: a space is needed in “CMCand” 

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED

Space added.
OMA-AD-CMI-V1_0-20091016-D

	C010
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: the editor notes and following sentence can be removed. 

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0129R01-CR_Address_AD_C006_C010

	C011
	2009.10.12
	E
	B.3.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: A typo error with “uplaod” 

Proposed Change: change it to upload.
	Status: CLOSED

Typo fixed.
OMA-AD-CMI-V1_0-20091016-D


3.4 OMA-TS-CMI-V1_0-20090922-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2009.10.04
	E
	2.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: bold and italic font used inconsistently

Proposed solution: use bold and italic font consistently
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup 

	D002
	2009.10.04
	T
	2.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: CMI-XSD refers to the wrong document

Proposed solution: use the correct reference
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup 

	D003
	2009.10.04
	E
	3.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: BPC refers to old names BPC-1 and BPC-2 

Proposed solution: use the new interface names 
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D004
	2009.10.04
	T
	3.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: BPC exposes 3 interfaces but only 2 are mentioned

Proposed solution: mention the 3 interfaces exposed by the BPC
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D005
	2009.10.04
	T
	all
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Defined terms are sometimes used without initial capital letters

Proposed solution: Editor to use initial capital letters for defined terms
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D006
	2009.10.04
	T
	3.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Content Metadata refers to attributes, but not to elements.
Proposed solution: change “attributes of” to “attributes and child elements of”
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D007
	2009.10.04
	T
	3.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: in definition of Content Package – missing reference to the XSD

Proposed solution: add The schema for Content Package is defined in [CMI-XSD].
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D008
	2009.10.04
	T
	3.3
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Missing FTP, HTTP(S), SOAP, CPDE
Proposed solution: add FTP, HTTP(S), SOAP, CDPE
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D009
	2009.10.04
	T
	4
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Broken reference in the first paragraph.
Proposed solution: delete the reference
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D010
	2009.10.04
	E
	3.3

5.5.1.1

5.5.1.2

Table 8
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: redundant dot (“..”) in second sub-bullet of sec. 3.3, in the second sentence (“payload. parameters”) of sec. 5.5.1.1, in some sentences in sec. 5.5.1.2, in description of Subscriber-id in table 8.
Proposed solution: remove redundant dot
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D011
	2009.10.04
	E
	All
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: In AD Review the group decided to rename “transaction” to “operation”. The TS should be consistent with the AD.

Proposed solution: change “transaction” to “operation” (including in elements such as transaction-id).

Adjust the XSD accordingly. (see E002)
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D012
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: second  paragraph seems a bit ambiguous:

Sending successful response message is OPTIONAL and subject to Service Provider’s Policy. Alternatively, the successful synchronous response can be indicated by protocol layer response, e.g. HTTP 200 OK.

Proposed solution: rephrase to avoid ambiguity:

Sending successful synchronous response MUST be indicated by protocol layer response, e.g. HTTP 200 OK. The CMI layer success response message MAY be present subject to Service Provider’s Policy.
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D013
	2009.10.04
	E
	5.1.1.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: For letter-case consistency statusText should start with initial capital
Proposed solution: change to StatusText
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D014
	2009.10.04
	E
	all
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: For consistency the label of all Tables should use Bold font (e.g. Table-1 is not bold)
Proposed solution: Use Bold font on all Table labels.
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D015
	2009.10.04
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Editor’s note can be deleted
Proposed solution: delete editor’s note
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D016
	2009.10.04
	E
	5.2.2.1

Table 6

5.6

5.6.1.2

5.6.2.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: missing space in the last sentence of first paragraph of 5.2.2.1, in section 5.6.1.2.
Redundant space in the description of Replaces-content-id and the description of Self-expiration in Table 6, in sec. 5.6, in section 5.6.2.2
Proposed solution: add missing space, delete redundant space
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D017
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: The following text applies for both Self-contained and Decoupled models, but is mentioned only for Self-contained.:
Content-Items within the Content Package consist of Content Metadata and content payload, the latter is opaque to the CMI enabler. Alternatively, content MAY be referenced by Content-Reference pointing to the content location (instead of being included in the Content element).
Proposed solution: Relocate the text, to make it clear that it applies to both models
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D018
	2009.10.04
	E
	5.5.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Typo in the line after Figure 3 – “SHALL responds” 

Proposed solution: change “responds” to “respond”
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D019
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: The following sentence seems to apply only if there are confirmations. Also the order of words within the sentence seems mixed up:

“Upon receiving the confirmation of delivery (if applicable) for error response, the CMC should discard failed content items”
Proposed solution: Rephrase as follows:
The CMC SHOULD discard failed content items. In deployments where the requestor is expected to confirm delivery of error responses, it is RECOMMENDED that the CMC discards the failed content items after receiving the confirmation.
	Status: CLOSED with no action

Agreed )on Oct. 13 CC( to keep original phrase 

	D020
	2009.10.04
	E
	5.5.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Missing reference (marked as TBD).

Proposed solution: Change “TBD” to “5.5.1.4”
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D021
	2009.10.04
	T
	Table 6 and 2.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Missing reference [ISO8601]
Proposed solution: Add normative reference to [ISO8601]
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D022
	2009.10.04
	T
	Table 6
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Tags is defined as an Attribute with 0..1 occurrences and type List of Strings. 
An attribute can only have one occurrence.
Proposed solution: 
Option 1: Specify (in the description) that the Tags attribute is a comma separated string 
Option 2: change Tags to be Element with cardinality 0..n.

Update the XSD accordingly (see E003)
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D023
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.5.1.2 
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: inconsistency of terms:
“the CMC SHALL support…” vs. “the CMC SHALL use…”
Proposed solution: change “use” to “support”.
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D024
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.5.1.3 
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: “Content Update” is mentioned but there is no corresponding definition.
Proposed solution: Use lowercase (“content update”) and add explanation:
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D025
	2009.10.04
	T
	Table 7 
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Subscription-id is marked as Conditional, but should not be.
Proposed solution: Remove the word “Conditional”
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D026
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.5.1.4 
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: last sentence :

“The CMC SHALL send a Content Upload Response message in response to Content Upload Request messages”;.

The sentence starts with singular but ends with plural. 
In some cases it is sufficient to send only transport response (e.g. HTTP 200 OK) and this is not well reflected in the normative language:
Proposed solution: Rephrase as follows:
The CMC SHALL send a response to each Content Upload Request message.  
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D027
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.7.1.1

5.7.1.2
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: 5.7.1.1 specifies a request but mentions a response: “(it does not reuse the general response message)”.
5.7.1.2 specifies the response but does not clarify that the response does not reuse the general structure.
Proposed solution: move the clarification sentence from 5.7.1.1 to 5.7.1.2 and add the word “structure” to the end of that sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D028
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.8
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: short list of status codes 

Proposed solution: AHG to re-visit the list and consider adding more status codes for various errors/statuses 
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D029
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.8
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: No allocation of proprietary status codes
Proposed solution: Allocate the range 1000-1999 for proprietary success status and 2000-2999 for proprietary errors
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D030
	2009.10.04
	E
	5.1

5.2

5.2.2.1
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Editor’s notes.
Proposed solution: remove the editor’s notes. 
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D031
	2009.10.04
	T
	Appendix B


	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: CMI-REQ-002 talks about Manifest, which was removed from the spec.
Proposed solution: delete CMI-REQ-002. 
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D032
	2009.10.04
	T
	5.5.1.1


	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: missing table to describe the structure of Content-Package.
Proposed solution: Add table for Content-Package, containing list of Content-Item structures. 
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	D033
	2009.10.12
	T
	1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: the second bullet is “Download/Upload Content”, but CMI will major focus on upload content. 

Proposed Change: delete download from the second bullet.
	Status: CLOSED with no change

Download is general. When content is referenced and the CMC gets the content this can be considered as download. 

Closure agreed on Oct.13 CC.

	D034
	2009.10.10
	E
	2.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc 
Comment: Reference in Section 5.3 is missing.
Proposed Change: Add the reference to 2.1 sub-clause.
	Status: CLOSED with no change
No missing reference.

Closure agreed on Oct. 13 CC

	D035
	2009.10.12
	E
	3.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: BPC-1 and BPC-2 are used in the description of Business Process Component. These interfaces name are wrong.

Proposed Change: Change “BPC-1 and BPC-2” into “CMI-2, CMI-3 and CMI-4”
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved in previously agreed CR 0115R02. 

	D036
	2009.10.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: “services”as a term mentioned in Seciton 4, so it should be added to the Definition section.
Proposed Change:  Add it as proposed.
	Status: CLOSED with no change 

This clarification description doesn’t need to be made normative definition.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D037
	2009.10.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc
Comment: Add missing abbreviations, such as FTP,HTTP
Proposed Change:  Add as proposed.
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved in previously agreed CR 0115R02.

	D038
	2009.10.12
	E
	all
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Editor notes should be deleted. 

Proposed Change: As the comment.
	Status: CLOSED 

Resolved in previously agreed CR 0115R02.

	D039
	2009.10.10
	E
	5
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: In Section 5，below the interaction Model, there is only description of General response without any description of the request.
Proposed Change:  Proposed to add sub-section of request description.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0127R01-CR_Add_general_description_about_request

	D040
	2009.10.12
	E
	all
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Some parameters name use dash, such as “Transaction-id”, “Content-item-status”; some parameters name doesn’t use hash, such as “statusText”, “firstPurchaseFlag”. Same situation to “Content-Item” and “Content Item”
Proposed Change: Suggest coordinating the style of the parameter’s name.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0131R01-CR_Address_TS_D040_D042__D045_D056_D058
(Changes apply for TS and XSD)

	D041
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1.1.1, 5.5.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: When using HTTP for transfer error response, the HTTP message could also be HTTP 200 OK. 

The entity always needs to check if there is a payload in HTTP 200 OK message and what’s the message is. In current TS, sending successful response message is OPTIONAL.

Proposed Change: successful response message is always recommended.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0138-CR_Resolve_TS_D041_D079 

	D042
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The data type of status-code in success response message should be Integer since 0 is allowed.

Proposed Change: as the comment
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0131-CR_Address_TS_D040_D042__D045_D056_D058

	D043
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Only decoupled upload method should use [FTP] is indicated in this section. For the self-contained upload method, FTP can be used to upload the content payload. 

Proposed Change: add description about the content payload upload protocol binding in this section.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0134R02-CR_Address_TS_D043_and_D046 

	D044
	2009.10.10
	E
	5.2.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: “The web-service binding between the Content Provider and the Service Provider SHALL rely on [SOAP1.1] over HTTP(S) [HTTP]. 
”, should be changed to “rely on SOAP[SOAP 1.1]”. As well as [FTP] and [HTTP] should be changed to FTP[FTP]and HTTP[HTTP].
Proposed Change: change as proposed.
	Status: CLOSED without change
The shorter form of referencing has been used in a number of documents already, so there’s nothing wrong with using it.
Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D045
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: “ContentUploadRequest” should be “Content Upload Request” 

Proposed Change: change as proposed
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0131-CR_Address_TS_D040_D042__D045_D056_D058

	D046
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: In the case of content referenced by Content Reference for self-contained upload, the Content element will not be used. 

Proposed Change: Change “(instead of being included in the Content element)” to “instead of using the Content element”
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0134R02-CR_Address_TS_D043_and_D046

	D047
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The sentence “parameters specific for the Content Package and collection of Content Metadata for the Content Items in the package” looks incomplete. 

Proposed Change: Improve the sentence.
	Status: CLOSED 

Editorial change “.” to “,”.
OMA-TS-CMI-V1_0-20091013-D 

	D048
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: editorial change is needed in “When using Self-contained Upload, the ContentPackage element SHALL be included in the Upload Request message.”: ContentPackage should be Content-Package, and Upload Request message should be Content Upload Request message.
Proposed Change: change as proposed.
	Status: CLOSED
Editorial changes 

OMA-TS-CMI-V1_0-20091013-D

	D049
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: If multiple content items are included into one content package and be regarded as a single content for a service, such as a multimedia ring back tone for CMR service. How to indicate this type in current content package? 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED with no change 

There are several ways to achieve this: use Content-block-id, use a separate package for associated items, or use extension data to provide metadata needed for specific services.
If multiple files need to be identified using as a single content-id then they can be archived (e.g. using zip, MIME multipart structure, etc.).

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D050
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Why using positive integer type for self-expiration?  

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED with no change 

The element describes number of days, so positive integer is consistent.

Closure agreed on Oct 13 CC.

	D051
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The cardinality of “Tags” should be 0..n.

Proposed Change: as the comment
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved in previously agreed CR 0115R02. 

	D052
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: What’s the purpose of element Content-price in the metadata? Is it used for SP charging or AOC to an end user? Similar with element Parental-rating. We should consider indicating which kind of language will be used for a string if it will be readable to a user.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED
Added language information to relevant parts of the metadata.

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0140R01-CR_Address_TS__D049_D052_D053

	D053
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Since Entry-index is used for enumerate content items, it could be an element in content-item.  

Proposed Change: Remove this parameter to content-item structure.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0140R01-CR_Address_TS__D049_D052_D053

	D054
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.6.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of “Subscriber-id” seemed to allow multiple subscribers, but how to use one string to indicating multiple subscribers? 

Proposed Change: Change the subscriber-id cardinality to 0..n, and the date type would be list of string.
	Status: CLOSED with no change
A group of subscribers has only single identifier, which is the identifier of the group.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D055
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: What’s the relationship of “self-expiration” in purchase request and in content metadata?

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED with no change.
The self-expiration in metadata provides default number of days, whereas the self-expiration in Purchase request provides “the number of days”.

The parameter in purchase request takes precedence and can override the default that is provided in the metadata. Alternatively, if not provided in the purchase request – the default value from the metadata is to be used.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D056
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.7.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The request uses the parameters shown in table 7 is wrong. It should be table 11. 

Proposed Change: as the comment
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0131-CR_Address_TS_D040_D042__D045_D056_D058

	D057
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.7.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: (it does not reuse the general response message) should be move to section 5.7.1.2. It’s the description about the response message.

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED
Already addressed by CR 115R02.

	D058
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.7.1.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The table reference in the first sentence is wrong. 

Proposed Change: Revise them.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0131-CR_Address_TS_D040_D042__D045_D056_D058 

	D059
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.8
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: We doesn’t have manifest in TS now. But there is a status code 003 manifest error.

Proposed Change: Revise the status code. Check if some status codes wrong or missed.
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0138-CR_Resolve_TS_D041_D079
 

	D060
	2009.10.12
	E
	B.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: CMI-REQ-002-M is about manifest. It should be deleted. 

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED

Already addressed by CR 115R02.

	D061
	2009.10.12
	E
	B.3
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: CMI-BPC-001-O should be reference to 5.6.1

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED

Reference fixed.
Action Editor to fix the reference

	D062
	2009.10.12
	T
	C
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Some request examples are missed, such as purchase request, makeavaliable/makeunavaliable request. 

Proposed Change: Add these examples.
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0141-CR_Address_TS_D062

	D063
	2009.10.12
	E
	D.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Skeleton of Success Response should also include the payload. 

Proposed Change:  add the payload.
	Status: CLOSED with no change.
This example is valid according to TS, 

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D064
	2009.10.12
	E
	D.3, D.4
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Do we need to specify the CMI-Response-Name? 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED
Action Editor: take editorial changes (if needed, according to REL guidance).

	D065
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: In Figure 1, there is no clear description or use case of 3) and 5). Also there is no description about the message used for 3) and 5) in the document
Proposed Change: proper description should be provided
	Status: CLOSED with no change

Figure 1 establishes general communication patterns, to put CMI within a context. The relevant details for 1.0 release are specified in other sections. 

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D066
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc 
Comment: When the synchronous response should be sent?
Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED

This is implementation specifics.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D067
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not clearly defined when and what the final response will be sent to close the operation. 
Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED

This is implementation specific. The description sets the communication patterns.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D068
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc
Comment: 5.1.1.2 Current ‘Error Message’ focus on contet upload case while other request/response like purchase doesn’t need ‘Content-item-status’ for instance.
Proposed Change:  Add different Error Response messages or make it more general
	Status: CLOSED with no change

Even thought not specifically needed, the same response structure can still be used.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D069
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.2.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc
Comment: Why not using SOAP1.2 instead of SOAP1.1? SOAP1.2 has been recommended by W3C since April 2007 and is backward compatible with SOAP1.1.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLSOED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0142R01-CR_Address_TS_D069 

	D070
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: To implement ‘Notification Message’ in decoupled or self-contained with content payload referred cases, Content Provider needs to have SOAP server stack. This will burden Content Provider to have SOAP server stack just only to get the notification message. 
Proposed Change: If content upload request has Callback URI field to be used by Service Provider to send the notification later. Or we may add a new request for Content Provider to ask Service Provider the status of uploaded content.
	Status: CLOSED with no change. 

Specifics of asynchronous response/notification are not specified (e.g. SOAP is not required). 

Callback URI or other information needed for notification belongs in CMI-2 rather than the request

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D071
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: To avoid any confusion, it would be better to have flows of three possible models; self-contained with content reference, self-contained with embedded payload, and decoupled
Proposed Change:  as described in comment.
	Status: CLOSED with no change

No need to change.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D072
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.3
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: Current specification support self-contained with embedded content payload by using binary64. Considering bulk uploading, the request will be too big to process. 
Proposed Change: Suggest defining multiple requests rather than a big request.
	Status: CLOSED with no change

Binary64 is not specified and could be an implementation detail. Some content items will not require that (e.g. if they are textual).

CMI 1.0 can avoid large upload request by sending items in multiple requests, by using referenced content or by using the decoupled model. 

This provides a great deal of flexibility and specifying another combination would be an unnecessary over-kill.

Closure agreed in LA F2F. 

	D073
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.1 & 5.1.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: 5.1.1.1 describes ‘Success Response’ as an Optional which is contradict to what Figure 1 describes in section 5.1.
Proposed Change: How to use Response should be described consistently in the document
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0138-CR_Resolve_TS_D041_D079 resolves also D073.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D074
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: ‘Content-Reference’ in Table 6 should be moved to ‘Content-Item’ in Table 5 since it is not a metadata of the content, but a content itself
Proposed Change: as the comment
	Status: CLOSED with no change 

There are cases where Content-Reference can be considered as metadata. The actual data is the referenced content and not the reference.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D075
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not clear whether ‘Content-length’ means the length of the original file or compressed one.
Proposed Change: add clarification on this field
	Status: CLOSED with no change.

Content-length is the length of content item as received by the CMC.

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	D076
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: It is necessary to have checksum field such as MD5 or SHA in content package.
Proposed Change: change as proposed.
	Status: CLOSED with no change

This parameter relates to transport integrity rather than being part of content metadata.

There could be other ways to perform error detection. 

If needed, this element can be supported as extension.

	D077
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.5.1.1
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: If ‘Replace-contetnt-id’ is used, how to do with the customers who already purchased the contents? Should it be replaced, too? Are ‘Replaces-content-id’ and ‘Content-id’ different for the same to be replaced? It should have the same content id not to make any problem to the service since some customers already purchased the current content.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED with no change
Replace-content-id may be either the same or a different id than the Content-id.

Supporting the same id is not mandatory. 

	D078
	2009.10.12
	T
	5.6
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: Need to support multiple content purchase purchase since purchasing a bundle is very common in the market already
Proposed Change: move ‘Content-id’ and ‘Self-expiration’ fileds in Table 8 into a separate structure
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0137-CR_Address_TS_D078_D079


	D079
	2009.10.12
	Q
	5.6.1.2
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: What kind of error code will be used when there is an error during processing purchase request? Current Error Response in Table 2 is for content upload case and is not well defined for purchase.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0138-CR_Resolve_TS_D041_D079
OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0137-CR_Address_TS_D078_D079

	D080
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.5.1.1 & C.4
	Source: RealNetworks
Form: INP doc

Comment: Type definition (element versus attribute) is not consistent with the examples in Appendix. For instance mime-type is being used as attribute in appendix while defined as element in Table 6.
Proposed Change: change as proposed.
	Status: CLOSED 

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0136-CR_Resolve_TS_D080 


3.5 OMA-SUP-XSD-cmi_package-V1_0-20090927-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2009.09.29
	E
	n/a
	Source: Joaquin Prado, OMA

Form: INP & CR

Comment: Incorrect quotation style when describing a name. Failed “wellformed-test” during validation 

Also, it is recommended that XML Schemas should be edited as (.xsd) files, rather than text (.txt) files.

Proposed Change: See CR attached and revised XSD proposal
	Status: CLOSED
OMA-CONR-2009-0050-CMI_XML_Validation_Service_Comments 

	E002
	2009.10.04
	E
	n/a
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: see  D011
Proposed solution: rename Transaction-id to Operation-id
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup

	E003
	2009.10.04
	T
	n/a
	Source: Elad Granot, Comverse

Form: INP & CR

Comment: see D022 
Proposed solution: 

Option 1: Specify (in a descriptive comment) that the Tags attribute is a comma separated string 
Option 2: change Tags to be Element with cardinality 0..n.
	Status: CLOSED

OMA-CD-CMI-2009-0115R02-CR_reveiew_cleanup


3.6 OMA-ETR-CMI-V1_0-20090825-D.doc

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo error with “Withour”. It should be “Without” 

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED
Typo fixed

OMA-ETR-CMI-V1_0-20091016-D 

	F002
	2009.10.12
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The first feature in the normal flow and the third feature in the error flow should be named “Content Purchasing” not “Content Availability” 

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED

Action Editor to apply change

Closure agreed in LA F2F.

	F003
	2009.10.12
	E/T
	5.1.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: INP doc

Comment: The manifest has been deleted from TS. It should be deleted from ETR. 

Proposed Change: as the comment.
	Status: CLOSED

Action Editor to apply change

Closure agreed in LA F2F.
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