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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

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

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2010-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and Q for Question for clarification
· For Editorial comments and Technical comments, the submitters are required to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible, for Question for clarifications this is not required.
· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-TS-DM_TND-V1_3-20111121-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-TND001
	2011.12.21
	T
	9.4.1.7
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment: DDF has two ways to describe Management Tree. But using Path node is complicated and it is not necessary to have. 
Proposed Change: 
"Restriction" should be start with" OPTIONAL element and SHOULD NOT be used DDF for DM 1.3 or later".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TND002
	2011.12.21
	E
	9.4.1.7
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: The text for Path element is not correct.
Proposed Change: " If omitted, the URI for the Node MUST be constructed by concatenating all ancestral NodeName and Path values." should be changed as "If omitted, the Node element MUST be described as the child element of its parent 's Node element." 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TND003
	2011.12.21
	E
	9.4.2.9
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: The difference between b64 and bin is not clear with current text. 

Proposed Change: Text should be changed from "Specifies that the Node value is Base64 encoded." to 
" Specifies that the Node's native value is Base64 encoded binary data."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TND004
	2011.12.21
	T
	9.4.2.10
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: The difference between b64 and bin is not clear with current text. 

Proposed Change: Text should be changed from " Specifies that the Node value is binary data." to 
"Specifies that the Node's native value is binary data."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TND005
	2011.12.21
	T
	9.4.3.10
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Copy command is never used for existing MO. It should be discourage to use this command for MO designers.
Proposed Change: usage text should be added "The support of this command is OPTIONAL for DM 1.3 Clients"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TND006
	2011.12.22
	T
	Appendix D
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: 
The MIME types  "application/vnd.syncml.dmddf+xml" and "application/vnd.syncml.dmddf+wbxml" are not registered at IANA.

 Proposed Change: 
Media types should be requested on IANA Media type registry. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.2 OMA-TS-DM_RepPro-V1_3-20111207-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-RepPro001
	2011.12.21
	T
	7.6.1
	Source: Fujitsu
Form: INP doc
Comment:When the Client added the interior node implicitly, the ACL for those parent node can be empty. The DM Server must know about the implicitly added nodes. 

Proposed Change: 
Adding specification to return the Items which includes list of node implicitly added by Client. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-RepPro002
	2011.12.21
	T
	7.6.2
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Alert command always require Data Element as described in text: " The Data element type MUST be used to specify the type of alert."
Proposed Change: Content Model syntax for Data should be changed from "Data?" to  "Data".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-RepPro003
	2011.12.21
	T
	7.6.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Copy command is never required by introduced use cases. 

Proposed Change: Keep it only for backward compatibility with adding text at the beginning of "Restriction":

"This command is OPTIONAL."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-RepPro006
	2011.12.21
	Q
	7.6.1 ?
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Some MO has the nodes which is defined as Status:Required and Occurrence is "One". Those node may have the dynamic node as ancestor. How the Client guarantees  the existence of such 'Required" node ?
Proposed Change: If the node is required and not allowed to be "Zero", the Client MUST create those node implicitly as the part of specification.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-RepPro007
	2011.12.21
	T
	7.1.2.2
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: The data format of SessionID is not clear in TS.

Referring Notification TS, it seems to be hexadecimal numeric value, but max value is explained as "65535" , and example shows only small numbered IDs.

Proposed Change: It should be defined as hexadecimal number format with range of 0x1-0xffff.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.3 OMA-TS-DM_Protocol-V1_3-20111205-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-PROTO001
	2011.12.21
	T
	8.7.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Mark element should not be used as specified section 5.2.8 of MetaInfo TS.
Proposed Change: 
Remove Mark element from the example.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-PROTO002
	2011.12.21
	T
	8.7.1.8
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Mark MetaInfo is not defined in RepPro.
Proposed Change: Remove 8.7.1.8 or change RepPro TS.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-PROTO003
	2011.12.21
	E
	9.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: 401 Unauthorized should return only when the Client  is authenticated but  request is rejected.
challenge data (NextNonce) should be provided with 407.

Proposed Change: 
"If the 401 response (i.e., Status) contains .." should be corrected as
"If the 407 response (i.e., Status) contains ...".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-PROTO004
	2011.12.21
	E
	9.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: "MD5 Digest" should be replaced "SHA256 Digest and MD5 Digest".
Proposed Change: 
Correct wording accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-PROTO005
	2011.12.21
	Q
	8.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Must the Client send DevInfo always ? I thought the Client may omit to send it if notification message does not indicated it is required.  
Proposed Change: 
Text should be corrected if necessary.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.4 OMA-TS-DM_Metainfo-V1_3-20100525-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-META001
	2011.12.21
	Q
	5.2.8
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Mark metainfo should be allowed to use or not ?

Proposed Change: 
Make a decision and reflect the result to related TSes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-META002
	2011.12.21
	E
	5.2.14
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:SHA-256 Digest auth should be supported on NextNonce.

Proposed Change:  Change

"Nonce strings are used in the SyncML "MD5 Digest" scheme of authentication credentials." 
to 

"Nonce strings are used in the SyncML "SHA-256 Digest" or "MD5 Digest" scheme of authentication credentials."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.5 OMA-TS-DM_Bootstrap-V1_3-20111014-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-BOOT001
	2011.12.21
	T
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: When the Client is bootstrapped with HTTP(S) GET, there are no way to inform the Push address to use for DM Notification.

Proposed Change: 
Add the text how to provide the information, and also add the node to expose the push contact address on one of StdMOs (DevDetail?)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-BOOT002
	2011.12.21
	T
	5.1.2.4,
5.5.7
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:There is no specification for Client what kind of information to send to the Bootstrap Server.

Proposed Change: 
Create the specification with HTTP-POST to send necessary parameters in form of multipart/form-data in 5.5.7.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-BOOT003
	2011.12.21
	E
	6.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: MO Description is not compatible with DDF generation tool. 
Proposed Change: MO Description should be reformatted, and recreate the Figure.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-BOOT004
	2011.12.21
	T
	6.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: The root place holder node <x> should not be added dynamically. The Occurrence must be "One". 
Proposed Change: 
The Occurrence of "<x>" should be changed to "One".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.6 OMA-TS-DM_Notification-V1_3-20111115-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-NOTI001
	2011.12.21
	T
	6.4.6
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: Existing text is misleading.Auth-type is used only when the NOTICRED is not provided and multiple SRVCRED are existed. 

Proposed Change: 
Change text 

" The <auth-type> field indicates the authentication type for the DM Client to find the corresponding password and nonce within the DM Account Management Object [DMSTDOBJ] in order to calculate the digest for notification message." 

to

"The <auth-type> field specifies the one of the entries of SRVCRED in DM Account Management Object[DMSTDOBJ], in order to calculate the digest for notification message."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-NOTI002
	2011.12.21
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:Decoding rule of "Option value" is too complex. Since 12bits integer can represent the range of 0-4095, the value of "Option Length" should be used directly.

Proposed Change: 
"UInt", "String", "Opaque" should be explained without description of calculation of data length.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-NOTI003
	2011.12.21
	T
	6.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:definition on Support field is not clear, and solved TBD notes.

Proposed Change: 
Remove the "Support" field to mandate to understand the field, but adding text of allowing the Client to ignore the Option Values except Server-ID.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-NOTI004
	2011.12.21
	E
	6.5.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:The description of Server Identifier Option should be improved.
Proposed Change: 
Rewrite the description like:

"Server Identifier MUST be less than 256 bytes, and MUST be matched with one of AppSettings within DM Account ...
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-NOTI005
	2011.12.21
	E
	6 (all)
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:field names are changed from before. 

Proposed Change: 
The description should be updated accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.7 OMA-TS-DM_Security-V1_3-20110720-D-cb
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-SEC
001
	2011.12.21
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:. Listed Optional Authentication types are rarely used, and not desirable to be used for interoperability.
Proposed Change: 
Removing section 5.4.1 from the TS.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SEC
002
	2011.12.21
	T
	5.6
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:.description text needs improved.
Proposed Change: 
"The security of this message depends upon a digest.  "
" The security of this message depends upon verification of digest field of notification message.  "
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.8 OMA-TS-DM_Server_Delegation_Protocol-V1_3-20111117-D_clean
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-DELE
001
	2011.12.21
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:.Figure 3 is not matched with the explanation of following sections.

Proposed Change: Update Figure 3.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-DELE
002
	2011.12.21
	E
	5.2.4, 5.2.5
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:5.2.4 and 5.2.5 does not explained the difference from 5.2.3 case.
Proposed Change: 
Adding some text as same as 5.2.3 in the begging of the section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-DELE
003
	2011.12.21
	E
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:Flows introduced in 5.2.x always require to use TLS. Since then the URL should be https: .
Proposed Change: 
The URL should be started with "https:"..  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-DELE
004
	2011.12.21
	Q
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:.When one of the DMS performed HTTP-POST operation what kind of data will be returned ?
Proposed Change: 
If some data will be returned, the explanation is need in 5.3.
For example, DMS-2 may return DELEGATION_RESP  when DELEGATION_NOTIF was accepted in Fig8 case.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-DELE
005
	2011.12.21
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment: There are no definition of nack, and if that means the Server will not send anything, that sounds troublesome. Since there are not timeout parameter is exist, the Server which issued DELEGATION_NOTIF will be keep waiting without reason.
Proposed Change: 
Since this is very beginning stage of delegation, the Server should return the result even if the request is rejected.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-DELE
006
	2011.12.21
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:.The DMAcc element of BOOTSTRAP_CONFIRMED messsage should be specified the type of serialization.
Proposed Change: 
Consider to reuse the format of Bootstrap message for the DMAcc element. Then the receiving server may forward it to Client via Push or reflect AppSettings on the Clients DM Account through DM Command.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-DELE
007
	2011.12.21
	T
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:Current specification shares interface URL between multiple Clients. That is not desired since during one device is delegating another device cannot accept the new request.
Proposed Change: 
Consider to extend the Server URL for identifying device like:  <interface-name>"?devId="<target-deviceId>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.9 OMA-TS-DM_StdObj-V1_3-20111028-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-STDMO001
	2011.12.21
	E
	5.3.1,

5.3.2,

5.3.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:Node description is not consistent with other MOs which is compatible with DDF tools.

Proposed Change: 
Node should be represented as full path name instead of single node name.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-STDMOTI002
	2011.12.21
	E
	5.3.1,

	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:leading "../" should be removed, since there are not any explanation about the notation.
Proposed Change: 
Change "../" to"./"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-STDMOTI003
	2011.12.21
	Q
	5.3.2?

	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:Where should place the information about Push address to receive the DM Notfication.

Proposed Change: 
Suggestions are requested.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.10 OMA-TS-DM_TNDS-V1_3-20110530-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-TNDS
001
	2011.12.22
	Q
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:.Given example shows TNDS data is formated as 'xml". But 'xml' format need to be CDATA escaped avoiding parsed by SyncML parser.

Do we need new type for non-escaped XML data, or mandate CDATA escape for TNDS ?
Proposed Change: Change TS depending on the answer.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TNDS002
	2011.12.22
	E
	6.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:. 
Does this refer DDF ?:

"All properties are defined and described in [DMTND]."
if so, better to describe it.
Proposed Change:
"All properties are defined and described as part of DDF in [DMTND].
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TNDS
003
	2011.12.22
	Q
	6.2
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:.There are no definition of TNDS DTD in TND-TS. 
Proposed Change: 
If DDF-DTD is commonly used , this section can be removed.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TNDS004
	2011.12.22
	T
	6.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:. Definitions are overlapped with definitions in TS-TND. In this section only difference should be described.
Proposed Change:
Reorganize the section with table, which describes optionality of each property.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TNDS005
	2011.12.22
	T
	6.3.1.7
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:.There are no gurantee the Path is valid. When the the node in the Path is not exist, it is not explained what will be happen. 
Proposed Change: 
Discourage to use Path element  in DM 1.3. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TNDS006
	2011.12.22
	T
	6.3.1.7
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:. 
Proposed Change: 
Discourage to use Path element  in DM 1.3. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-TNDS007
	2011.12.22
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc
Comment:. MIME types are not registered.
Proposed Change: 
MIME types should be registered on IANA. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.11 OMA-TS-DM_Sessionless_Reporting-V1_3-20111207-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-SessionlessRPT
001
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:.MD5-Digest and SHA256Diegest authentication mechanism requires to update nonce value with NextNonce which is included in the Pkg#2 message.
Since reusing nonce is abuse of the security  mechanism. 

Separate credential should be used for authentication. 
Proposed Change: 
Add the specification to use new authentication level (ex. SLRCRED) as the part of DM Account MO.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
002
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:. Related 001 comment, new authentication mechanism should be introduced for Sessionless Reporting.
Proposed Change: 
calculate digest value with concatinated string of "timestamp "  + "deviceId" + "shared-secret" is recommended. Note that timestamp value should be also given as opaque data with calculated result. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
003
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Given example is wrongly specified parameter "Format" as "bin". If data is CDATA escaped XML data, it should be "xml".
Proposed Change: 
change "bin" to "xml"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
004
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment: SyncML DTD does not allow the message without SessionID, but from its definition sessionless report should not specify the sessionID.
Proposed Change: 
Create specification to use "0" for session-less reporting.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
005
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Incluing timestamp in data element does not help anything. 
Proposed Change: 
Remove this section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
006
	2011.12.22
	T
	All
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:There are no transport binding is defined, and specification is not testable.
Proposed Change: 
Define the HTTP binding at least.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
007
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Example shows the Target URI is shared with normal DM Server.

But it is not desirable since DM Server must behave differently depending on the result of message interpretation.
Proposed Change: 
Server URL should be provided separately.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
008
	2011.12.22
	Q
	5.5
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Support of sessionless reporting is optional even on Server side. How the Client determine the Server is supporting it ?
Proposed Change: 
Flow should include  some setup / negotiation process between Server and Client.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-SessionlessRPT
009
	2011.12.22
	Q
	5.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:The Client may have multiple source to report. How the Server can determine the source (=MO) ?
Proposed Change: 
Provide solution as the specification.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.12 OMA-WP-Management_Object_Design_Guidelines-20111117-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-Guide001
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:It should not be part of docuement unless tool is publically available from OMA portal. 
Proposed Change: 
Remove section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide002
	2011.12.22
	E
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:MO description format is not compatible with other MO specification (and Svante's tool). 
Proposed Change: 
Reformat whole section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide003
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Description about Nodename is missing. The Nodename should be absolute path to be automatically processed for DDF generation. 
Proposed Change: 
Create new section for Nodename.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide004
	2011.12.22
	E
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:The second and third example are redundant. 
Proposed Change: 
Remove those examples.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide005
	2011.12.22
	Q
	5.3.2
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:.Is there any reason to limit up to 65535 for "OneOrN"/"ZeroOrN"
Proposed Change: 
If there are not such restriction, it should be explained as same as TND-TS does. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide006
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Command "Copy" is never requred by existing MOs, and "No Copy" is also never seen. It should not be introduced here.
Proposed Change: 
Text regarding "Copy" should be removed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide007
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:.There are normative definitions in TND (section 9.4.2.9-9.4.2.19)
Proposed Change: 
Replace text of "Usage" in TND-TS.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide008
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.4
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:5.4 is out of scope of this document.
Proposed Change: 
Remove this section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	TS-Guide009
	2011.12.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Unnamed node "<x> " is not explained.

Proposed Change: 
Explain about <x> with Nodename description.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.13 OMA-ERELD-DM-V1_3-20111207-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	TS-Guide001
	2011.12.22
	Q
	5
	Source: Fujitsu

Form: INP doc

Comment:Should SyncML DTD be included as SUP file?. 
Proposed Change: 
If the answer is Yes, change the list .
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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