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1. Review Comments

The comments are submitted using the Microsoft Word comments over the original document in the attached document OMA-RD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20080210-D-Clean-TEF-Revision.doc. The following table is to help the RDRR editor to its collection.

1.1 OMA-RD-Mobile_Advertising-V1_0-20080210-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	2008.02.19
	E
	Cover
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: date in the title should be actualized
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: MobAd is defined as Mobile Advertisement in the abbreviations list, but the terms Mobile Advertising and Mobile Advertisement are used fairly interchangeably in the body text.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: General comment: Mobile Advertising service and Mobile Advertising Enabler shall be used consistently across the document.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Should be MobAd Enabler defined? (explaining what are its functions, etc)
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: For clarity, Telefonica recommends to rename the term Ad App to “Device Resident Application” and SP Application to “Network Resident Application”. The whole RD must be reviewed to align this terms if the comment is accepted.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Why the Ad Engine is defined as “a group of functionalities potentially organized in logical modules” while other functions (Ad Selector, Ad Metrics Collector, Scanning Utility) are defined as “a function of the MobAd Enabler?”. Is it with any purpose? If not, tt is recommended to align this definitions. Telefonica prefers to change the Ad Engine to say: “A device-resident function of the MobAd Enabler. It interacts with…””
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It may be interesting to define Ad Metadata and use it across the RD. For instance, change “The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the Device to receive rules, instructions and metadata related to usage of advertisements, as well as manage and execute them.” To “The MobAd Enabler SHALL enable the Device to receive rules, instructions and Ad Metadata, as well as manage and execute them”. If the comment is accepted, the whole RD must the reviewed.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: See comment on Ad App definition
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Is this abbreviation needed? Same comment appliest to Ad Selector
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	4
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Which is the purpose of this paragraph?
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	4
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Different to what? “Different” might be deleted
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	4.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be Provider. The comment applies to all occurrences of ProviderProvider.


	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	4.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It should be better to change this actors to “Applications”, and talk about Network/Device applications independently.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: In order to avoid misalignments, this definitions should reuse the ones provided by the definitions section. If the comment is accepted, all the use case actors definitions should be reviewed to address the same comment.


	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.1.5
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: What’s the point of this last step?
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.2.7
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: For clarity and consistency with other use cases, it should be the Ad Selector function or the Service Provider
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Adidas might be replaced with a generic description. If the comment is accepted all the occurrences of explicit brands can be replaced.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be Service Provider
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Ad Selector is a function of.the Enabler while service provider is an actor. This phrase implies the Ad Selector as an actor, and this is not the case.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	5.5.6
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be Scanning Utility (capitalized and without the word “Content”). If the comment is accepted the whole use case needs to be reviewed
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.7
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This “Ad related metadata embedded in the application content” seems to be the Content Metadata as defined in the definitions section. It is recommended to use the term defined when possible. If the comment is accepted the whole use case needs to be reviewed.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	5.9.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Is this statement clear and needed?
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Some high level functional requirements relates to the same topics, to improve the readability of the document it is recommended to reorder the requirements as:
[pre-fetching related] FUNC-001 / FUNC-028 / FUNC-025
[willingness related] FUNC-015 / FUNC-002
[ad requests] FUNC-006 / FUNC-007 / FUNC-009 / FUNC-0021 / FUNC-0026
[ad-selection/filtering/matching] FUNC-008 / FUNC-14 / FUNC-0015 / FUNC-0021 / FUNC-027 / FUNC-031
[Content Metadata related] FUNC-020 / FUNC-22 / FUNC-0023 / FUNC-0024 / MobAd-FUNC-029 / FUNC-030
The rest would be the same
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 [FUNC-006]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Ad Apps on the Device seems to be redundant since Ad Apps are always on the device.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 [FUNC-007]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Does not this requirement covers the previous one and MobAd-PECO-019? They are somehow overlapping (FUNC-006 and MobAd-PECO-019 are subcases of FUNC-007). This shall be clarified.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 [FUNC-014]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It may be good to define Campaign metadata.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 [FUNC-018]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Interactivity is one of the three functions of the Enabler, not sure why this is a SHOULD. Telefonica would like to kindly re-discuss the topic and consider to change it to SHALL.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 [FUNC-026]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Should not be generic? (i.e. Upon a request, the MobAd Enabler entities SHALL provide either of the…). If it is made generic it will cover also MobAd-DELV-010.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 [FUNC-027]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This requirement and FUNC-0016 could be merged in one like “The MobAd Enabler entities on the network SHALL provide means to communicate to the device or a network resident application rules, instructions, [rest is the same]”
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.1 [FUNC-028]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Overlapping with FUNC-001
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 [PECO-003]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This requirement is high level, nothing to do with personalization
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 [PECO-004]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: What’s exactly the difference between this and PECO-002
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.2 [PECO-011]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: this should be capitalized
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.2 [PECO-019]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: See comment in FUNC-007
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	E
	6.1.3 [METR-002]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Typo error: should be in the list
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.3 [METR-006]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: What’s the difference between this requirement and MobAd-METR-001? The terms report and collect need to be clarified. Appart from that, what’s the point of making a SHOULD?
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 [DELV-001]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Pre-fetching is specified in the high level requirements area
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 [DELV-002]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Same comment than in MobAd-DELV-001
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 [DELV-003]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Same comment than in MobAd-DELV-001
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 [DELV-008]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: This requirement could be combined with 007.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.4 [DELV-010]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: It may be combined with MobAd-FUNC-026.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.8 [ADM-004]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: We can’t put requirements on external actors (applications) and this requirement can imply some functionalities on the ad apps. It should be clarified.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2008.02.19
	T
	6.1.11 [PRV-004]
	Source: dpca@tid.es 

Form: INP doc (OMA-REQ-2008-0027-INP_Telefonica_Review_Comments_to_MobAd_formal_review.doc)

Comment: Should not be conditional to SCAN-001?
	Status: OPEN 
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