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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.03.15
	T
	3.2
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: The Non-CPM messaging service definition should be clear and grammatically correct
Proposed Change: 
A pre-existing messaging service (e.g. (fixed-line) SMS, (fixed-line) MMS, IMPS) or other messaging service (e.g. Internet-based email).
	Status: OPEN 

	
	
	
	4, Point 3
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: The CPM system should be able to support any number of CPM services, not just a single one

Proposed Change: 
The CPM enabler provides a flexible interaction with the presence enabler. While CPM has to provide the needed support for Presence, the invocation of a CPM service itself does not require the presence service of necessity, and does not mandate an always-on condition for the CPM users

	

	
	
	T
	5.2.11
Point 13
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: The step should be clear on what is forwarded by Alice’s CPM system 
Proposed Change: Alice's CPM system forwards the CPM session request to Bob's CPM system.

	

	
	
	
	3.2
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment:  The term “CPM system” is used frequently throughout the document.  The definitions section 

Proposed Changes:  Add the definition based on the one found in the introduction (Section 4, paragraph 6) to the definitions section.  This paragraph currently reads:

“The CPM enabler V1.0, together with other individual system elements (e.g. other enablers, interworking functions and interfaces), constitutes the CPM System and allows converged messaging communications.”

Such a definition may read: 

CPM System: the conglomeration of the CPM Enabler and other individual elements (e.g. other enablers, interworking functions, and associated interfaces) which together support converged IP messaging (CPM) communications.
	

	
	
	
	5.2
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment:  There are three alternative flows to the normal flow in this section entitled “Multi-devices and Dynamic Session Modification”.  Two of the flows have sub-titles attempting to identify the difference from the normal flow.  The alternative flow contained in Section 5.2.8 does not have a sub-title, and the difference from the normal flow does not seem all that evident.

Proposed Changes:  Change title from “Alternative flow” to “Alternative Flow – Dynamic CPM Session Modification (Different Device Order)”

	

	
	
	T
	5.4.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: In Step 14 and Step 15, a user would not request “PoC” speech or “PoC” voice, but just request “voice”. In a similar manner, the user should not have to understand whether or not they can add “PoC voice”
Proposed Change:  Change instances of “PoC speech” and “PoC voice” to just “voice”

	

	
	
	T
	5.6.9,
Step 4, and Step 7
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment:  Throughout the use case flows, the term “CPM system” is used frequently.  To be instructive, the reader should search on “CPM system” starting at the beginning of the use cases.  In this use case, only “the CPM” is used in the flow.
Proposed Changes: Change “the CPM” in step 4 and Step 7 to “the CPM System”, and add the definition based on the one found in the introduction (Section 4, paragraph 6) to the definitions section.  This paragraph currently reads:


	

	
	
	
	5.7.5, Step 2
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Throughout the use cases, the term “CPM system” is used frequently.  To be instructive, the reader should search on CPM system starting at the beginning of the use cases.
Proposed Change:  In Step 2, instead of “CPM Service” state “CPM System”

	

	
	
	
	5.9.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Since this use case is focused on the CAB, it would be clearer to add a clarification to Step 8

Proposed Change:  
Once Alice has validated the modification on her PC, the modification is automatically reflected in the address book on Alice's other devices.


	

	
	
	
	5.11.1, Para 1
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: In the first paragraph, the use of “CPM enabler” should be changed to “CPM System” to be in line with almost all the other use cases. To be instructive, the reader should search on “CPM system” starting at the beginning of the use cases.
Proposed Change: “CPM enabler” should be changed to “CPM System”

	

	
	
	
	5.11.2, Para 2
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: In the second paragraph, the use of “CPM enabler” should be changed to “CPM System” to be in line with almost all the other use case flows. To be instructive, the reader should search on “CPM system” starting at the beginning of the use cases.
Proposed Change: “CPM enabler” should be changed to “CPM System”

	

	
	
	
	5.11.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment:  To be consistent, “CPM enabler” should be changed to “CPM service” in this context. To be instructive, the reader should search on “CPM system” starting at the beginning of the use cases.
Proposed Change:  “CPM enabler” should be changed to “CPM System”

	

	
	
	
	5.11.7
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment:  Throughout the use case call flows, the term “CPM system” is used frequently.  This section has a mix of terms and the terms of use are unclear. 
Proposed Change:  In Steps 5, 6, 7, and 8, the term “the CPM” should be changed to “the CPM system”. Also, in step 7, the term “CPM enabler” should be changed to “CPM system”, and in Step 8, the term “CPM server” should be changed to CPM system.

	

	
	
	
	5.8.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

The use case does not make it clear which contacts that Bob sets his phone to “vibrate” or “ring” respectively.
Proposed Change:  
He invokes the preference setting menu A and sets the incoming message notification to “vibrate” for his personal address book contacts.

He invokes the preference setting menu B and sets the incoming message notification to “ring” for his business address book contacts.


	

	
	
	
	5.9.5, Step 4
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP
Comment: In Step 4, it is unclear whether Alice’s presence status subscription or Bob’s actual presence status is displayed on her associated devices.
Proposed Change:  Alice decides to subscribe to Bob’s presence information from her PC. Based on Alice’s subscription request, Bob’s presence status is automatically reflected on her PDA and her mobile.


	

	
	
	
	5.10.3
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Throughout the use cases, the term “CPM system” is used frequently.  

Proposed Change:  Beth has a terminal and service that support applications that are built on-top of the CPM System.

David’s messaging service supports additional information provided by the CPM System.


	

	
	
	E
	5.10.3
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: There seems to be two Section 5.10.3.  One comes right after Section 5.10.2.2, and then again after 5.10.2
Proposed Change:  Fix Section numbering
	

	
	
	
	5.11.1
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Throughout the use cases, the term “CPM system” is used frequently.  

Proposed Change:  This use case describes a scenario where a VASP leverages the CPM System as part of its service logic.


	

	
	
	
	5.11.2 5.11.5

5.11.7
	Source: Comverse
Form: INP

Comment: Throughout the use cases, the term “CPM system” is used frequently.  
Proposed Change:  change “CPM enabler” to CPM System”

	

	
	
	
	5.11.7
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Throughout the use cases, the term “CPM system” is used frequently.  
Proposed Change:  In Step 5, Change “The CPM” to the CPM System”
	

	
	
	
	5.12.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: The last step of this call flow indicates that Anne takes a store/delete action, but there is nothing in the flow that indicates this action (by the way, it’s “Ann” without an “e” ;-).
Proposed Change:  
5. The CPM system displays the message contents to Anne on her mobile device
6. Anne chooses to initiate a response based on the reply address left by Bob, and deletes the message.

7. The CPM system synchronizes the delete message action with the network mailbox.


	

	
	
	
	6.1.7
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Regarding MLD-015, it’s clearer to indicate that the users preferences are taken into account during delivery
Proposed Change:  The recipient CPM user SHOULD be able to indicate the preference for which devices the message should be delivered to, and the CPM enabler SHALL take indicated preferences into account during delivery.

	

	
	
	
	6.1.16
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Regarding IWF-005 and IWF-008, since the requirements are with respect to invitations, the text should be specific to session invitations
Proposed Change:  change “an invitation” to “a CPM session invitation”
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