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Appendix A. Review Checklist
(Informative)

It is recommended for the group working on an RD to develop the following table during the RD development and provide it as preparation of the RD reviews (informal and formal reviews).

	Area
	Aspects to be considered
	Response from originating group

	Scope,

Introduction
	The Scope and Introduction sections should be completed before the first informal review.  Consider to copy appropriate text from the WID to the Scope or Introduction Sections.

Identify which parts of the WID scope are addressed in the current RD draft 


	OK.

	Normative References
	Ensure that normative references have associated requirements
	OK.

	OSE
	Identify any dependency on other enablers or WGs. Identify use cases which are likely to require support by other enablers.  Indicate whether the work on the other enablers is already ongoing.

Identify any aspects which could be re-used by other enablers.

Identify any requirements which are likely to impact other enablers.

Identify need for joint meetings / collaboration with other groups

Identify issues with OMA processes (for collaboration, providing references to other specifications and support files etc.)
	The group identified the following work items as possible dependencies :
-PEEM

-GPM

Formal joint meetings and collaboration with these groups has not started yet.

	Specific Work Areas
	Identify impact on:

SEC

DM

MCC

XDM

IOP

External Groups – addressing need for new liaisons and dependencies on External Work.
	SEC : There are security requirements which will need joint discussion with the SEC group.

DM: There may be synergies with the DCMO work item that is starting in DM.
MCC: None.

XDM : Some functionalities of XDM may be relevant to the DPE requirements.

IOP : Yes.

UAProf : Backwards compatibility with existing Uaprof 2.0 is desired to some level.

External Groups :
W3C’s Device Independence group, specifically the DCI work in that group.

	Plan for enabler development
	Where will the enabler be developed beyond the RD phase?

Identify potential WGs for developing, for example, any AD and TSs.  Consider socialising the requirements with candidate groups, to get their feedback on whether they could develop these specifications

If the ARC group is considered to develop the AD, will ARC also develop any TSs?

This should be discussed at an early stage, to achieve parallel development where appropriate and to speed up the overall completion time for the enabler.
	Possibly as a SWG under BAC, but this needs discussion.
Socialization has been done with :

-MAE

-GPM

-PAG

-PUSH

-DM

It is not foreseen that ARC will develop the TS.
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