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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution provides input comments to the Formal Review of the DPE RD.
2 Summary of Contribution

See Section 3.
3 Detailed Proposal

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	2.2
	Source: Lucent
Form: INP
Comment: References to UAPROF and ESMP should include up-to-date document identifiers for each enabler
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	

	
	
	E
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Be careful of grammar in the definition of Device Property – I would have thought that a (single) device property is one of the capabilities of a device.
Proposed Change: Recommend slight change of the definition, to either 

(1) “A hardware, software, or network characteristic that represents a capability of a device at a given point in time”.
Or consider re-wording:
(2) “A hardware, software or network capability, associated with a device at a given point in time.”
	

	
	
	T
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: I suggest creating a separate entry for “Device profile” in the definitions
Proposed Change: Add a new definition for Device Profile: “A collection of Device Properties which may include Dynamic Device Properties, see also [OMADICT]”
	

	
	
	T
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Definition of “Dynamic Device Property” could be simplified
Proposed Change: “ A Device Property that is capable of changing value”
	

	
	
	E
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Minor addition to “Static Device Property”
Proposed Change:  “A device property that does not normally change value often. Examples are display resolution, processor type, etc.”
	

	
	
	T
	5.2.5
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: This use case seems to be about content adaptation resulting from a change in modality. The content type for the same service may change between audio and text. Is the user charged the same for both?

Proposed Change: 
Pre-Conditions 5.2.5

(1) User: The user has a device on which he/she wishes to access a service and which has the capability to change modality
Also, add the following:
(2). User: As part of the subscription, the user is informed that content adaptation may be based on user settings and he is able to select some options for service delivery. He is also informed about the charging conditions of content adaptation  (if applicable)
Also modify:-

Post-Conditions 5.2.6

User: Has consumed a tailored service to his/her expectations optimised for the capabilities of the device when its modality is changed
	

	
	
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Similar comments as above (to 5.2.5) about the user having information in advance about charging as a result of consuming higher quality services and being charged accordingly.
Proposed Change:
	

	
	
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Typo at beginning of 2nd paragraph – floating ‘A’
Proposed Change:
	

	
	
	E
	5.4.11
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Suggest rewording 1st line
Proposed Change:

From 
“The availability of the notification of free disk space only in case that it overpass a threshold, avoids a signalling overload.”
To:


“To avoid a signaling load, notifications of free disk space are only sent when a threshold is exceeded”
	

	
	
	T
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Battery life does not quite fit with the current definition of dynamic device property 
Proposed Change: See proposed change in 3.2
	

	
	
	E
	5.6.7
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Watch for number formatting

Proposed Change: 
	

	
	
	T
	5.7.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: This short description does not sufficiently introduce the use case in terms of how Property Groups are used and why?
Proposed Change: Change as follows
A user launches an application on a device which provides adapted content according to the device’s current capability. A number of dynamic device properties are grouped and associated with a group name. The device records the dynamic association between group name and corresponding capabilities enabled by the application service provider. During the usage of the application, the device determines whether the changed properties will affect corresponding services as to trigger the notification. 


	

	
	
	T
	6 (General comment)
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: This comment applies to wherever the term Dynamic Property is used. Suggest sticking to terms defined in 3.2. (“Dynamic Device Property”)
Proposed Change: 
Replace “Dynamic Property” with Dynamic Device Property” everywhere as applicable
	

	
	
	T
	3.2 and 6
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: The terms “dynamic property value” and dynamic property name” are undefined. Can’t you just use “Dynamic Device property” everywhere you use “dynamic property name”? Or is this is the latter a unique identifier for the former?
Proposed Change:

Suggest using Dynamic Device property” instead of “dynamic property name” or add a definition:

“Dynamic Device Property Name:  a Unique identifier associated with a Dynamic Device Property”.
Also add definition for  “dynamic property value”:

“Dynamic Device Property Value: A variable state, capacity, rating etc associated with a  Dynamic Device Property, e.g. Bluetooth: on/off
Finally, use the above terms consistently throughout the RD.
	

	
	
	T
	DPE-HL-11
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: This requirement is not supported by any use case so it is difficult to understand the benefit. Does this mean that an “Authorized Principal” can do a local search on the device? Wouldn’t it be more realistic to be able to just view a list of Dynamic Device Properties?
Proposed Change:

Change to “The DPE enabler MUST provide the ability for an Authorized Principal to view the list of Dynamic Device Properties on the DPE Client.
	

	
	
	T
	DPE-HL-14
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Use agreed terminology

Proposed Change:

The DPE Client MUST support the communication of any changes associated with a labelled group of Dynamic Device Properties.
	

	
	
	T
	DPE-HL-11
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: What is the ‘vocabulary list maintained by the client’?

Proposed Change:

The DPE enabler MUST provide the ability for an Authorized Principal to manage (add, change and / or remove) the Dynamic Device Property list via the DPE Client
	

	
	
	T
	SEC-2 and SEC-3
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: SEC-2 and -3 seem to be similar. I prefer SEC-2

Proposed Change:

Delete SEC-3
	

	
	
	E
	DPE-INT-1
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: 6.1.1.2 refers to Integrity only. Suggest separating out.

Proposed Change:

DPE Enabler MUST support the integrity of data exchanges when dynamic properties are communicated to an Authorized Principal
And add new requirement to 6.1.1.3
The DPE enabler SHALL support the confidentiality of data exchanges when dynamic properties are communicated to an Authorized Principal


	

	
	
	T
	DPE-ADM-4
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Do you mean execute policies?
Proposed Change: 

The DPE enabler SHOULD provide the ability for a DPE client to execute policies specified by an Authorized Principal
	

	
	
	T
	DPE-PRIV-1
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Privacy management could be handled by GPM. This requirement states that the DPE Client handles user settings for privacy, and thus suggests a silo. The exact mechanism should be left to the AD.
Proposed Change: 

The DPE enabler MUST support mechanisms to protect Dynamic Device Properties from being communicated or processed.
Also suggest adding GPM RD [GPM] as an Informative Reference.
	

	
	
	E
	DPE-PRIV-2
	Source: Lucent

Form: INP 

Comment: Add Privacy RD to Normative References section
Proposed Change: 


	


4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

Include the above comments in the DPE RDRR, discuss and close.
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