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1 Reason for Contribution

This Input Contribution is for the internal collection of comments and resolutions related to [BCAST10-ESG] for BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review. The content of this IC will be reflected in the formal BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review Report later. 
2 Summary of Contribution

Collection of comments and resolutions related to [BCAST10-ESG] for BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review.
3 Detailed Proposal

Review Comments

< OMA-TS-BCAST_Service-Guide-V1_0_0-20060324>
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG001
	2006.04.01
	N
	ALL
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-325R01
Comment:

32 bits NTP time for second filed is valid to use for all timestamps in BCAST specs unless the seconds field overflows on February 6, 2036 06:28:16 UTC, but current [BCAST10-ESG] and [BCAST10-Services] is using the data type of int (32bits), i.e. signed 32-bit integer, for NTP time. Because the left most bit of a signed integer is a "sign bit", we actually only have 31 useful bits for second field which is overflowed already. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change the data type of all NTP time parameters in [BCAST10-ESG]] from int (32 bits) to unsignedInt.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG002
	2006.03.30
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Some BCAST abbreviations missing.

Proposed resolution:

Add following abbreviations from OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01:

3GPP
3rd Generation Partnership Project

BCAST
Mobile Broadcast Services

BCMCS
Broadcast Multicast Service

BDS
Broadcast Distribution System

BSM
BCAST Subscription Management

DRM
Digital Rights Management

DVB
Digital Video Broadcast

DVB-H
Digital Video Broadcast – Handheld

ESG
Electronic Service Guide

FLUTE
File Delivery over Unidirectional Transport

GZIP
GNU zip

KMS
Key Management System 

IP 
Internet Protocol

IPDC
IP DataCast

MBMS
Multimedia Broadcast / Multicast Service

SG-C
Service Guide-Client

SG-D
Service Guide-Distribution
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Agree the proposed resolution except for using “SG Service Guide”, rather than “ESGElectronic Service Guide”


	SG003
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The following text in the description on “Content” is not correct (the SG tables and diagram are correct): “The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment.”

Proposed resolution:

In the description of “Content” in 5.1.1, remove the following text “The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
The resolution is covered by SG172

	SG004
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The text in Note 1 is a bit confusing. Although the group understands the meaning it is better to clarify this.

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, which is only one to either Service, Schedule, or Content Fragment.”

By

“Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, but one PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL NOT have links to more than one type of Service Guide fragment.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG005
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The terminal capabilities is not a feature of the service. 

Proposed resolution:

No proposal.
	Status: OPEN


	SG006
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The PreviewData Fragment does not reference the Service Fragment. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“As the part of the Service Guide, the Service fragment forms a central hub referenced by the other fragments including Access, Schedule, Content, PreviewData and PurchaseItem fragments”

By

“As the part of the Service Guide, the Service fragment forms a central hub referenced by the other fragments including Access, Schedule, Content and PurchaseItem fragments. In addition to that, the Service fragment may reference PreviewData.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG007
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Last sentence of Schedule fragment description is not true (in conflict with both the normative table and the diagram). 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“This fragment may also be associated with the Service fragment, in which case it defines the timeframe of the Service availability”

By

 “This fragment is always associated with the Service fragment.  If it also references one or more Content fragments, then it defines the validity timeframe of those content items belonging to the service.  On the other hand, if the Schedule fragment does not reference any Content fragment(s), then it defines the timeframe of the Service availability”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Replace

“This fragment may also be associated with the Service fragment, in which case it defines the timeframe of the Service availability”

By

 “This fragment always references the Service fragment.  If it also references one or more Content fragments, then it defines the validity timeframe of those content items belonging to the service.  On the other hand, if the Schedule fragment does not reference any Content fragment(s), then it defines the timeframe of the Service availability”

	SG008
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Last two sentences of Content fragment description need to be clarified wrt direction of referencing. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment. It may also have a reference to Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments.”

By

“The Content fragment may be referenced by Schedule, PurchaseItem or InteractivityData fragment. It may reference PreviewData or Service fragment”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG009
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Typo in the description of Access fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Replace

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to a the service.”

By

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to access the service.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG010
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Normative text in otherwise informative descriptions of Access and Session Description.

Proposed resolution:
Replace

“If there are multiple Access fragments valid at the same time, the user MAY be given a chance to select which one to use”

By

“If there are multiple Access fragments valid at the same time, the user can be given a chance to select which one to use”

AND

Replace

“The session information SHALL be provided using syntax of SDP in text format.

Auxiliary information is provided in XML format and SHALL contain either 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions or Associated Delivery Descriptions.”

By

“The session information is provided using syntax of SDP in text format.

Auxiliary information is provided in XML format and contains either 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions or Associated Delivery Descriptions.”

AND

Replace

“A certain end-user MAY have a “preferred” purchase channel (e.g. his/her mobile operator) to which all purchase requests should be directed.”

By

“A certain end-user can have a “preferred” purchase channel (e.g. his/her mobile operator) to which all purchase requests should be directed.”

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG011
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Last sentence of description of Session Description is confusing and does not add information value.

Proposed resolution:

Replace the following sentence:

“Note that SessionDescription may be used both for Service Guide delivery itself as well as for the content sessions.”

By:

“Note that Session Description as a concept may be used both for Service Guide delivery itself as well as for the content sessions.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG012
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Clarify the description of PurchaseData by removing confusing parts.

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“It carries information about pricing of a service/service bundle/content item and may target the service bundle to a specific user group. Also, information about promotional activities may be included in this fragment, e.g. coupons related to a certain service bundle.”

By

“It carries information about pricing of a service, a service bundle, or, a content item, and may target the service bundle to a specific user group. Also, information about promotional activities may be included in this fragment.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG013
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Missing reference in the description of PurchaseChannel

Proposed resolution:

No resolution proposal.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG014
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Typo in the first sentence of PurchaseChannel

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The PurchaseChannel fragment carries the information about the entity from which purchase of access and/or content rights for a certain service, service bundle or content item may be obtained, as defined in the PurchaseData fragment.”

By

“The PurchaseChannel fragment carries information about the entity from which purchase of access and/or content rights for a certain service, service bundle or content item may be obtained, as defined in the PurchaseData fragment.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG015
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Cleaning up the description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor (use better English).

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“Its purpose is to allow quick validation of the Service Guide fragments that are either cached in the terminal or being transmitted. For that reason, the ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is preferably repeated if distributed over broadcast channel. It also provides the grouping of related Service Guide fragments and thus a means to determine completeness of such group.”

By:

“A SGDD allows quick identification of the Service Guide fragments that are either cached in the terminal or being transmitted. For that reason, the SGDD is preferably repeated if distributed over broadcast channel. The SGDD also provides the grouping of related Service Guide fragments and thus a means to determine completeness of such group.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.


	SG016
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Delete the yellow note in section 5.1.1.

Proposed resolution:

Delete:

“Note: The necessity of scoping multiple SGDDs is to be further studied.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG017
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The description of InteractivityData fragment is missing. It needs to be added.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG042

	SG018
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Many tables normatively defining the Service Guide fragments have a section tagged between “Start of program guide” and “End of program guide”. However, there is no descriptive text what this means. Such a description is needed.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
367R01 was agreed as the resolution

	SG019
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The element and attribute names are inconsistently formatted. Some start with capital letter while the others do not. Also some names use underscores. The format of naming should be made consistent.

Proposed resolution:
Resolution is to follow the rules below to unify naming and address the above comment.

1.
For elements/attributes coming from other specifications (e.g. MLP, FLUTE), their names will remain the same as in the original specifications

2.
For other elements/attributes created by BCAST SWG, elements name shall start with Upper case and attribute names shall start with lower case.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG020
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Because all the fragments have the last element “<proprietary elements/attirbutes>”, it would be better to express this early on in section 5.1.2.

Proposed resolution:

The following text is to be added just in the beginning of the section 5.1.2:

“All the Service Guide fragments specified in this section are extensible by proprietary elements or attributes. Terminals being able to interpret the Service Guide fragments as specified in this section but not able to interpret the proprietary extensions MAY discard  those extensions, and in any case terminals SHALL NOT get into an error state when they encounter unknown extensions.”

	Status: OPEN
Note: CR from Siemens expected

	SG021
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313

Comment:

In many fragments there is an unnecessary restriction that the “id” of the fragment must be globally unique. While we agree that URI provides a possibility having globally unique values, enforcing it in all cases is restrictive.

Proposed resolution:

Throughout section 5.1.2, in the context of “id”, replace the words “globally unique” with the words “unique at least within a Service Guide provided by a single Service Guide Generation/Adaptation/Distribution function”.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No Action is needed.

	SG022
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
Clean up PreviewDataIDRef throughout section 5.1.2.
Proposed resolution:

Throughout section 5.1.2, replace the current description of PreviewDataID:

“Reference to the PreviewData fragment which specifies an icon, pictogramme, animation or audio.”

By:

“Reference to the PreviewData fragment.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG023
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
There are few occurrences of element “ParentalRating” in the fragments. The cardinality of the element is “0..n” and the value “string”. The cardinality allows use of multiple Parental rating systems. However, interpreting just the string value does not allow one to understand which parental rating system is used.

Proposed resolution:

For “ParentalRating” element, add attribute “RatingSystem”

· Category: “NO/TO”

· Cardinality: “0..1”

· Description “Specifies the parental rating system in use, in which context the value of ParentalRating element is semantically defined.” 

· Value: “string”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG024
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
There are few occurrences of element “UserRating” in the fragments. The description of this element is confusing (i.e. may mean any kind of user rating). 

Proposed resolution:

Remove all occurrences of element “UserRating”.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG025
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The legend under each fragment table should extend beyond E2 elements.

Proposed resolution:

Replace, for all fragment tables:

“
Legend: 

Type: E=Element A=Attribute E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element

”

By:

“

Legend: 

Type: E=Element, A=Attribute, E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element, E[n]=sub-element of element[n-1]
”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG026
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The first paragraph of 5.1.2.2 is very confusing and not understandable: “The schedule fragment is the technical declaration of the media sources of which is a content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of. This information can be completely hidden from the user. This can be composed of broadcasted streaming media, locally stored clipcast files or advertisements that should be presented at a certain time.”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace:

“The schedule fragment is the technical declaration of the media sources of which is a content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of. This information can be completely hidden from the user. This can be composed of broadcasted streaming media, locally stored clipcast files or advertisements that should be presented at a certain time.”

By:

“The Schedule fragment specifies the time when content item(s) of a service are made available for distribution and/or presentation. For scheduling purposes a set of content items can be associated with each other through schedule fragment. In such cases the detailed breakdown of scheduling information can be hidden from the user.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG027
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
According to second paragraph of 5.1.2.2 the timing information related to schedule fragment is determined from Session Description for the case of live streaming media. This means that when one wants to schedule live streaming media ahead of time, one needs to provide not only schedule fragment but also the Session Description fragment. There is no technical problem with this – i.e. it works. Thus this comment is more a finding of a possible operational restriction. Therefore we would like to ask whether the group sees such method is practical or not.


	Status: OPEN


	SG028
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The following bullets in 5.1.2.2 are missing normative text and use slightly wrong terminology:

“

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SDP fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.
“

Proposed resolution:

Replace:
“

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SDP fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.
“

By:

“

• For live streaming media this *time* SHALL be defined in the SessionDescription fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* SHALL be declared by the presentation window.
“


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Replace:
“…

An example is two audio streams representing a different language of a TV show.

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SDP fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.

“

By:

“

• For live streaming media this *time* is defined in the SessionDescription fragment or SDP elements in the Access fragment which is related to the schedule fragment. 

• For locally stored media this *time* is declared by the presentation window.
An example is two audio streams representing a different language of a TV show.

“


	SG029
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
E1 element ServiceIDRef is in conflict with the description of Content fragment in section 5.1.1. (“The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment”) 

Proposed resolution:

Proposed resolutions for 2nd and 7th comment* in the present document solve the problem. 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution of SG003 and SG008 cover this.

	SG030
	2006.03.30
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
PurchaseItem top level element summary contains sub-element “PurchaseDataIDRef” which is not present in the fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Delete “PurchaseDataIDRef” from the top level element summary of PurchaseItem fragment
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG031
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The fact that a PurchaseItem always requires at least one PurchaseData to refer to the Purchase item is captured in section 5.1.1. but should also be included in this normative section.

Proposed resolution:
Replace a part of the description of PurchaseItem in paragraph 5.1.1:

“This fragment is always associated with PurchaseData fragment(s) offering more information on different service bundles.”

By:

“This fragment can be referenced by PurchaseData fragment(s) offering more information on different service bundles.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.


	SG032
	2006.03.30
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0313R01

Comment:
The specification of Service Guide Update and Management with respect to validTo should be enhanced to allow implicit interpretation when validity of fragment ends.
Proposed resolution:

In the very end of last paragraph of 5.4.5, add the following text:

“If the set of fragments belonging to the Service Guide are announced using the mechanism defined in section 5.4.1.1, then the terminal MAY assume from the absence of any fragment in the updated version of the  SGDDs that the validity of the fragment has ended.”


	Status: OPEN
In the very end of last paragraph of 5.4.5, add the following text:



	SG033
	2006.04.01
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

At the end of this section, the note “Note: fragmentTransportID[i] and fragmentVersion[i] are entities to support caching of service_guide_fragments without requiring the terminal to decompress the service_guide_fragments.” is confusing and incorrect, because compression is performed at SGDU level not fragment level.

Proposed Resolution:
Remove this note.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG034
	2006.04.01
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324R01
Comment:

To ease SGDU de-capsulation and fragment parsing efficiency at terminal-end, suggest to add an additional field “fragmentType[i]” immediately after “fragmentEncoding[i]” to indicate the detailed type of every fragment.

Proposed Resolution:
See OMA-BCAST-2006-0342-CR-adding-fragmentType-into-SGDU.doc


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG035
	2006.04.01
	N
	3.2
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-324
Comment:

There is no formal definition of SG fragment in [BCAST10-ESG].
Proposed Resolution:

Copy the definition of Service Guide Fragment as below from [BCAST10-Architecture] to [BCAST10-ESG] section 3.2.
“Service Guide Fragment: An atomic information component of the Service Guide, which can be compressed, encapsulated and transported in the absence of other parts of the Service Guide.” 


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG036
	2006.03.25
	N
	5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5
	Source : Qualcomm and Bamboo

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R03
Comment : 

The current description of Session Description in Sec. 5.2.2.4 – Access is not clear in distinguishing session description related information from its instantiation either as a Session Description fragment, or encapsulation within the Access fragment.  Similarly, Sec. 5.2.2.5 – Session Description is not clear in its description of session description vs. associated delivery procedure description components of the MBMS User Service Description.  In addition, since only Session Description fragment is currently defined in the SG data model, for correctness it is proposed to replace the terms “SessionDescription fragment” and “AuxiliaryDescription fragment” in Sec. 5.2.2.4 and 5.2.2.5 by “session description information” and “auxiliary description information”, respectively.  This CR proposes modified text for these sections.

During the Seoul meeting, a comment was raised that auxiliary description information (as possibly contained in the Session_Description fragment) does not exist in the SDP.  Therefore, this revision contains the corresponding correction.  In addition, it contains some other text improvements relative to the previous version of the CR.  Lastly, the latest version of the SG TS is referenced for the proposed changes of this CR.
Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R03 resolves this one.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG037
	2006.03.24
	N
	5.4.2.2. and 5.4.4
	Source : Siemens

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0275R01
Comment: During the BCAST meeting in Seoul, the BCAST group decided that the service guide transport shall not prevent future extensions. This contribution fulfils the action assigned to analyse if the current spec allows future extensions to service guide transport in a way which is backwards-compatible.

The analysis has shown that currently, service guide transport does not offer a mechanism for extensibility – both SGDD and SGDU do not support extension elements. This contribution proposes a bug fix to solve that.
Proposed Resolution : Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0275R01 resolves this one.


	Status : Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG038
	2006.03.30
	N
	Appendix G
	Source : Samsung and LGE

From : OMA-BCAST-2006-0315R02
Comment : 

The usage of current Global Status code is missing.

The description about the usage of Global status code for BGI is missing.

Proposed Resolution : 

Change Request OMA-BCAST-2006-0315R02 resolves this one.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.

	SG039
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.1.2.4

5.4.2.2
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
 “Poll” is different with “Pull”. Currently  “Poll” is used  in the description and the name of “NotificationPollURL”, it is not perfect.

Proposed Solution:

Change “Poll” to “Pull”. The detail changes are presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action and changes needed.

	SG040
	2006.04.02
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
The description of NotificationRequestURL and NotificationPollURL need be exchanged.

And it will be “NotificationPullURL”, not “NotificationPollURL”
Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.

	Status: Tentatively Agreed
330R01 was agreed as the resolution


	SG041
	2006.04.02
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0329

Comment:
TransportObjectID is E3 of E2 SessionInformation not an element of E1 DeliverySession. But it is also shown in the description column of E1 DeliverySession.

Proposed Solution:

It needs to be deleted from the description column of DeliverySession. Related change is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0330-Bug-fix-of-notification.
	Status: Tentatively Agreed
330R01 was agreed as the resolution


	SG042
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The description of InteractiveData fragment is absent in 5.1.1.
Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0335-Add-InteractiveData-element-description
	Status: Tentatively Agreed
335R01 was agreed as the resolution
same as SG017 above


	SG043
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The description of ‘EndTime’ in Content fragment has some editorial error.

Proposed Solution:

Change as:

The StartTime EndtTime of the content which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG069

	SG044
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
E1:’StartTime’ and ‘EndTime’ is not included in the description column of PurchaseItem.

Proposed Solution:

Add ‘StartTime’ and ‘EndTime’ before ‘ExtensionURL’ in the description column of PurchaseItem
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG045
	2006.04.03
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
PurchaseDataIDRef is not E1 of PurchaseItem, so it is not needed in the description column of PurchaseItem fragment. 

Proposed Solution:

Delete the PurchaseDataIDRef in the description column of PurchaseItem.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG030 


	SG046
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
In the first sentence of the second paragraph of 5.1.2.10, it states InteractiveData fragment can be associate with access fragment. But the InteractiveData fragment has no association with access fragment base current data model. 

Proposed Solution:

Delete the “access fragment” in the first sentence of the second paragraph.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.


	SG047
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
There is an error in description of E2:PresentationWindowID. It is reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the schedule fragment belongs, not access fragment belongs.

Proposed Solution:

Suggest change the description of PresentationWindowID into “Relation reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the schedule fragment belongs.” 

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG093

	SG048
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
The difference of E1 ScheduleReference and InteractiveWindow is not clear. Need more definition or change them.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-0336
	Status: OPEN
Note: 336 is withdrawn. Resolution is expected.

	SG049
	2006.04.03
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Huawei

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0334

Comment:
Base on SDP(RFC2327), media announcement (media name and transport address) is mandatory in media description. There is an error in SDP Example. So “m=..” is absent before “i=application-specific Service Guide flow “ in the SDP example.
Proposed Solution:

Add “m=application 16997 udp/ecm 0” before “i=application-specific Service Guide flow”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.



	SG050
	2006.04.21
	N
	Appendix
	Source: LGE

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0357

Comment:
BCAST SHOULD use DM for terminal provisioning, but there is no BCAST MO specified in SG TS.
Proposed Solution:

See CR: OMA-BCAST-2006-0357
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed for SG050, because it is covered by Services-TS.

	SG051
	2006.04.21
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is not a SG fragments but the description of SGDD is mixed with other fragments in 5.1.1. 
Proposed Resolution:

Move the description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor to the very rear of this section.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.



	SG052
	2006.04.21
	Y
	1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The wording of this section is not very suitable as Scope description

Proposed Resolution:

See CR: OMA-BCAST-2006-0368


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
368R01 was agreed as the resolution.

	SG053
	2006.04.21
	N
	7.1
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

After discussion in MO action group, it is agreed notification entry information is not necessary to be provisioned by MO. But in section 7.1 it is specified to discover notification access through Terminal Provisioning, which is conflict with our latest discussion result. 
Proposed Resolution:

See CR: OMA-BCAST-2006-0369
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
369 was agreed as the resolution

	SG054
	2006.04.21
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The content-type of SGDU has two different values specified in SG TS: in section 5.4.1.2 it is "application/bcast-sgdu", in section 5.4.3 it is “application/sgdu”. We should unify the content-type value. 
Proposed Resolution:

Change "application/bcast-sgdu" in section 5.4.1.2 to “application/sgdu"
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change "application/bcast-sgdu" in section 5.4.1.2 and "application/bcast-sgdu", in section 5.4.3 to
 “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdu"

	SG055
	2006.04.21
	N
	7.4.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

In section 7.4.3

“Response to the HTTP Request SHALL be Notification Message encapsulated in HTTP message. Content-Type of the HTTP message SHALL be set to <TBD4>” 
Proposed Resolution:

Replace “<TBD4>” by “application/notification”
	Status: OPEN
Replace “<TBD4>” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.notification".
Action to Uwe to request the MIME type of notification. CR496 is expected.

	SG056
	2006.04.21
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-366
Comment:

The abbreviation of “BSDA: BCAST Service Distribution and Adaptation” is not consistent with the term defined in AD and used in other BCAST TSs
Proposed Resolution:

Change from

“BSDA: BCAST Service Distribution and Adaptation”

To 
”
BSD/A: BCAST Service Distribution/Adaptation”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Agreed as it is proposed

	SG057
	2006.05.05
	N
	7.3
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-403
Comment:
SGDDs delivered within a notification message include an SGDU delivery session description (<transport>) as well as one or several SGDU descriptions (<ServiceGuideDeliveryUnit>).  

In this SGDU description, the parameter “Version-ID-Length” needs to be added to define SGDU Split-TOI structure when Split-TOI is used for the announced SGDU delivery session, and when FLUTE is not used for this announced session. This attribute addition is actually an alignment with “standalone” SGDD structure where “Version-ID-Length” already exists in <SGDU> for such purpose.

Note : it is not needed to add “Version-ID-Length” to <ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor> also, because there are no SGDD TOIs in the context of notification sessions, but Notification Message TOIs only (delivered ALC objects in notification sessions are limited to Notification Message objects).

Proposed resolution:
In the Notification Message, add “Version-ID-Length” attribute to <ServiceGuideDeliveryUnit> element, exactly as already done in section 5.4.2.2 for the <ServiceGuideDeliveryUnit> element of standalone SGDD structure. 
	Status: OPEN


	SG058
	2006.05.05
	N
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-403
Comment:
In the Split-TOI mechanism description, it could be worth clarifying where and when to use Version-ID-Length attribute (possible locations: FDT-Instances, SGDD level, SGDU description level ; possible describing objects : standalone SGDD, notification-embedded SGDD, possible sessions: SGDD delivery sessions using FLUTE or not, notification sessions).

Proposed resolution:
Add a paragraph clarifying this (CR to be proposed)
	OPEN
CR is expected from Jerome.

	SG059
	2006.05.05
	N
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Alcatel, Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-403
Comment:
In an SGDD delivery session where Split-TOI is used and FLUTE is not used, the <SGDD> element includes the Version-ID-Length attribute to declare how the TOI of the ALC packet carrying the SGDD is split. Length of Version ID part allows, from LCT TOI value, to retrieve Object ID value and Version ID value.

There are therefore implicit relationships between :

.
SGDDid (URI) and SGDD TOI’s Object ID part (number) ( there must be a one-to-one relationship between the two

.
SGDDversion (number) and SGDD TOI’s Version ID part (number) ( they must be equal

These relationships should be made explicit in this TS ServiceGuide section.

Proposed resolution:
Add a paragraph clarifying this (CR to be proposed)
	OPEN
CR is expected from Jerome

	SG060
	2006.05.08
	Y
	7
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-427R01
Comment:

Suggest to make some rewording for the introduction text of notification (i.e. 1st  paragraph of Section 7.0), primarily introducing and describing the two categories of notification messages, direct use as Ads and use as auxiliary trigger of notification, the definition/meaning of auxiliary data.
Proposed Resolution:

See the modified text of section 7 in OMA-BCAST-2006-0428R01-CR-refine-notification-sections.doc
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is expected in 428R02.

	SG061
	2006.05.08
	N
	7.2
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-427R01
Comment:

Some types of notifications described in section 7 are not reflected in the EventType table.  Also two categories (User-oriented and terminal-oriented) of the event types are mixed in the current table, suggest to re-classify for readability and extending easily.

Proposed Resolution:

See the re-proposed EventType table in OMA-BCAST-2006-0428R01-CR-refine-notification-sections.doc
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is expected in 428R02.

	SG062


	2006.05.08
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-427R01
Comment:

The existing wording of the introduction part of section 7.3 is not accurate or not using the right terms/names

Proposed Resolution:

See the modified text of the 1st paragraph of section 7.3 in OMA-BCAST-2006-0428R01-CR-refine-notification-sections.doc
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is expected in 428R02.

	SG063
	2006.05.08
	N
	7.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-427R01
Comment:

Currently we only specified the types of notification, but sometimes “Priority” info is also needed so that 

(1) in case multiple messages coming together, the terminal will display the high priority notification to users first, eg. Emergency, interruption of broadcast services
(2) in case users can not view the notifications as soon as they are received, the notification messages will be stored on the terminal. The “priority” mark will be very helpful for users to capture the important and urgent messages first.

Proposed Resolution:

Add “Priority” attribute into Notification message as proposed in OMA-BCAST-2006-0428R01-CR-refine-notification-sections.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG064
	2006.05.08
	N
	7.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-427R01
Comment:

“If PresentationType=1, Terminal will store the notification message.  User can see the stored message whenever he or she wants.”, this presentation type is not necessary because whether to store a notification message should depend on terminal implementation. 

Proposed Resolution:

Remove the above PresenationType as proposed in OMA-BCAST-2006-0428R01-CR-refine-notification-sections.doc
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is expected in 428R02.

	SG065
	2006.05.08
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-427R01
Comment:
The current description of E1 element “SessionInformation” is not very accurate and not clear in terms of usage of this element. 

Proposed Resolution:

See the rewording in OMA-BCAST-2006-0428R01-CR-refine-notification-sections.doc
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is expected in 428R02.

	SG066
	2006.05.08
	Y
	7
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-427R01
Comment:
There is no fragment concept for notification  message, but “notification message fragment” is used in section 7. Also “notification message” and “Notification Message” are both used,
which is not unified.

Proposed Resolution:

1 Change all “notification message fragment” or “Notification Message Fragment” to ““notification message”;

2. Change all “Notification Message” to notification message“.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change all “notification message fragment” or “Notification Message Fragment” or “notification message” to “Notification Message”.


	SG067
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
Description of ContentType attribute starts: “Type of the media content, .defined by MIME media types [RFC2046].”

Proposed resolution:

Remove a dot before word ‘defined’. The description should start “Type of the media content, defined by MIME media types [RFC2046].”

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG068
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The element StartTime has used in the description of the element StartTime: “The StartTime of the content which is for presentation purposes to the end user , expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”
Proposed resolution:

Replace with following wording: “The start time of the content which is for presentation purposes to the end user , expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG069
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The description of the element EndTime include copy-paste error: “The StartTime of the content which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”
Proposed resolution:

Replace with following wording: “The end time of the content which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG070
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The description of the element AudioLanguage is confusing because it uses several formats for both AudioLanguage element itself and for AudioLanguageID.
Proposed resolution:

a) Replace Audio Language_ID with AudioLanguageID.
b) Replace audio_language with AudioLanguage.
c) Replace ‘other audio_languages’ with ‘other AudioLanguage elements’


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG071
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the AudioLanguage and TextLanguage elements, fragment name formats vary, i.e. schedule fragment, service fragment, Service fragment.
Proposed resolution:

a) Replace ‘schedule fragment’ with ‘Schedule fragment’
b) Replace ‘service fragment’ with ‘Service fragment’.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG072
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the AudioLanguage element the ‘schedule element’ has been mentioned. There is no such element in the specification.
Proposed resolution:

Replace ‘schedule element’ with ‘Schedule fragment’


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG073
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the AudioLanguageID attribute uses format ‘Audio_language’ of the AudioLanguage element.
Proposed resolution:

Replace ‘Audio_language’ with ‘AudioLanguage’


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG074
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The description of the element TextLanguage is confusing because it uses several formats for both TextLanguage element itself and for TextLanguageID.
Proposed resolution:

a) Replace Text Language_ID with TextLanguageID.
b) Replace text_language with TextLanguage.
c) Replace ‘other text_languages’ with ‘other TextLanguage elements’
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG075
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the TextLanguageID attribute uses format ‘Text_language’ of the TextLanguage element.
Proposed resolution:

Replace ‘Text_language’ with ‘TextLanguage’
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG076
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the attribute ServiceProtection the case where the optional attribute is missing is not defined.
Proposed resolution:

Replace: 

If true, this indicates that this access related to the associated service is protected by OMA BCAST Service Protection; if false, this indicates that this access related to the associated service is not protected by OMA BCAST Service Protection.
By: 

If true, this indicates that this access related to the associated service is protected by OMA BCAST Service Protection; if false or not present, this indicates that this access related to the associated service is not protected by OMA BCAST Service Protection.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

The resolution is covered by SG103 

	SG077
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the attribute TransmissionMedia only two values have been defined.
Proposed resolution:

Add text: 

2 - 127  reserved for future use

128-255 reserved for proprietary use
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG078
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the element BDSType the value ‘0’ has not been defined.
Proposed resolution:

Add row: 

0: Unspecified
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG079
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the element TransmissionSchemeType the value ‘0’ has not been defined.
Proposed resolution:

Add row: 

0: Unspecified
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG080
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the attribute ProtectionType values 0 and 5 – 255 have not been defined.
Proposed resolution:

Add rows: 

0: Unspecified

5 - 127  reserved for future use

128-255 reserved for proprietary use
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG081
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the element UsageInfo the ‘Access fragment’ has been written ‘access fragement’
Proposed resolution:

Replace ‘access fragment’ by ‘Access fragment’
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG082
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the attributes average and maximum (for audio and video bitrate) the SI units should be used.
Proposed resolution:

Replace kbit/sec by kbit/s
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG083
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the element BandwidthRequirement does not define unit
Proposed resolution:

Add text: 

The bandwidth in kbit/s.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG084
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432
Comment:

The description of element ServiceClass does not define any values

Proposed resolution:

In the description of E1 element ServiceClass, add the following as the last sentence:

“The Terminal SHALL be able to interpret the ServiceClasses as defined in Appenxid F of this specification.”
	Status: OPEN
In the description of E1 element ServiceClass, add the following as the last sentence:

“The Terminal SHALL be able to interpret the ServiceClasses as defined in TBD of this specification.”

Note: Resolution may be covered by SG141, Action is assigned to Uwe to find out.

	SG085
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
In the description of the attribute usage (for PreviewDataIDRef) the numbering is mixed up.
Proposed resolution:

Replace the description by: 

Possible values: 

0.   
unspecified

1.
background

2.
icon/logo

3.
poster

4.
trailer

5.
barker

6.
service/channel zapping

7-127. reserved for future use

128 -255. reserved for proprietary use

Note: only usage = 6 (service/channel zapping) is the valid value when the preview data is associated with Access fragment.  
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG086
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The sub-element list of PurchaseItem is not complete.
Proposed resolution:
Add StartTime and EndTime on the list.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by SG044.

	SG087
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
Value ‘0’ for attribute Closed not defined.
Proposed resolution:
Add text:

Value 0 – unspecified.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG088
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
2nd chapter of InteractivityData description contains several editorial issues.
Proposed resolution:
Replace sentence:

The InteractivityData fragment can be associated with service fragments, content fragments, schedule fragments, access fragments, a set of presentation windows within a schedule fragment or InteractivityWindow.
By: 
The InteractivityData fragment can be associated with Service fragments, Content fragments, Schedule fragments, a set of presentation windows within a Schedule fragment or InteractivityWindow.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG089
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The text in 5.4.1.2 assumes that SGDD is always present (i.e. fragment ids know). However this is not the case, for example at the initial use / bootstrapping over Interaction Channel.

Proposed resolution:

CR OMA-BCAST-2006-0431 provides a proposed new wording for section 5.4.1.2

	Status: OPEN
431R01 is expected as the resolution

	SG090
	2006.05.08
	N
	6.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The current specification is unclear how the initial SG bootstrap address is provisioned. It only mentions that it can be provided through terminal provisioning but detailed specification is needed also.

Proposed resolution:

1. CR OMA-BCAST-2006-0431 provides a proposed new wording for section 6.2.

2. Consequently allocate a new action item to BCAST MO task force to create the specification of the new MO ‘ServiceGuideBootstrapIC’ in the TS Services as a part of the work of BCAST MO task force.


	Status: OPEN
1. 431R01 is expected as the resolution

2. Action has been completed.


	SG091
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The current data type of price only allows integer prices: 1, 2, 3 EUR but not fraction prices i.e. 2.5 EUR.
Proposed resolution:
Change the data type of price from Integer to Double.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG092
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
The InteractivityData fragment can not be associated with Access fragment. 
Proposed resolution:
Remove Access fragment from the list in the second paragraph.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by SG046

	SG093
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
Element PresentationWindow references Schedule fragment, not Access fragment.
Proposed resolution:
Replace word ‘access’ with ‘Schedule’ in the description of PresentationWindow element.

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed


	SG094
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
ServiceClass element value not defined. 
Proposed resolution:
Replace the sentence:

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value <TBD> meaning that the referred Service Guide provides complementary information to the referring Service Guide.”

By: 

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value sdo.oma.sg meaning that the referred Service Guide provides complementary information to the referring Service Guide.”


	Status: OPEN
Replace the sentence:

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value <TBD> meaning that the referred Service Guide provides complementary information to the referring Service Guide.”

By: 

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value sdo.oma.sg-cp meaning that the referred Service Guide provides complementary information to the referring Service Guide.”

NOTE: The resolution is agreed except for the naming of “sdo.oma.sg-cp” which is pending on resolution SG141.


	SG095
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
ServiceClass element value not defined. 
Proposed resolution:
Replace the sentence:

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value <TBD> meaning that the referred Service Guide is a stand-alone Service Guide.”

By: 

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value sdo.oma.sg-sa meaning that the referred Service Guide is a stand-alone Service Guide.”


	Status: OPEN
Replace the sentence:

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value <TBD> meaning that the referred Service Guide is a stand-alone Service Guide.”

By: 

“Referring Service Guide MAY include “ServiceClass” element in the Access fragment with value sdo.oma.sg meaning that the referred Service Guide is a stand-alone Service Guide.”

NOTE: The resolution is agreed except for the naming of “sdo.oma.sg” which is pending on resolution SG141.


	SG096
	2006.05.08
	N
	F.2.3
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
Service class for stand-alone Service Guide is missing.
Proposed resolution:
Add following paragraph under F.2.3:

F.2.3.5 sdo.oma.sg-sa

Name: sdo.oma.sg-sa
Description: Services of service class sdo.oma.sg-sa delivers stand-alone Service Guide using a broadcast channel over interface SG-5. 

Reference: Service Guide provision over a broadcast channel is defined in section 6.1.


	Status: OPEN
Add following paragraph under F.2.3:

F.2.3.5 sdo.oma.sg-cp

Name: sdo.oma.sg-cp
Description: Services of service class sdo.oma.sg-cp delivers complementary Service Guide. 

Reference: Service Guide provision over a broadcast channel is defined in section 6.1.
NOTE: The resolution is agreed except for the naming of “sdo.oma.sg-cp” which is pending on resolution SG141.


	SG097
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
Following sentence is misleading: “If all Accesses associated with a Service fragment announce referred Service Guides, the type of the “type” attribute of Service fragment SHALL be set to “11 – Service Guide”.”

Proposed resolution:
Replace the sentence with following one:
“If all Access fragments associated with a Service fragment announce referred Service Guides, the type of the ServiceType attribute of Service fragment SHALL be set to “8 – Service Guide”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG098
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Nokia
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0432

Comment:
Service type ‘Service Guide’ is missing on the list of ServiceType values.
Proposed resolution:
Replace existing list:

8 - 127  reserved for future use

128 -255 reserved for proprietary use
By:

8 – Service Guide
9 - 127  reserved for future use

128 -255 reserved for proprietary use
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG099
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

ServiceBaseCID should be clarified.  Usage of ServiceBaseCID is specified, but the value is not specified in [BCAST10-SPCP]. The part of content identifier should be clarified.

Proposed Solution:

Need to check DLDRM Group.
	Status: OPEN
Action to Orange, Nokia and Samsung to clarify ServiceBaseCID.

	SG
100
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

Data Type in the table should be written as W3C Recommendation and additional information should be described in the description row.

Proposed Solution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0444-Cleanup-DataType-of-SG-Schema
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by agreed CR444R02

	SG

101
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

Cardinality and category for some elements and attributes should be fixed

Proposed Solution:

OMA-BCAST-2006-0444-Cleanup-DataType-of-SG-Schema
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by agreed CR444R02


	SG

102
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435

Comment:

In cell_target_area element, data type of type is wrong defined and cell_area_value and 3gpp2_cell_ID is redundant structure. Also, number cannot be the first word for element name.

Proposed Solution:

3gpp2_cell_ID is removed and description for this is moved to cell_area_value.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by agreed CR444R02

	SG

103
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

KeyManagementSystem Element already has an information whether the access fragment is protected or not.  ServiceProtection attribute is redundant information.
Proposed Solution:

Remove ServiceProtection, make KeyManagementSystem NM/TM, and add “no protection” value in protection type. 

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0445-Cleanup-of-Access-Fragment
	Status: OPEN
445R01 is expected as the resolution.


	SG

104
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

In the current access fragment, BDSType  have zero or more values. It is hard to share the same access information in the different BDSs.  That is, different BDS has different access information.
Proposed Solution:

Make BDSType attribute which has zero or one value. 

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0445-Cleanup-of-Access-Fragment
	Status: OPEN



	SG

105
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

There is a server information for interactive service such as voting.  However, InteractivityData and InteractiveMediaDocument is specified in BCAST and ServiceInteractive in Access Fragment information is redundant.
Proposed Solution:

The information for receving service via Interaction Network is only defined in access fragment. 

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0445-Cleanup-of-Access-Fragment
	Status: OPEN



	SG

106
	2006.05.07
	
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

In TerminalCapability, Video Resolution is defined. But terminal can play regardless of the resolution if terminal support codec.
Proposed Solution:

Remove Resolution of Video in Terminal Capability.

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0445-Cleanup-of-Access-Fragment
	Status: OPEN


	SG

107
	2006.05.07
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Samsung

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0435R01
Comment:

In ServiceClass element, Appendix F should be included in the description for better understanding this element.
Proposed Solution:

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0445-Cleanup-of-Access-Fragment
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG084

	SG

108
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0448
Comment:

It is currently not possible to indicate to a terminal which ESG fragments (encapsulated in SGDU’s) it should download and use from an ESG that has fragments affiliated with multiple BSM’s.

Proposed solution:

Accept proposal in CR 2006-xyz.
	Status: OPEN



	SG

109
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Vodafone, Siemens
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0457

Comment:

The details on how to declare Service Guide Delivery Units in FLUTE FDT need to be specified in order to allow the terminal to track updates of the Service Guide in FLUTE sessions. The same applies for Service Guide Delivery Descriptors delivered over FLUTE sessions.

Proposed resolution:

Document OMA-BCAST-2006-0458 resolves this comment.

	Status : OPEN


	SG

110
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0460
Comment:

In section 5.4.5.1.2, the mechanism to determine Service Guide completeness when FLUTE is used for SG delivery is not optimal.

Document OMA-BCAST-2006-0461 elaborates the review comment.
Proposed resolution:

A possible resolution is presented in OMA-BCAST-2006-462 for discussion.

	Status : OPEN


	SG

111
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0460
Comment:

In section 5.4.5.1.2, the scheme to allow determination of Service Guide completeness when ALC is used for SG delivery should be specified. Otherwise, the Terminal cannot assume a delivered set of SGDD/SGDU form a complete set – or subset – of the Service Guide.
Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN


	SG

112
	2006.05.08
	Y
	2.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

The normative reference the DVB IPDC Content Delivery Protocol specification needs to be updated.

Proposed resolution:
In the Normative table, replace

[DVB JTC 188]

by

[ETSI 102 472]

AND

“DTS/JTC-DVB-188 “Digital Video Broadcasting (DVB); IP Datacast over DVB-H: Content Delivery Protocols””

by

“ETSI TS 102 472 v1.1.1 (2006-04), “Digital Video Broadcasting (DVB); IP Datacast over DVB-H: Content Delivery Protocols”, URL:http://portal.etsi.org/”
	Status : OPEN


	SG

113
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

Per the description of the PurchaseItem fragment in section 5.1.2.6, a PurchaseItem fragment can reference another PurchaseItem fragment.

This should be made visible in Figure 1: Structure of Service Guide.

Proposed resolution:
Provide a CR updating the figure. Possibly, other review comments might result in this figure to be updated.

	Status : OPEN


	SG

114
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In Figure 1, the cardinality of the link from InteractivityData fragment to Service fragment is wrong. It is displayed as 1..n but should be 0..n.

Proposed resolution:
Provide a CR updating the figure. Possibly, other review comments might result in this figure to be updated.


	Status : OPEN


	SG

115
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

Figure 1 is missing a reference from the PreviewData fragment to the Access fragment of cardinality 0..1.

Proposed resolution:
Provide a CR updating the figure. Possibly, other review comments might result in this figure to be updated.

	Status : OPEN


	SG

116
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

Per the description of the PurchaseItem fragment in section 5.1.2.6, a PurchaseItem fragment can reference another PurchaseItem fragment. The PurchaseItem fragment tree can have a depth of three at most.

This should be clarified in Note 1 as well as in the PurchaseItem description paragraph, both in section 5.1.1. 

Proposed resolution:
A CR needs to be provided for this.
	Status : OPEN


	SG

117
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In the part describing the Access fragment in section 5.1.1, the following sentence is not clear:

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to a the service.”

It is assumed that the intended meaning is to say that:

· either the Session Description is provided as text inlined in the Access fragment

· or the Access fragment provides external pointers to the Session Description, in the form of an URI or a reference to a SGDU carrying the SessionDescription.
Note: this comment elaborates over SG009 in the internal SG CONRR.

Proposed resolution:
If the above assumption is shared by the group, replace the sentence 

“Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to a the service.”

by

“The access fragment provides Session Description parameters in the form of inlined text, or provides pointers to placeholders outside of the Access fragment, in the form of a URI, or a reference to a SGDU carrying the Session Description.”
	Status : OPEN


	SG

118
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

According to the description of the Content fragment in section 5.1.2.3, the sentence “The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment” is incorrect. There is no reason to restrict a given content to one service.

Note: this comment is in direct opposition with SG029 in the internal SG CONRR.

Proposed resolution:
Change this sentence from the description of the Content fragment in section 5.1.1:

”The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment.”

into

“The Content fragment may reference one or more Service fragment(s).”
	Status : OPEN


	SG

119
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In the Service fragment description, there is an editorial note related to value “9” for the “type” attribute. If such note has been placed to check whether or not the Cell ID is an available parameter in DVB-H, it should be removed.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN


	SG

120
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:
Per editorial notes, alignment of the DWid attributes with associated delivery procedures should be verified.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN


	SG

121
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

Currently, the way to express the duration of a Content is to use the “Duration” attribute in the “Presentation_Window” element of the Schedule fragment. However, when the content is always available, there is no need to prove a Schedule fragment. Therefore, the Content fragment should have an attribute that expresses the duration of the content, for presentation purposes to the end-user.

Proposed resolution:
Add a “Duration” element in the Content fragment, with NO/TM status and 0..1 cardinality.


	Status : OPEN


	SG
122
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In the Access fragment, “InteractiveServiceDeliveryTransmissionScheme” and “ServiceInteractiveTransmissionScheme” elements seems to be redundant. If they are not, the difference in usage is not obvious.

Proposed resolution:
Depending on the group understanding either:

Merge the two elements into one

OR

Provide informative text to explain the usage difference of both elements.

Whatever the decision, a CR will be needed for this.
	Status : OPEN


	SG

123
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In the Access fragment, the “SessionDescriptionReference” and “SDP” elements do not have the same cardinality.

Being able to reference several external SessionDescription while providing at most one inlined SDP is quite awkward. 

Cardinalities of both elements should be aligned.

Additionally, the Access fragment is missing a rule to provide at least one SessionDescription per instance of the Access fragment (whether inlined, in a SGDU or through a URI). 

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN


	SG

124
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In the PurchaseItem fragment, there is a typo for the EndTime element: it is named “EndTme”.

Proposed resolution:
In the Name column of the PurchaseItem fragment, change “EndTme” to “EndTime”.
	Status : OPEN


	SG

125
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

According to Note 1 in section 5.1.1, the PurchaseItem fragment shall reference either Service fragments, Schedule fragments or Content fragments. This should be enforce with the use of <choice> keyword in the Service Guide XML schema.

Proposed resolution:
If the Note 1, section 5.1.1, is correct, signal the use of <choice> in the descriptions of the “ServiceIDRef”, “ScheduleRefecence” and ContentIDRef. Additionally, update the SG XML schema accordingly.

A CR would be needed for this.

	Status : OPEN


	SG

126
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

The last paragraph in this section is actually the third bullet of the list starting with “When delivering the Service Guide over Broadcast Channel:” This editorial error was introduced in OMA-TS-BCAST_Service-Guide-V1_0_0-20060215.

Proposed resolution:
It is proposed to correct this editorial error by moving the last paragraph into the bullet list.
	Status : OPEN


	SG

127
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

The SessionID attribute in the SGDD reflects the TSI of target delivery session, but this is not obviously described.

Proposed resolution:
In the “SessionID” description cell, complete the sentence 

“Identifier of target delivery session”

With the sentence

“This is the Transport Session Identifier (TSI) of the session at ALC/LCT level.”

	Status : OPEN


	SG

128
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

In this section, it should be mentioned that when FLUTE is used and a change in the TOI of an SGDU occurs, it is also reflected in the FDT of the relevant SGDU delivery session.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN


	SG

129
	2006.05.08
	Y
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

This section use s“MUST SHALL” twice.

Proposed resolution:
Replace “MUST SHALL” by “SHALL” in this section.

	Status : OPEN


	SG

130
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.12
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

According to the note in this section, the mechanisms for Service Guide update and management over interaction channel remain to be defined.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN


	SG

131
	2006.05.08
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

According to the note in this section, BCAST WG still has to discuss whether to use IPv4, IPv6, or both.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN

	SG

132
	2006.05.08
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

BCAST has to decide the default IP address and Port to use for Service Guide Discovery.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN

	SG

133
	2006.05.08
	Y
	7.1.1.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

Management Object names will have to be provided once the MO list is completed.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN

	SG
134
	2006.05.08
	Y
	7.1.2.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

Management Object names will have to be provided once the MO list is completed.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN

	SG

135
	2006.05.08
	N
	7.4.2
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463
Comment:

BCAST is missing a technical solution for for push-delivery of Notification messages over interaction channel.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN

	SG

136
	2006.05.08
	Y
	7.4.3
	Source: Motorola
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0463

Comment:

Management Object names will have to be provided once the MO list is completed.

Proposed resolution:

	Status : OPEN

	SG137
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
The InteractivityData fragment has a cardinality assigned in the first row of the table. However, cardinalities are only defined for sub-elements.

Proposed resolution:

Remove the cardinality “0..N” from the row defining the element ”InteractivityData”


	OPEN

	SG138
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
The semantics of the “version” attribute currently does not consider the validFrom field. Currently, a new fragment overrides an old fragment once it is received. 
Proposed resolution:

In all occurrences of the version attribute in the SG data type tables, change the following text 

Version of this fragment. The newer version overrides the older one as soon as it has been received.
to

Version of this fragment. The newer version overrides the older one starting from the time specified by the validFrom attribute, or as soon as it has been received if no validFrom attribute is given.

	OPEN

	SG139
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.1.2.x
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
The declaration of category (“NO/TM” etc.) is missing from the top level of the fragments in the SG data model tables.

Proposed resolution:

For all SG fragments, add “NO/TM” as category at top level in the data model tables.


	OPEN

	SG140
	2006.5.15
	N
	C.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
In the SG Fragments XML Schema in Appendix C.2, sub-elements are included into the fragments by using the ref=”…” construct. The problem with this approach is that the schema is not selective enough. It does not only validate valid SG fragments, but also those parts thereof which are included via the ref=”…” mechanism. As an example, a string element with the name “ParentalRating” would be a valid SG fragment w.r.t. this schema.
Proposed resolution:

Define the referenced elements as types and replace ref=”…” by type=”…”.


	OPEN

	SG141
	2006.5.15
	N
	F.2.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
The specification mandates that service classes for sdo.oma shall be registered by adding a sub-section to the BCAST TS SG. This may be disadvantageous because each time a new service class is registered, the spec must be re-approved. 

Proposed resolution:

It is proposed to use the OMNA registry for registering service classes.


	OPEN
AI to Uwe to check the procedure of OMNA registry

	SG142
	2006.5.15
	N
	F.2.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
The syntax for service class identifiers is explicitly defined in this specification. However, tree-shaped registries are already available, e.g. URN schemes.

Proposed resolution:

It is proposed to use the URN scheme urn:oma:sc for OMA BCAST Service classes. 

Mapping the subtrees:

urn:oma:sc:sdo for external SDOs. Each SDO should register the root element of their (e.g. :3gpp) with OMNA

urn:oma:sc:oma for OMA. Administrated by OMNA.


	OPEN

	SG143
	2006.5.15
	Y
	2.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
Reference to DVB IPDC CDP spec is outdated.

Proposed resolution:

Replace reference 

[DVB JTC 188] 

by 

[ETSI 102 472]
ETSI TS 102 472 v1.1.1 (2006-04), “Digital Video Broadcasting (DVB); IP Datacast over DVB-H: Content Delivery Protocols”, URL:http://portal.etsi.org/”

	OPEN

	SG144
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.1.2

C.2

5.4.2

C.1


	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
The naming of elements and attributes in the service guide data model / SGDD is not consistent in all places. 

Proposed resolution:

Use consistent naming conventions throughout the tables in section 5.1.2 and in the according XML schemas in section C.2.

Proposal: 

· attribute names always start with lower case letter

· element names start with upper case letter

· all composite names use mixed case spelling instead of underscores (i.e. BroadcastArea instead of  broadcast_area)

This proposal does not apply to those elements and attributes under BroadcastArea which have been taken from OMA MLP.
	OPEN

	SG145
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.4.2.2

C.1


	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
For SGDD identification and versioning, the naming is not consistent with the versioning of SG fragments.

Proposed resolution:

Use “id” instead of “SGDDId”. Use “version” instead of “SGDDVersion”.


	OPEN

	SG146
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.1.2

C.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
Some attribute names are quite verbose because they repeat the name of the parent element (e.g. <TargetUserProfile ProfileAttributeName=”1234”/>. This can be shortened to <TargetUserProfile attributeName=”bla”/>.

Proposed resolution:
Replace
By

SeviceBaseCID
baseCID

ProfileAttributeName
attributeName
ProfileAttributeValue
attributeValue
Distribution_Start_Time
startTime

Distribution_End_Time
endTime

DWid
id

Presentation_Start_Time
startTime

Presentation_End_Time
endTime

ContentType
type

AudioLanguageID
languageID

TextLanguageID
languageID

TransmissionSchemeType
type

NotificationPort
port
NotificationAddress
address
NotificationRequestURL
requestURL
NotificationPollURL
pollURL

promotionExtensionDescription
description
InteractivityWindowStartTime
startTime
InteractivityWindowEndTime
endTime

	OPEN

	SG147
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.4.2.2

C.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:
Some attribute names are quite verbose because they repeat the name of the parent element (e.g. <Notification NotificationPort=”1234”/>. This can be shortened to <Notification port=”1234”/>.

Proposed resolution:
Replace
By

NotificationPort
port
NotificationAddress
address
NotificationRequestURL
requestURL
NotificationPollURL
pollURL


	OPEN

	SG148
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.4.2.2

C.1

(in case option 1 is selected)

5.4.5.1.2 

(in case option 2 is selected)
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

validFrom and validTo are given both in the SGDD and the fragment itself. This redundant information causes the SGDD to get quite big. 

Proposed resolution:

Option 1: Remove validFrom / validTo from SGDD.

Justification: It is assumed that all fragments declared in an SGDD MUST be transmitted in the carousel. It is furthermore assumed that a change in validFrom/validTo implies a change in the version of the fragment. This way, a terminal can detect just by looking at the fragment version in the SGDD whether or not a fragment has been changed and needs to be updated. In case something has changed in the fragment, the terminal will have to read the fragment in any case, and can check the fragmentVersion in this way.

Option 2: Keep validFrom/validTo in the SGDD for the use case to prematurely expire existing fragments. Add text explaining the intent and this use case: In this case, the fragments itself MAY NOT be transmitted in the carousel. The text on session completeness (5.4.5.1.2) must be extended by a note saying that expired fragments MAY not be carried in the carousel any longer.
The author prefers option 2.


	OPEN

	SG149
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

Typo in first bullet point: “When FLUTE is used for the delivery of SGDDs: The FDT listing SGDDs MUST SHALL list every SGDD that is…”

Proposed resolution:

Delete “MUST”.
	OPEN

	SG150
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.1.2

C.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The “ExtensionDescription” attribute of the ExtensionURL element does not allow multi-language strings. This is not in line with the other Description elements in the SG data model. Please note that there are multiple occurrences of this construct in sub-sections of 5.1.2.

Proposed resolution:

Use the following structure instead of ExtensionURL:

Extension
E1 
0..N

URL 
A 
1

Description 
E2
0..N 
String with xml:lang attribute

This supports multiple extensions, each with possibly multiple descriptions in multiple languages. 

Changes apply to both the data model tables as well as the XML schema.


	OPEN

	SG151
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

Access fragment: The terminology of some sub-elements needs to be made consistent:

“BroadcastTransmission”

(Description ”This element is used for the indication of IP transmission.”)

“InteractiveServiceDeliveryTransmissionScheme” 

(Description: “This element indicates which server and/or protocol is used for delivery of service over Interaction Channel.”)

“ServiceInteractiveTransmissionScheme”

(Description “This element indicates which communication system or protocol is used for Interaction Channel.”)
Proposed resolution:

“BroadcastServiceDelivery”

(Description ”This element indicates the parameters of the IP-based service delivery over the broadcast channel.”)

“UnicastServiceDelivery” 

(Description: “This element indicates which server and/or protocol is used for the unicast service delivery over Interaction Channel.”)

“ServiceInteractionConnectivity”

(Description “This element indicates which communication system or protocol is used for Interaction Channel.”)

	OPEN

	SG152
	2006.5.15
	Y
	C.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The xml:lang attribute is not declared in the XML schema.

Even though the semantics of the xml:lang attribute is standardized, all the places where this attribute is valid must be declared in the schema. 

See the following excerpt from the XML 1.0 spec: 

2.12 Language Identification

In document processing, it is often useful to identify the natural or formal language in which the content is written. A special attribute named xml:lang MAY be inserted in documents to specify the language used in the contents and attribute values of any element in an XML document. In valid documents, this attribute, like any other, MUST be declared if it is used. The values of the attribute are language identifiers as defined by [IETF RFC 3066], Tags for the Identification of Languages, or its successor; in addition, the empty string MAY be specified.

Proposed resolution:

Declare the xml:lang attribute in the appropriate places in section C.2, using attribute ref="xml:lang".


	OPEN

	SG153
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The PresentationWindowID element does not declare an ID but references one.

Proposed resolution:

Rename this element to PresentationWindowIdRef.


	OPEN

	SG154
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

PromotionExtensionDescription is an attribute. It therefore does not allow multi-langue descriptions.

Proposed resolution:

If this is thought to be critical by the proponents of this structure, it is advised to change the attribute into an element.


	OPEN

	SG155
	2006.5.15
	Y
	All sections
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

Not all normative key words in the spec are written in upper case. 

Even though it is not mandated by the OMA process, using uppercase for normative key words SHALL (NOT), MUST (NOT), MAY (NOT), SHOULD (NOT), RECOMMENDED, OPTIONAL, MANDATORY helps the reader to identify normative statements.

Proposed resolution:

Make all normative key words in the spec uppercase or re-formulate the sentences if these words are not clearly normative statements.


	OPEN

	SG156
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

Proposed resolution:

Replace “DVB-H IPDC” by “IPDC over DVB-H” or “DVB-IPDC”

	OPEN

	SG157
	2006.5.15
	Y
	5.1.2.1

5.1.2.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The “Description” column contains the following editorial comment: 
9 – DVB-H Cell ID (editorial note: to be verified)
Proposed resolution:

Replace this comment by a reference to section 5.2.1.3 in the DVB Adaptation Spec.


	OPEN

	SG158
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The first line of the section contains a mistake in the normative text “SHOULD shall”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace by “SHALL”. 


	OPEN

	SG159
	2006.5.15
	N
	C
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The XML Schema for Notifications is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Provide the schema.


	OPEN

	SG160
	2006.5.15
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The meaning of the following sentence in the description of “UsageType” is not clear: If UsageType=1, the service would start through the indicated delivery session at scheduled.
Proposed resolution:

Check the intention according to the initial proposal and clarify the sentence.


	OPEN

	SG161
	2006.5.15
	N
	7.4.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

It is recommended to keep the size of notification messages below the MTU size (“It is RECOMMENDED that to avoid IP level segmentation Notification Message sizes should be less than 1500 bytes, the average network MTU (Maximum Transmission Unit) size.”) 

With most of the notification messages, this limit will for sure be exceeded.

Proposed resolution:

There are several opportunities:
· remove the recommendation on MTU size

· profile notification messages into those which should be below the MTU size and those where size does not matter

· consider (GZIP ;-) compression of notification messages


	OPEN

	SG162
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

When retrieving the SG over the interactive channel, the response shall be one SGDU. However, one SGDU has a size limit (64kBytes) which puts a restriction on the number of fragments. 
Proposed resolution:

Two options:

1) Use MIME/multipart for delivering multiple SGDUs via the interactive channel

2) Support bigger SGDUs by making all offsets in the SGDU header bigger


	OPEN

	SG163
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

Some fields in the SGDU are only used to signal a very small number of alternatives but are 16 resp. 32 bits wide: 

· service_guide_envelope_format[i] is 32 bits and signals currently three values

· fragmentEncoding[i] is 16 bits and signals two values

Proposed resolution:

Make these fields 8 bits wide.


	OPEN

	SG164
	2006.5.15
	N
	5.1.4.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0466
Comment:

The Access fragment allows to reference an SDP which is transmitted as “SDP fragment” in the SGDU. For this referencing, the idRef mechanism is used. However, the SDP fragment is missing an ID to be referenced at data model level.

Proposed resolution:

It is proposed to extend the SGDU in order to provide a fragmentID for SDP-encoded fragments. 

If this way forward is agreed, Siemens will take the action to provide a CR. 

	OPEN

	SG165
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0491
Comment:
Section 5.4.1.1.1 refers to the SGDU ID which is not defined in the SG specification. When Split TOI is used, this value constitutes the most significant bits of the TOI when split TOI is used. It can be reconstructed by using the version-ID-Length to determine the length of the ID field. Once the ALC receiver receives the transport object it is likely that it will dispose the TOI value and the SG consuming application will probably not have the SGDU ID available. Note also that Split TOI is optional for network and terminal.

If split TOI is not used i.e. when SG is delivered over the interactive channel or using FLUTE, SGDU ID cannot be reconstructed and is simply not existent.  

Proposed resolution:
Introduce the SGDU ID into the SGDU unit header as specified in CR #0490.
	OPEN

	SG166
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.4.1.1.1 
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0491
Comment:
According to section 5.2.5.1 of TS Distribution, the TOI field should be either 16-bits or 32-bits. This does not exclude other lengths of the TOI field, as it can be up to 112 bits. The TOI value of the SGDU in the SGDD  is specified to have 32 bits. The version-ID-Length is defined as unsignedLong. If the LCT header specifies a larger value of the TOI then this might cause some problems.

Proposed resolution:
Define that the TOI field SHALL be either 16 or 32 bits. The Version-ID-Length has then to be set to unsignedByte.
	OPEN

	SG167
	2006.5.17
	
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0491
Comment:
The Version-ID-Length is specified in the ServiceGuideDeliveryUnit sub-element of the DescriptorEntry in the SGDD. However, when split-TOI is used, all SGDU ids have to have the same length so that they can be uniquely identifiable. If the prefix of the TOI is not of the same length, there is no guarantee that the terminal will identify two different SGDUs as different SGDUs.

Proposed resolution:
A solution is proposed in CR #0490.
	OPEN

	SG168
	2006.5.17
	
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0491
Comment:
When FLUTE is used for the delivery of the SGDU containers and Split-TOI is not supported by the terminal or not used by the server then there is the danger that upon switching to the SGDU delivery session, an updated version of the TOI is available and the corresponding TOI has changed. 

Proposed resolution:
A solution is proposed in CR #0490.
	OPEN

	SG169
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1 Figure 1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

The figure requires an arrow to point from Purchase Item to Purchase Item.


	Status: OPEN



	SG170
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1 note under figure 1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

The note under the figure should add “or Purchase item” because PurchaseItem can point to PurchaseItem itself. 

Proposed resolution

Change the note to: “Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL have one or more links, which is only one to either Service, Schedule, Content or PurchaseItem Fragment.”


	Status: OPEN



	SG171
	2006.5.17
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

The service section has a typo: The Service fragment describes at an aggregate level the content items which comprise a broadcast service.. The service may be delivered to the user using multiple means of access, for example, the broadcast channel and the interactive channel. The service may be targeted at a certain user group or geographical area. Depending on the terminal capabilities and the type of Service it may or may have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).

Proposed solution:
The Service fragment describes at an aggregate level the content items which comprise a broadcast service.. The service may be delivered to the user using multiple means of access, for example, the broadcast channel and the interactive channel. The service may be targeted at a certain user group or geographical area. Depending on the terminal capabilities and the type of Service it may or may NOT have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).


	Status: OPEN



	SG172
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

The following description of content is not consistent with figure 1. Content fragment can be associated with more service fragments and does not have any references. It is referenced TO.

Content

The Content fragment gives a detailed description of a specific content item. In addition to defining a type, description and language of the content, it may provide information about the targeted user group or geographical area, as well as genre and parental rating. 

The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment. It may also have a reference to Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments.

Proposed solution
Content

The Content fragment gives a detailed description of a specific content item. In addition to defining a type, description and language of the content, it may provide information about the targeted user group or geographical area, as well as genre and parental rating. 

The Content fragment can be associated with one or more Service fragments. 


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Agree the resolution to change
“The Content fragment is always associated to exactly one Service fragment. It may also have a reference to Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments.
To 
”
“The Content fragment can reference zero or more Service fragments.”

	SG173
	2006.5.17
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Typo in description of access fragment:

Access

The Access fragment describes how the Service may be accessed during the validity time of the Access fragment. This fragment links to SessionDescription and indicates the delivery method.  Several Access fragments may be associated to one Service offering alternative ways for accessing or interacting with a service.

For the Terminal, the Access fragment provides information on what capabilities are required from the terminal to receive and render the service. Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to a the service.
Proposed solution
Change the text into the following:

Access

The Access fragment describes how the Service may be accessed during the validity time of the Access fragment. This fragment links to SessionDescription and indicates the delivery method.  Several Access fragments may be associated to one Service offering alternative ways for accessing or interacting with a service.

For the Terminal, the Access fragment provides information on what capabilities are required from the terminal to receive and render the service. Access includes the textual session description or has an URI to the session description that tells the terminal how to access the service.

	Status: OPEN



	SG174
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Description of purchase fragment is not according to figure 1.1. Purchase item can be associated with Purchase item itself as well.

PurchaseItem

The PurchaseItem fragment represents a group of one or more services (i.e. a service bundle) or one or more content items, offered to the end user for subscription and/or purchase. 

This fragment is always associated with PurchaseData fragment(s) offering more information on different service bundles. The PurchaseItem fragment may be also associated with:

· a Service fragment to enable bundled services subscription and/or, 

· a Schedule fragment to enable consuming a certain Service or Content in a certain timeframe (pay-per-view functionality) and/or,

· a Content fragment to enable purchasing a single content file related to a service. 

Proposed solution

Add the following bullet point in the list under purchase item.

PurchaseItem

· other PurchaseItem fragments to enable bundling of purchaseitems. 


	Status: OPEN



	SG175
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Description under ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor mentions “network area”. This term is undefined.
	Status: OPEN



	SG176
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Description under ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor contains a unresolved note.
	Status: OPEN



	SG177
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Access fragment – Transmission SchemeType. This element mixes up 2 functions: the access to a service via the interaction channel and the interactivity services. Clearly, it is not very likely that you can retrieve a service via SMS, MMS or VoiceCall. These are intended to be used as an interactivity service. 
	Status: OPEN



	SG178
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.2.7
	Source: KPN
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Priceinfo element. This element should not be displayed, if it was carried in an SGDU that does not match your BSM. Roaming users will be charged other prices, so this pricing info should not be shown to them. 
	Status: OPEN



	SG179
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Some datatypes are lacking for some elements. This is confusing. Referencing to other elements is not very clarifying. 
	Status: OPEN



	SG180
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

First sentence is confusing.  The word service can have multiple meanings.

A Service Guide Delivery Descriptor (SGDD) declares all the fragments that describe one or several services.


	Status: OPEN



	SG181
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

The table structure used in this section is not consistent with the tables used throughout the document.
	Status: OPEN



	SG182
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.4, 6.1.1, appendix E
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

From the text it is unclear how the example of Appendix E could be implemented. It is unclear that when multiple SGDD’s are available how the terminals get info on what’s in these SGDD’s. How does it know there are fast rotating short term SGDD’s and long term slow rotating SGDD?

The entry point information of 6.1.1 also specifies only a single IP address. In case of multiple SGDD’s there should be more SGDD’s.

There needs to be some information elements in the SGDD added to be able to distinguish between them.

Proposed solution:


	Status: OPEN



	SG183
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.4.5.1.1 page 84
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
Last  sentence “…,the SG-C will store and parse the associated SGDU”

Is the “will” a normative statement?

Proposed solution
Change will to SHALL.

	Status: OPEN



	SG184
	2006.5.17
	Y
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
· The set of fragments declared by the SGDDs MUST SHALL be exhaustive, i.e., declare every fragment at least once.

Text  contains MUST SHALL

Proposed solution

Delete the word “MUST”.

	Status: OPEN



	SG185
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
This section is unreadable without the referred architecture figures. There is also no specification of the names of the interfaces: SG-1, Sg-2 etc for the subsequent subsections.
	Status: OPEN



	SG186
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
“application source” is something undefined.
	Status: OPEN



	SG187
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
SGData element of the table has no datatype.
	Status: OPEN



	SG188
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
There is no request message as part of SG-4 from the BSD/A to the BSM to request for a piece of ESG (e.g. subscription part).
	Status: OPEN



	SG189
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5.2.2.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
Why can’t the ESG or part of it not be requested on a validity time basis of fragments? It might take a while before we established GlobalID, until that time we could ask parts of the ESG by indicating time parameters.
	Status: OPEN



	SG190
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
When ESG fragments are delivered or requested from one functional entity to the other, there is no notion of completeness of the fragments. How does the BSD/A know it has collected all the required elements to create a full ESG?
	Status: OPEN



	SG191
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.6
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
Ambiguous sentence in first paragraph:

“The terminal SHALL be able to receive them over interaction channel if the terminal has the ability to access interaction channel.”

What is it that the terminal shall support?
	Status: OPEN



	SG192
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.6.1 second paragraph
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:
To determine what a terminal should display among the various defined media types under preview data we could use the relative preference as defined for interactivity media documents. In fact the whole structure of these documents could be applied for the preview data fragment to be consistent.
	Status: OPEN



	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


CRs tracking

	CR ID
	Addresses Comments
	Status of CR

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0298R01
	SG002
	Tentatively Agreed 

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0342
	SG034
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0174R3
	SG036
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0275R01
	SG037
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0315R02 
	SG038
	Tentatively Agreed

	
	
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0330R01
	SG040, SG041
	Tentatively Agreed

	
	
	

	
	
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0335R01
	SG042, SG017
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0336
	SG048
	Withdrawn

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0357
	SG050
	Out of Scope

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0367R01
	SG018
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0368R01
	SG052
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0369
	SG053
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0428&428R01
	SG060 ~ SG065
	Noted

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0428R02
	SG060 ~ SG065
	Expected

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0431
	SG089, SG090
	Noted

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0431R01
	SG089, SG090
	Expected

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0444&444R01
	SG100, SG101, SG102
	Noted

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0444R02
	SG100, SG101, SG102
	Expected

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0445
	SG103 ~ SG107 
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0458
	SG109
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0462 

(Editor note: this is an IC)
	SG110
	

	
	
	


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

This is BCAST internal working document to collect and resolve Consistency Review comments that apply to BCAST Service Guide Technical Specification. Recommend including above comments and relevant resolutions to be agreed in BCAST 1.0 Consistency Review Report at the end of Consistency Review.
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