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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. 
In Osaka meeting, we only discussed non-blue comments and stopped at SG 280, 128 comments were resolved in total.
In 28 June 2006 ConfCall, we went through 69 blue comments, resolved 62 comments, and stopped at SG252, 190 comments were resolved in total.
In 14 Aug 2006 ConfCall, we handeled 115 blue comments, resolved 109 comments; For non-blue comments, we resolved 3 comments. 302 comments were tentatively closed in total.
In Beijing meeting, we mainly discussed all closed action items and revisited two tentatively closed comments, 4 comments were resolved. By then, 306 comments out of 486 were tentatively closed.
In 31 Aug 2006 ConfCall, we handeled 26 less-controversial but non-blue comments, resolved 15 of them. By then, 326 out of 486 comments (67%) were tentatively closed in total.
2 Summary of Contribution

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

1. 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 SG286

	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.



	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
CR369 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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered 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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered 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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered 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: Tentatively CLOSED
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

Resolution is covered by SG286

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
the resolution is in OMA-BCAST-2006-0448R03

	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-2006-0460R01
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-2006-462R01 for discussion.


	Status : OPEN


	SG

111
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0460R01
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



	SG
193
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

There are some unclarity of PromotionInfo element in PurchaseData fragment; also some terms used are not accurate.

Proposed Resolution:

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0511-CR-editorial-improvement-of-PromotionInfo.doc
	Status: OPEN


	SG
194
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

There is the following note in section 5.1.2.7, but it is not clear what this note is referring to.

“NOTE: how to handle the wrap-up of the versions is to be specified”

Proposed Resolution:

Remove this note.
	Status: OPEN


	SG
195
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

Some service&content protection related information are signaled in the Service Guide, but it is not clear where they are and how they fit in together.

Proposed Resolution:

A CR to be provided for some informative elaboration in Appendix.
	Status: OPEN

	SG
196
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9, 

5.6
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

How to deliver preview data to terminals is ambiguous in the SG TS. Some change and explanation have to be made.

Proposed Resolution:

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0512-CR-preview-data-distribution.doc 
	Status: OPEN


	SG
197
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.9, 

5.6
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

The terms and concept of PreviewData fragment and preview data is sometimes mixed in the spec.

Proposed Resolution:

Suggest to unify ,

--“PreviewData” is used as fragment name 

--“preview data” is used to indicate the media components used for preview.

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0512-CR-preview-data-distribution.doc
	Status: OPEN


	SG
198
	2006.05.XX
	Y
	5.1.2.9, 

5.6
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

Some editorial changes are suggested to improve the specification on preview data

Proposed Resolution:

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0512-CR-preview-data-distribution.doc 
	Status: OPEN


	SG
199
	2006.05.23
	Y
	7.4.2.1

7.4.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

The text in these two sections is messy in terms of font.

Proposed Resolution:

Clean-up these two sections by using the same font with other normal text in the Spec for readability. 
	Status: OPEN

	SG
200
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-002, “Interpretation of mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments” is “M” for terminal, but to be accurate, should say “Interpretation of terminal mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments’.

Proposed Resolution:

Change “Interpretation of mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments” 

to

“Interpretation of terminal mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments”. 

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG
201
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-003, “Interpretation of optional fields of Service Guide Fragments” is “O” for terminal, but to be accurate, should say “Interpretation of terminal optional fields of Service Guide Fragments’.

Proposed Resolution:

Change “Interpretation of optional fields of Service Guide Fragments”

to

“Interpretation of terminal optional fields of Service Guide Fragments”. 

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG
202
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-007, 

“Support HTTP for Service Guide delivery over Interaction Channel” is “M” for terminal without any further limitation/precondition. But it should be only mandatory for terminals with interaction channel support.

Proposed Resolution:

Add “With interaction channel capability” in Requirement column BCAST-SG-C-007.

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG
203
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-013, 

“Support for HTPP-based Service Guide management method over Interaction Channel” is “M” for terminal without any further limitation/precondition. But it should be only mandatory for terminals with interaction channel support.

Proposed Resolution:

Add “With interaction channel capability” in Requirement column of BCAST-SG-C-013. 

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG
204
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-014 and BCAST-SG-C-015 are the same, both for Service Guide discovery method over Broadcast Channel 

Proposed Resolution:

Change BCAST-SG-C-015 as 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG
205
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-016, MIME type support requirements are not up to date. 

Proposed Resolution:

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG
206
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for NTC table, BCAST-NT-C-005, Should change from “O” to “M”, to be consistent with other interaction channel related conditionally mandatory features.

Proposed Resolution:

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

	SG
207
	2006.05.23
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0514

Comment:

Abbreviations missing for SG-C, SG-G, SG-A and SG-D.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following abbreviations:

“

SG-A
Service Guide Adaptation

SG-C
Service Guide Client

SG-D
Service Guide Distribution

SG-G
Service Guide Generation

“
	Status: OPEN

	SG
208
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0514

Comment:

It seems that there is basically three methods defined for backend operations: 

 - Set network area,

 - Set ESG for the network area, and,

 - Get ESG for the network area

While it is good to keep this interface minimal, what is missing here is the method to set and handle the bootstraps and ESG root IP addresses. These might be configuration issues during setup and should be covered in section 5.5.
	Status: OPEN

	SG209
	2006.05.23
	Y
	2.1,2.2,3.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517

Comment:

Definitions / abbreviations / references not sorted alphabetically.

Proposed Resolution:

Sort alphabetically.
	Status: OPEN



	SG210
	2006.05.23
	N
	5, 5.1, 5.11
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517

Comment:

No introductory text. 5.1.1 starts with a figure. Furthermore, Figure is followed by a Note! Appropriate text should be provided before, introducing the figure.
	Status: OPEN



	SG211
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why do we mandate that the Purchase Data is linked to a least one Purchase channel: we could imagine in some cases that any telco operator offers the link to the subscription? 

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality 1..n  by 0..n.
	Status: OPEN



	SG212
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Editorial changes
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 Resolution:

The Service fragment describes at an aggregated 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 have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).


	Status: OPEN



	SG213
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to free bundles services in purchase item fragment

Proposed Resolution:

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 free, subscription and/or purchase. 


	Status: OPEN



	SG214
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to schedule in purchase data fragment

Proposed Resolution:

The main function of the PurchaseData fragment is to express all the available information about the specific service, schedule, service bundle or content related to purchasing or subscribing

	Status: OPEN



	SG215
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to content and schedule in the second sentence of purchase data fragment

Proposed Resolution:

The PurchaseData fragment collects the information about one or several PurchaseChannels and may be associated with PreviewData specific to a certain schedule item, content item, service or service
 bundle
	Status: OPEN



	SG216
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Typo and there is no reference to schedule in the purchase channel fragment

Proposed Resolution:

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

	SG217
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

SGDD is not a fragment of the data model: it shouldn’t be located in this section

Proposed Resolution:

To remove SGDD from Service Guide Structure and Fragmentation


	Status: OPEN

	SG218
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment on SGDD:

Does it mean that the scope of (fragmentID, transport ID) of an ESG is global: i.e. independent of the network?
	Status: OPEN

	SG219
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

To add content reference in the first sentence

Proposed Resolution:

The preview data contains information that is used by the terminal to present the service or content outline to users, so that the users can have a general idea of what the service or content is about. 


	Status: OPEN

	SG220
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Description of Access fragment does not mention service and content protection information. As this is important to BCAST 1.0 it is suggested to add this to the description.
	Status: OPEN



	SG221
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Purchase Channel section talks about BSM. Do we need to say we can have one per profile or can both profiles also be used by a single purchase channel?
	Status: OPEN

	SG222
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptot has note highlighted in yellow.
	Status: OPEN

	SG223
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing introductory text to whole section
	Status: OPEN



	SG224
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2 sections
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Subsection headings don't include "fragment". Should this be added e.g. 5.1.2.1  Service Fragment etc.
	Status: OPEN

	SG225
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There's no element about service provider. 

Proposed resolution:

For “Service Provider” element, 

· Category: “NO/TO”

· Cardinality: “0..n”

· Description “Specifies which service provider has provided the service” 

· Value: “string”


	Status: OPEN

	SG226
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Don't we need to add free or not free element to this fragment to simplify terminal processing 

Proposed resolution:

For “Free” element, 

· Category: “NO/TO”

· Cardinality: “0..1”

· Description “Specifies if services is provided for free” 

· Value: “boolean”


	Status: OPEN

	SG227
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Typo over-write to override

Proposed Resolution:

Intended order of display of this service relative to other services as presented to the end user.  The order of display is by increasing Weight value (i.e., service with lowest Weight is displayed first).

User preference, if available, SHALL override the Weight.
	Status: OPEN

	SG228
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:
Why using a GlobalServiceID and not the ID? 
	Status: OPEN

	SG229
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:
Many elements defining the Service Guide fragments have a section tagged between “Start of program guide” and “End of program guide”. However, there is no the  weight element define in this section. Shouldn’t we move weight element between “Start of program guide” and “End of program guide”?
	Status: OPEN

	SG230
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Element Genre has no classification scheme. It needs to be added.
	Status: OPEN

	SG231
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Polarity Attribute is defined as NO/TO with cardinality 1. This is not consistent

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by O..1
	Status: OPEN

	SG232
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Type Attribute is defined as NO/TO with cardinality 1. This is not consistent

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by O..1
	Status: OPEN

	SG233
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1, 5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Service and Access fragments have ServiceProtection "element". But we have service and content protection. So this should either be called ServiceContentProtection or perhaps simply Protection. 
	Status: OPEN



	SG234
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceBaseCID attribute exists, but what about ProgramBaseCID? Furthermore, what is the equivalent Smartcard profile parameter? Is it the same?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG099


	SG235
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1, 5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceProtection description says if encrypted Boolean is set to false, if not set to true. It should be the other way round: serviceprotection is true if the service is encrypted and false if not encrypted.

Proposed Resolution:

Specifies if the service is encrypted (falsetrue) or not (truefalse). This element will be used for presentation purpose to users.
	Status: OPEN



	SG236
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1 and other occurences
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

At the end of the table, legend is provided. This explains NO, NM, TO, TM. NO and NM say whether the *use* is optional or not, but nothing about whether it is mandatory to support. As in both cases it is mandatory for the network to support, this should be stated explicitly.

This should be reflected throughout the document.

Proposed Resolution:

Category: NM = Mandatory for network to use and mandatory for network to support; NO = Optional for network to use and mandatory for network to support; TM = Mandatory for terminal to support; TO = Optional for terminal to support
	Status: OPEN

	SG237
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

This sentence is not clear: “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”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG238
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
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 method is not the habit.
	Status: OPEN

	SG239
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

This sentence is not clear: “When content item - related to schedule fragment ‘A’ with attribute set to ‘default’ - is related to a service fragment - which has a schedule fragment ‘B’ related to it set to ‘default’ -, than ‘A’ takes precedence over ‘B’.”

Proposed Resolution:

In case one schedule fragment A refers to service B and content C and one schedule D refers to service B (and doesn't refer to any content fragment), ‘A’ takes precedence over ‘D
’  
	Status: OPEN

	SG240
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is not Element about the fact that a given schedule could be or not encrypted
Proposed Resolution:

Add an element to this fragment to refer about free or paid services
	Status: OPEN

	SG241
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Second sentence of InteractivityDataIDRef element description need to be clarified. Is it really a reference to a schedule fragment or an interactivity fragment?
	Status: OPEN

	SG242
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case a user starts watching the content after the AutoStart time, he can’t see the InteractivityData except if he requests it. It is more relevant to have an AutoStart window instead of given times.

Proposed Resolution:

AutoStart should contain 2 attributes that refers to this period (AutoStart_Start_Time and AutoStart_Stop_Time)
	Status: OPEN

	SG243
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Do we need to introduce an element RepeatInterval? Can’t we use the start time and stop time

Proposed Resolution:

Delete RepeatInterval or have clearest description
	Status: OPEN

	SG244
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The cardinality of AudioLanguageIDRef is 0…1. It will be possible to have more language for the same schedule 

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality to 0…n
	Status: OPEN

	SG245
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the precedence of PreviewDataIDRef wrt the PreviewData associated to the content fragment?
	Status: OPEN


	SG246
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There's no element about keyword (for searching), credits list. We need to add these elements
	Status: OPEN

	SG247
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Do we need to introduce an attribute GlobalContentID? Can’t we use attribute id

Proposed Resolution:

Delete GlobalContentID or have clearest description
	Status: OPEN

	SG248
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Regarding Attribute Weight: Is there a possibility to have the same content with differents weights depending of the services it relates to?
	Status: OPEN

	SG249
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case of a file, a length can be expressed in bytes. Do we assume that the length is only for A/V programs

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify the scope of the length field
	Status: OPEN

	SG250
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the precedence between content broadcast_area and service broadcast area.

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify this issue
	Status: OPEN

	SG251
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It would be better to have a cardinality 0..N for FileDescription and  have the complete set of attributes describing a file (TOI, Content location, content-length,…). 

The same content may be linked to different services: do we assume  that all these attributes and sub-elements will be the same whatever the service provider nad whatever the delivery session?
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG252
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to schedule in access fragment

Proposed Resolution:

An access fragment describes to the terminal how it can access a service or a schedule during the lifespan of the access fragment.
	Status: OPEN

	SG253
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the rationale to have such exclusive value for transmission media. 

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify the description of such field
	Status: OPEN

	SG254
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Interaction channel is not a Broadcast Distribution System 

Proposed Resolution:

To remove Interaction channel from BDS Type
	Status: OPEN

	SG255
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the use of the receiver IP address in the access fragment ? Could we clarify the description of this attribute?
	Status: OPEN

	SG256
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What about the possibility to use protocols like FTP in AccessMechanism?

Proposed Resolution:

Specifies the transport mechanism that is used for this access. Currently defined values are

· “3GPP-PSS” (3GPP packet-switched streaming service)

· “3GPP2-MSS” (3GPP2 multimedia streaming services)

· “HTTP” (HTTP file download)

· “FLUTE” (FLUTE file delivery)

· “FTP”
	Status: OPEN

	SG257
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What about the possibility to use protocols like RTSP in TransmissionSchemeType?

Proposed Resolution:

1 : Interaction Channel provided by Interaction network

2 : MMS

3 : WAP 1.0

4 : WAP 2.x

5: SMS

6: HTTP
7: RSTP
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG258
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the difference between servicedeliverytransmissionscheme and interactiveservicedeliverytransmissionscheme? The description needs to be more explicit
	Status: OPEN

	SG259
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Does TerminalCapabiliy Requirement  mean that the terminal has to fetch and parse first the SDP before having information about the terminal capabilities required? Doesn't seem optimized. Adding information like MIMETypeset as it is defined in downloadFile element should be valuable for both video and audio elements

Proposed resolution:

Add an element MIMETypeSet (see the MIMETypeSet description for DownloadFile)
	Status: OPEN

	SG260
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

typo in AccessServerIPAdress

Proposed resolution:

“URL”
	Status: OPEN

	SG261
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Description of NotificationReception is not clear.
	Status: OPEN

	SG262
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why NotificationPort cardinality is 0..1 (optional) whereas in the description in NotificationReception is mandatory.

Proposed resolution:

Change cardinality to “1”
	Status: OPEN

	SG263
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Sentence describing access fragment should talk about service and content protection information.

Proposed Resolution:

An access fragment describes to the terminal how it can access a service during the lifespan of the access fragment. If the content is protected, the fragment also contains Service and Content Protection information.
	Status: OPEN

	SG264
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No information is available in Access Fragment on encryption type i.e. whether SRTP, ISMACryp or IPSec is used. It may be a good idea to give the option to signal this so as to allow terminals to determine whether or not they can decrypt protected streams (without accessing SDP or STKM).

Currently the terminal would only know when looking at the SDP or STKM. Actually, is it signaled in SDP explicitly? 
	Status: OPEN

	SG265
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

First paragraphe of Session Description is in conflict with the unique type of a session description (see Session Description Reference in Access definition) 

Proposed resolution:

The session description can contain either:

· An SDP formatted SessionDescription fragment (or MBMS User service Description)

· Or, an XML formatted AuxiliaryDescription fragment"
	Status: OPEN

	SG266
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The type of the Session Description described in the Access fragment is SDP or MBMS. We should align the type

Proposed resolution:

Change desciption by: 

 “Type of the session description referred by this SessionDescriptionReference

1 – SDP

2 – XML
	Status: OPEN

	SG267
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Add a reference to IPv4 and change service guide by SessionDescription

Proposed resolution:

The following applies to the SDP formatted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· For Ipv4 support in SDP, RFC 2237 is used

· SessionDescription fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.
	Status: OPEN

	SG268
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The text seems wrong

Proposed resolution:

Change 

“The following applies to the SDP formatted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· Service Guide fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.”

 by:

“The following applies to the SDP formartted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· SessionDescription fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG269
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The SessionDescription can provide a list of sender IP adresses. This should be added in this normative section 

Proposed Resolution:

Additionally, the SessionDescription MAY provide the following parameters:

The sender IP address or list of sender IP adresses

The mode of MBMS bearer per media

FEC configuration and related parameters

Service language(s) per media
	Status: OPEN

	SG270
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The sentence should be aligned with the normative text in section 5.1.2.5.2  

Proposed Resolution:

Change the sentence

“For the above parameteres, either SDP [RFC 2327] or MBMS user service description (MBMS-USD) [26.346], or [DVB JTC 188] section 5.2 SHALL be used to describe a broadcast streamed media session. An example is given here.”

By

“For the above parameteres, either SDP [RFC 2327] or MBMS user service description (MBMS-USD) [26.346], or [DVB JTC 188] section 5.2 SHALL be used to describe a broadcast streamed media session. The format of SDP as specified by clause 8.3 of [3GPP MBMS] or section XXX of [DVB JTC 188] SHALL be used when SDP is used to describe streamed media session. An example is given here.”


	Status: OPEN

	SG271
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

SDP example is buggy and needs to be fixed
	Status: OPEN

	SG272
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Contains SDP example that includes service and content protection information. The example should either be completely removed or corrected to remove any spcp information. Such SDP examples are in the SvcContProt specification.

Proposed Resolution:

Remove incorrect example.
	Status: OPEN

	SG273
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In (MBMS-USD) [26.346] number of channel is equal to one. In Bcast specification this number “in the session can be one or more”. We should provide a descriptor in the specification that indicate the number of channels 
	Status: OPEN

	SG274
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What about free bouquet in purchase item? We should provide an attribute that specifies free bouquet
Proposed Resolution:

Add a free attribute in PurchaseItem fragment.

For “Free” attribute, 

· Category: “NM/TM”

· Cardinality: “0..1”

· Description “Specifies if declared services or content are provided for free” 

· Value: “boolean”
	Status: OPEN

	SG275
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

A purchase can also be made by SMS… Connection element need also to mention a Purchase by SMS element or another
	Status: OPEN

	SG276
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We need to define a classification list of bearer
	Status: OPEN

	SG277
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How does the terminal work when VideoURI and AudioURI are the same. We should proposed a text.
	Status: OPEN

	SG278
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case of dynamic preview data, how a URI provides the means to the A/V player to render the video. Isn't there a need to have a SDP file?
	Status: OPEN

	SG279
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Codecs are already defined in Access fragment. Do we need to specify it here?

Proposed Resolution:

To delete Codec element
	Status: OPEN

	SG280
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is only one AccessIDRef. Are we sure that all the elements from the preview data are delivered through only one Access: some preview data can be downloded and other streamed..
	Status: OPEN

	SG281
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Word “signal” seems more adapted than word “carry”

Proposed Resolution:

“ID of the Access fragment. The referenced access fragment might signal a continuous stream (for example, a dedicated preview channel) which is a simplified version of the original content (smaller frame size, less bit rate).”
	Status: OPEN

	SG282
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Access fragment is not indicated in the table. We should delete it from the second sentence of the section

Proposed Resolution:

“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: OPEN

	SG283
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Word “signal” seems more adapted than word “carry” in the InteractivityMediaDocumentPointer attribute

Proposed Resolution:

“Reference to the GroupID of the Interactivity_Media Documents which signal the interactivity media objects. The pointer points to all InteractivityMedia Documents with the same GroupID. The InteractivityMedia Document with the highest GroupPosition (see [TS Services] section 5.3.6). is rendered.
	Status: OPEN

	SG284
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Description of InteractivityType is not clear.
	Status: OPEN

	SG285
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is a data type value in the schedulerefence element

Proposed Resolution:

Delete anyURI
	Status: OPEN

	SG286
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is an error in the description of PresentationWindowID. Remove access to interactivitydata.

Proposed Resolution:

“ Relation reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the interactivity data fragment belongs”

	Status: OPEN

	SG287
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.2
	Source: Orange

From: 

Comment: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
TBD need to be resolved.
	Status: OPEN

	SG288
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It would be very useful to illustrate what is said in the text by providing a diagram.
	Status: OPEN

	SG289
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Some texts are redundant information. Cleaning up the text as “the following enhancement apply when the file is conveyed in the SG or in a file delivery table “and “in conjunction with ALC”  are redundant.

Proposed Resolution:

SG-D in BSDA MAY utilize the split-TOI scheme as specified in section 5.4.1.1.1, for signalling the identifier and version of any transported object (e.g. the Service Guide Delivery Unit or Service Guide Delivery Descriptor).
	Status: OPEN

	SG290
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Some texts are redundant information. Cleaning up the text as “the following enhancement apply when the file is conveyed in a file delivery table “and “in conjunction with FLUTE”  are redundant.

Proposed Resolution:

SG-D in BSDA MAY utilize the scheme as specified in section 5.4.1.1.2, for signalling the identifier and version of the Service Guide Delivery Unit.
	Status: OPEN

	SG291
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Some texts are redundant information. Cleaning up the text as “using ALC”  is redundant. Cleaning the text by removing SGDU by object

Proposed Resolution:

To provide a mechanism for terminals to easily track SG updates when the SG is delivered over broadcast channel, this section specifies a method to use the TOI of a transported object to indicate the identifier of the transported object and its version, so that terminals can track the changes of a given object without parsing it.
	Status: OPEN

	SG292
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Typo “should shall” 

Proposed Resolution:

The initial proposal was “SHALL”
	Status: OPEN

	SG293
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How do the terminal retrieve the first SGDD over the interaction channel. Does it imply the same mecanism used in 6.2 (entry point mecanism)
	Status: OPEN

	SG294
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why not using the ServiceID rather than the GlobalServiceID?
	Status: OPEN

	SG295
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Last sentence is not clear as we are not sure that HTTP response can be delivered in only one SGDU. Remove “a”

Proposed Resolution:

In all of the above cases, the response to the request SHALL be an HTTP response that delivers the requested Service Guide fragments in SGDU, that is, the Content-Type field of the HTTP response SHALL be set to "application/bcast-sgdu".
	Status: OPEN

	SG296
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The last bullet point is not clear does it means that a given entry poin may convey different ESG: if not the mapping is only one – to – one due to sentence above.
	Status: OPEN

	SG297
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The first sentence says that SGDD declares all the fragments that describe several services. Isnt’ there in conflict with the definition of grouping
	Status: OPEN

	SG298
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The second sentence refers to announcement. In case SGDD and SGDU are transmitted into the same session as it is said in chapter 6.1.1, how the terminal knows which transport objects are SGDD, specially when Flute is not used? 
	Status: OPEN

	SG299
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

NotificationPort Attribute is defined as mandatory with a category NO/TM and a cardinality 0…1. This is not consistent

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by 1 and cardinality by NM/TM
	Status: OPEN

	SG300
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Could we clarify the specification for the following issues in Groupincritieria element; Is there a possibility that the same fragment is declared into two different DescriptorEntry of the same SGDD?
	Status: OPEN

	SG301
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceProviderCriteria description is not clear

Proposed Resolution:

Change to “Specifies each service provider by unique name”
	Status: OPEN

	SG302
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We have the possibility to have N AlternativeAccessURL. What is the expected behaviour of the terminal if there are several URL
	Status: OPEN

	SG303
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the need to have a version element in each XML fragment if there's this information at the transport level
	Status: OPEN

	SG304
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How can we determine the identification, version and validity in case of SDP fragment?
	Status: OPEN

	SG305
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In the second and third bullet, we assume that fragment is valid. Is it still the case when new version is send containing same metadata but a new validity time
	Status: OPEN

	SG306
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figure 3a: these mecanisms assume that the annoucement channel convey only SGDD. This is in conflict with chapter 6.1.1
	Status: OPEN

	SG307
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figure 3a: We should say Split TOI is not used neither for SGDU nor for SGDD.

Proposed Resolution:

Change “Figure 3a: SG fragment change and its propagation on the different levels of Service Guide, when Split-TOI is not used neither for SGDU nor for SGDD”
	Status: OPEN

	SG308
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figure 3b: Split TOI can also be used for SGDD
	Status: OPEN

	SG309
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figures 3a et 3b are differents (split TOI is used or not used). However, the text on process is different. We should harmonize the specification
	Status: OPEN

	SG310
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Text description for figure 3c is not a wrong copy paste

Proposed Resolution:

Change by “In addition, the SG-C is able to detect the indicated new fragment as a new fragment added to the SG”
	Status: OPEN

	SG311
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Regarding the first bullet. How this grouping is done into the FDT?
	Status: OPEN

	SG312
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case of ALC, how the scheme is specified?
	Status: OPEN

	SG313
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It misses BDSA

Proposed Resolution:

Change by “Service Guide Source is generated in CC, BSA, BSM, BDSA”
	Status: OPEN

	SG314
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Whole series of messages follow, with little explanation, and no message flow showing how they are used. A proper message flow chart should be provided in each case or a description if it's simply a "request" plus "response"..
	Status: OPEN

	SG315
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Does the description of SGSDId mean that all the fragments (those that are modified and others) have to be send at each time?
	Status: OPEN

	SG316
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We should have a definition of the network mandatory element
	Status: OPEN

	SG317
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The second sentence is not clear.
	Status: OPEN

	SG318
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

First sentence says with or without Service Protection. What about Content Protection?

Proposed Resolution:

The BCAST services can be provided with or without Service or Content Protection. Even when the service is service-protected and a particular user does not have rights to access the service, the preview of the service can be visible in the Service Guide.
	Status: OPEN

	SG319
	2006.05.23
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The entry point information consist of either IP destination Multicast Address and Port or URI

Proposed Resolution:

Change the specification to: 

“The entry point information SHALL consist of :

either

· (optionally) IP Source Adress

· IP Destination Multicast Adress and Port

or (optionally) URI of the SDP fragment which escribes the file distribution session(s) that carry the Service Guide or SGDDs”
	Status: OPEN

	SG320
	2006.05.23
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the expected behaviour of the terminal if he received the IP Destination Multicast Adress and Port and it doesn’t know the IP Source Adress or it doesn’t have the TSI.

Proposed Resolution:

Boostrap session SHALL be delivered to declare destination IP Adress and Port: there SHALL be only one session on that multicast group / Port. The receiver MAY assume that the first session detected whatever IP Source Adress / TSI on that destination Adress Port is the Bootstrap session.
	Status: OPEN

	SG321
	2006.05.23
	N
	6.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The second paragraph seems to be in conflict with section 5.4.1.2 Delivery over Interaction Channel that says that the first step is to use the AlternativeAccessURL in SGDD.
	Status: OPEN

	SG322
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why do we use notification message” file download or update notification” and not the normal ESG schedule process?
	Status: OPEN

	SG323
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We should have a type for general announcement, roaming support, start of service… 
	Status: OPEN

	SG324
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It should be worthwhile to have Extensiondescription associated to each URL especially if we have several ExtensionURL
	Status: OPEN

	SG325
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Is there a need to have a relation between TOID and ESG fragment?
	Status: OPEN

	SG326
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How the picture are transmitted?
	Status: OPEN

	SG327
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Transport element contains SessionID attributes

Proposed Resolution:

We should rather say “TransportSessionID”
	Status: OPEN

	SG328
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

FilterRules element is defined a cardinality 0…1. This is not consistent with  the set of filter rules from FilerIDs

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by 0..N
	Status: OPEN

	SG329
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the expected size if the notification message transport an SGDD (isn’t it more that 1500 bytes). Are the notification message compressed?
	Status: OPEN

	SG330
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How the terminal knows in the carousel the elements it has already received from the new element? Does it have to parse all the XML element since there are no means in the transport level to detect the elements?

Proposed Resolution:

The message MAY contains a header that consist to a NotificationID and versionID. This version and ID provide information to the terminal which detect that Notification have been already received or not. This header is inserted between the Notification Message and UDP header.
	Status: OPEN

	SG331
	2006.05.23
	N
	
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No information is available in Access Fragment on encryption type i.e. whether SRTP, ISMACryp or IPSec is used. The option to signal this should be given so as to allow terminals to determine whether or not they can decrypt protected streams.

Currently the terminal would only know when looking at the STKM. Should we not consider signaling this in SDP as well?
	Status: OPEN

	SG332
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing example section with figure of how multiple services are provided e.g. with a single channel each
	Status: OPEN



	SG333
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing example of how you bundle multiple channels into a single "service"
	Status: OPEN



	SG334
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No text or example on service and content protection. This section is needed to link ESG to SvcContProt specification. How do you use the ESG to indicate a service is protected?
	Status: OPEN



	SG335
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No example of service and content protection ESG signaling showing use of both Profiles
	Status: OPEN



	SG336
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing example of how the ESG can be used to provide ESGs for multiple service providers. This is an extremely likely scenario and is needed as an example.
	Status: OPEN



	SG337
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Is it possible to have a common ESG "backbone" shared between service providers and to have specific fragments having service provider specific information i.e. a mixed scenario? An example explaining this would be very useful.
	Status: OPEN



	SG338
	2006.05.23
	Y
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

OMA template spec is at the bottom of each page of the document.

Proposed Resolution:

Remove from document.
	Status: OPEN



	SG339
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No example of service and content protection ESG signaling showing use of both Profiles
	Status: OPEN

	SG340
	2006.05.24
	Y
	3.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The conventions used in all the tables should be stated here rather than as a “Legend” which is obscurely placed at the end of each table.   

It might also be appropriate to include the conventions used in Figure 1 here.

Proposed resolution:

Add a statement of the Table conventions here and remove from the end of each Table.  Consider moving Figure 1 conventions here too.

In addition, the Legend should be specified as follows:

Legend: 

Type: E=Element A=Attribute Ei=ith level sub-element (i=1, 2, …). E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element
Category: NM = Mandatory for network to use; NO = Optional for network to use; TM = Mandatory for terminal to support; TO = Optional for terminal to support 
	Status: OPEN

	SG341
	2006.05.24
	N
	3.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Definitions section is missing many entries

Proposed resolution:

Editor to generate a draft Definitions section covering all significant terminology used in this document.
	

	SG342
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Comment:

Notes in Figure 1 are confusing.

Proposed resolution:

Either delete the notes or provide more explanation.
	Status: OPEN

	SG343
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description of Schedule is incorrect.  It indicates that Schedule may be associated with a Service fragment, whereas as shown by the data model and table, Schedule always references a Service fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description for Purchase Channel, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Schedule fragment defines the timeframes in which associated content items are available for streaming, downloading and/or rendering. This fragment may alsobe associated with SHALL reference the Service fragment, in which case it defines the timeframe of the Service availability.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG344
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description for Content is inaccurate.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description as follows, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“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 may reference associated to exactly zero or more one Service fragments.  It may also have a reference to zero or more Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments., and may be referenced by Schedule, PurchaseItem and InteractivityData fragments.”
	

	SG345
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description of “Session Description” contains lower-case “may” in second line.

Proposed resolution:

Capitalize this word.  Editor should review all instances of “may” for proper capitalization, or reduction to “can” as appropriate.
	

	SG346
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description of “Session Description” should be improved for correctness and clarity.  “Auxiliary information” should be referred to by its proper name “auxiliary description information”, and indicated as applicable for associated delivery procedures.  In addition, the description for Session Description refers to significant mechanisms (3GPP MBMS User Services, and  Associated Delivery Descriptions) without providing references.  Lastly, the Session Description, as a SG fragment, cannot be used for the SG delivery itself. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description for Session Description, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Session Description is a Service Guide fragment which provides the session information for access to a service or content item. Further, the session description may contain auxiliary description information, used for associated delivery procedures.

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

Auxiliary description information is provided in XML format and SHALL contain either a 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions [3GPP TS 26.346] or an Associated Delivery Descriptions as specified in [BCAST10-Distribution]. 

Note that in case SDP syntax is used, an alternative way to deliver the SessionDescription is by encapsulating the SDP in text format in Access Fragment.

Note that in concept Session_Description may be used both for Service Guide delivery itself.  This is represented by the transport session parameters in the Service Guide Delivery Descriptor. as well as for the content sessions.”
	

	SG347
	2006.05.24
	N
	multiple
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description for “Purchase Channel” is incorrect in that the Purchase Channel does not functionally map to the BSM.  The Purchase Channel represents the system from which services/content can be purchased.  Its Selector indicates whether this Purchase Channel is associated with the terminal’s affiliated BSM, and consequently, whether the terminal is eligible to access this Purchase Channel.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the first paragraph of the description for Purchase Channel, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“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.  The PurchaseChannel is associated with one or more Broadcast Subscription Managements (BSMs).  The terminal is only permitted to access a particular PurchaseChannel if it is affiliated with a BSM that is also associated with that PurchaseChannel. The PurchaseChannel maps to the BSM or Broadcast Subscription Management in the BCAST AD.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG348
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is transported on the Service Guide Announcement Channel, not the “delivery channel”.

Proposed resolution:

In the first sentence of the description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor, replace “delivery channel” by “Service Guide Announcement Channel”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG349
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Note at end of “ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor” is unresolved 

Proposed resolution:

Determine scoping rules for multiple SGDDs.
	Status: OPEN

	SG350
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The last sentence of the description for PreviewData is awkwardly stated, and it misses Schedule as another fragment which references PreviewData.  Also, for greater accuracy, replace “preview data” by “Preview Data” in two places in the description.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description for PreviewData as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The preview data PreviewData contains information that is used by the terminal to present the service or content outline to users, so that the users can have a general idea of what the service is about. The preview data PreviewData can include simple texts, static images (for example, logo), short video clips, or even reference to another service which could be a low bit rate version for the main service. Service, Content, PurchaseData, Access and Schedule fragments may reference Other fragments like “Service”, “Content”, “PurchaseData”, and “Access” can link to PreviewData.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG351
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

No description is given for “InteractivityData” fragment. 

Proposed resolution:

Use the following description:

“The InteractivityData fragment contains information that is used by the terminal to offer interactive services to the user, which are associated with the ‘regular’ broadcast content. 

InteractivityData fragment may reference the Service, Content and Schedule fragments, and may be referenced by the Schedule fragment.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG352
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

By looking at all SG fragments, there are very few elements which are mandatory to send. If the terminal receives a SG which only has mandatory elements included, the terminal doesn’t get any information. 
Proposed resolution:

Either make the basic fields mandatory or define the terminal behaviors.
	Status: OPEN

	SG353
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Throughout this section, NTP-formatted time parameters are indicated as expressed by datatype = int.  However, such specification seems misaligned with NTP timestamp, offically represented as a 64-bit quantity, consisting of a 32-bit seconds part and a 32-bit fractional second part.
Proposed resolution:

Correct the datatyping for NTP for alignment.  For example, change it to (64-bit) “unsignedLong”.  Alternatively, change it to (true 32-bit) “unsignedint”, and defined to represent strictly the 32-bit “seconds part” of NTP.
	Status: OPEN

	SG354
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Throughout this section, “integer” related data types: int, integer, unsignedInt are assigned in somewhat ad-hoc fashion.

Proposed resolution:

Define all integer related data types to be unsigned unless a specific exception is required.  When an exception is required, the reason should be explicitly noted.
	Status: OPEN

	SG355
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 (Service)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Last sentence in description of “Weight” is incorrect. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace “overwrite” by “override”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG356
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceProtection doesn’t allow for possibility that a Service may contain some unprotected components. 

Proposed resolution:

Change to an element that allows for protected and unprotected components.
	Status: OPEN

	SG357
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Weight, ServiceProtection and ServiceType, are used for presentation purposes, but are not considered as part of the “program guide” area

Proposed resolution:

Move these elements to the Program Guide area
	Status: OPEN

	SG358
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 (ServiceType)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear from the description the intended “rendering” function involving this element. 

Proposed resolution:

Clarify the 1st sentence description as follows:

“Type Identification of the service.  It SHALL be used processed by the terminal strictly for rendering to the user as an icon, or graphic representation for the serviceonly.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG359
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 and others
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The statement “The Program guide elements SHALL be used for presentation purposes” is unclear.  Does this override “TO” for elements like TargetUserProfile and UserRating?  Does it mean that the terminal is required to display these items to the user, not merely to process them?  Does it mean that these elements are only to be used for the PG and SHALL NOT be used for any other purpose? 

Proposed resolution:

Determine the intent of the statement and clarify.
	Status: OPEN

	SG360
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

UserRating:  the word “favourism” has no meaning in English, and it is not obvious what is intended. In addition, the data type is integer, but there is no value to be specified.

Proposed resolution:

Replace by a correct term, such as “favorites”.  Specify the integer value or change it to string.
	Status: OPEN

	SG361
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 and others
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ExtensionDescription is under-specified regarding language.

Proposed resolution:

Change cardinality of ExtensionDescription to (0..N).  Align definition with description.
	Status: OPEN

	SG362
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Reference to proprietary attributes in last row of the table is unique to this fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Delete the word “attributes”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG363
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2 and others
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The term “Relation reference to” appearing in “AudioLanguageIDRef” and “TextLanguageIDRef”, and other fragments in the Service Guide spec is obscure.   Also, Language is specified as anyURI rather than xml:lang, as in most other places in the SG.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “Relation reference to” by “Identification of”.  Replace “anyURI” by “string”, noting that the language should be handled by xml:lang.
	Status: OPEN

	SG364
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Until Duration, all integer terms are defined to be unsigned (except for time values) from here on integers are often not specified to be unsigned for no apparent reason.

Proposed resolution:

Define all integers to be unsigned unless a specific exception is required.  When an exception is required, the reason should be explicitly noted.
	

	SG365
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2 (Schedule)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The first sentence text of this section is not understandable.  It needs to be modified/improved.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 1st sentence as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text”

“The schedule fragment is provides the technical declaration of the media sources broadcast programming of which is a in turn comprises the service or content fragments to which Schedule refers.content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG366
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2 (Schedule)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Editorial note on DWid alignment with associated delivery procedures is unresolved.

Proposed resolution:

Determine the necessary alignment and state as necessary.
	Status: OPEN

	SG367
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509, OMA-BCAST-2006-0508

Comment:

In the course of agreed changes in 2005 (OMA-BCAST-2005-0614R04 and OMA-BCAST-2005-0755R01), formerly agreed presentation-related semantics of Cachecast  (formerly “clipcast”) services are lost.  Specifically, the Presentation Window, representing end-user oriented presentation information, should be added to the Content fragment, as a part of the “program guide”.

Proposed resolution:

See CR per Doc-0508 on the proposed changes.
	Status: OPEN

	SG368
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceIDRef is optional. If it is omitted, does it mean this content doesn’t belong to any service fragment?

Proposed resolution:

Clarify it.
	Status: OPEN

	SG369
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ParentalRating description contains old text on age limits which are not appropriate in all regions (e.g. ratings with content-based classifications in US).  It should be aligned with the description given for ParentalRating in Service fragment.  In addition, the interaction and determination of precedence between ParentalRating appearing simultaneously in Service and Content fragments are not clearly described.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the first paragraph of the description for ParentalRating as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The rating level defining criteria parents may use to determine whether the associated item is suitable for access by children, defined according to the regulatory requirements of the service area The recommended age limit.

This The age limit parental rating level defined for Content overrides the rating level age limit defined for the corresponding Serviceservice during the validity of the Schedule fragment.

If there are twomultiple content items, overlapping associated with a schedule fragment,s with a different parental ratings, then the one with the most restrictive parental rating defined for the schedule fragment overrides the others.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG370
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ParentalRating Data Type should be string (same as in Service Fragment).

Proposed resolution:

Change integer to string.
	Status: OPEN

	SG371
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

UserRating:  the word “favourism” has no meaning in English, and it is not obvious what is intended. In addition, the data type is integer, but there is no value to be specified.

Proposed resolution:

Replace by a correct term, such as “favorites”.

Specify the integer value or change it to string.
	Status: OPEN

	SG372
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.4, ServiceProtection (top level attribute)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceProtection refers to OMA BCAST Service Protection without a reference.

Proposed resolution:

Add reference [BCAST10-ServContProt].
	Status: OPEN

	SG373
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, SessionDescriptionReference (E3)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Proposed change to the description of this element has been provided in Doc-174R03 (and apparently agreed) 
Proposed resolution:
Adopt the proposed change to the description of this element given in Doc-174R03.
	Status: OPEN

	SG374
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, InteractiveServiceDeliveryTransmissionScheme (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

A more clear and accurate name should be given to this element, since it is really referring to access to service over the interaction channel, as opposed to service interactivity.  In addition, the description of this element should be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Replace the name of this element by “InteractionChannelAccessScheme”.  Also, change the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“This element indicates which the server and/or protocol is used for delivery access of service over Interaction Channel.
Contains the following element:

AccessServerURL”
	Status: OPEN

	SG375
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, AccessServerURL (E3)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The first sentence of the description of this element is not clear and needs to be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Modify the 1st sentence of the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“URL of Server, which provides Interaction Channel based different access (over Interaction Channel) of a Service”
	Status: OPEN

	SG376
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, AccessMechanism (A)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The first sentence of the description of this attribute should be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Modify the 1st sentence of the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“Specifies the transport mechanism that is used for Interaction Channel based service this access.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG377
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, ServiceInteractiveTransmissionScheme (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

A more clear and accurate name should be given to this element, since it is really referring to access method for service interactivity.  In addition, the definition for this element should be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Replace the name of this element by “ServiceInteractivityAccessScheme”.  Also, change the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“This element indicates which communication system or protocol is used for service interactivity Interaction Channel.
Containing the following attribute:
TransmissionSchemeType
Contains the following elements:

AccessServerIpAddress
AccessServerURL
AccessServerPhoneNumber”
	Status: OPEN

	SG378
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, Key ManagementSystem (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

KeyManagementSystem mentions GBA without definition or reference, it is not even in the acronym list.

Proposed resolution:

Add GBA to abbreviations, definitions, and normative references in earlier section of this document.
	Status: OPEN

	SG379
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, Key ManagementSystem (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the 3rd paragraph of the description, the word “protection” should be preceded by “service or content” to clarify the meaning.

Proposed resolution:

Add “service or content” before the word “protection”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG380
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.4, ServiceIDRef (E1) and ScheduleReference (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The description of ServiceIDRef contains an editorial note that the implementation in XML schema is by use of <choice>.  This note is redundant given such use of <choice> should already exist in the schema.

Proposed resolution:

Delete the note.
	Status: OPEN

Editor : To check if the scheme is corrected made with <choice>.

	SG381
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, attributes “horizontal” and “vertical” of E4 element “Resolution”
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Units of horizontal and vertical video resolution are not specified.  In addition, temporal resolution is missing as attribute of the element “Resolution”.

Proposed resolution:

Specify spatial resolution in units of pixels.  Add temporal resolution in frames/second.
	Status: OPEN

	SG382
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, MinimumBufferSize (E4) under Audio (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

MinimumBufferSize for audio content is indicated to be for video content.

Proposed resolution:

Replaced “video” by “audio”
	Status: OPEN



	SG383
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, usage (A) under PreviewDataIDRef (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

MinimumBufferSize for audio content is indicated to be for video content.

Proposed resolution:

Replaced “video” by “audio”
	Status: OPEN



	SG384
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.4, usage (A) under PreviewDataIDRef (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The value of Usage is messed up.

Proposed resolution:

Correct them.
	Status: OPEN



	SG385
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5 (Session Description)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The numercial values for usage are incorrect.
Proposed resolution:
Correct the numbering.
	Status: OPEN

	SG386
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

As consequence to re-labelling section numbers in 5.1.2.5 due to Doc-174R03, Sec. 
Proposed resolution:
Adopt the proposed change to the description of this section provided in Doc-174R03, existing Sec. 5.1.2.5.2 should become Sec. 5.1.2.5.3.
	Status: OPEN

	SG387
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

As indicated in Doc-174R03, AuxiliaryDescription is not a standalone SG fragment, but a component of the Session Description fragment, and formally referred to as “auxiliary description information”.
Proposed resolution:
Modify the title of this section to “Auxiliary Description Information”.

Modify the phrase “AuxiliaryDescription fragments” in the first sentence of this section to “Auxiliary description information contained in the Session_Description fragment”.
Delete the word “fragments” in the first bullet point of this section. 
	Status: OPEN

	SG388
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.6 (PurchaseItem)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Blank row between attributes GlobalPurchaseID and Weight.

Proposed resolution:

Delete this row.
	Status: OPEN

Editor: Suggest to change as it is proposed.

	SG389
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.6, PurchaseItemIDRef (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The last editor’s note in PurchaseItemIDRef should be qualified.  Reference to a PurchaseItem, which in turn is either dependent upon, or excluded by the subscription to another purchasable PurchaseItem, should not be specified as strictly disallowed.  Such referencing  should only be disallowed if the depended upon, or excluded by PurchaseItem is not actually subscribed.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the last editor’s note as follows, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“Note: reference to a PurchaseItem SHALL not depend on, nor be excluded by, the subscription to other purchaseable PurchaseItem(s), if the latter PurchaseItem(s) are indeed not subscribed.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG390
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

StartTime and EndTime are missing in the first row of the table, as top-level elements of PurchaseItem fragment.  In addition, previous usage of StartTime and EndTime for presentation purpose to user in Program Guide (in Content fragment) specifies that this expression in UTC makes use of the “dateTime” datatype built into XML.  The description here should be consistent with the former entries.

Proposed resolution:

Replace description for StartTime by:

“The first moment when the item can be purchased, which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”

Replace description for EndTime by:

“The last moment when the item can be purchased, which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG391
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.6

ParentalRating (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The second paragraph of the description is obsolete, since ParentalRating is not necessarily an age limit obsolete.

Proposed resolution:

Delete this paragraph.
	Status: OPEN

	SG392
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.7

(Purchase_Data)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the text description before the table, for consistency with the data model, and for clarity, “service bundle” should be replaced by “purchase item”.  In particular, a purchase item may comprise a single content item, as opposed to a bundle of services.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “service bundle” by “purchase item”.
	Status: OPEN

Editor: Suggest to change as it is proposed.

	SG393
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.7, SubscriptionPeriod (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

SubscriptionPeriod gives an example but no syntax specification

Proposed resolution:

Specify the syntax by definition or reference.
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG397
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.10, description of InteractivityData fragment
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

1) 1st paragraph: the last sentence as worded suggests that all those information and template types are included in the InteractivityMedia document associated with the InteractivityData fragment.

2) 2nd para: the first sentence is incorrect: this fragment is not associated with the Access fragment as shown by the SG data model.  In addition, it needs a comma between “schedule fragment” and “or InteractivityWindow” to indicate these are not the same entity.

3) 5th para. the phrase “before time” should be is not well-chosen.  Also, it would be clearer to indicate that the InteractivityMedia documents are associated with this fragment.

4) 6th para.: the 1st sentence is not well-worded regarding “access”.

Proposed resolution:

1st para:  add the word “may” between “that” and “include” in the last sentence.

2nd para: remove “access fragment from first sentence.  Add a comma between “schedule fragment” and “or InteractivityWindow”.

5th para: In the first sentence, replace “before time” by “before”.  Also, add the phrase “associated with the InteractivityMedia fragment” after the phrase “InteractivityMedia Documents”.  In the second sentence, replace “before time” by “before that time”.  Also, in the first sentence

6th para: replace the first sentence by following:

“InteractivityMedia documents may be distributed over the same set of access parameters as the service they are associated with, or over a different set of access parameters.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG398
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.10, PresentationWindowID (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The 2nd para of the description is incomplete as far as the significance of whether the declared PWIDs represent the entirety or subset of PWIDs declared in Schedule fragment referenced by the ScheduleRef of this fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following sentence after the 2nd paragraph of the description:

“If the latter case is true, then the InteractivityMedia documents SHALL only be rendered during these presentation windows, as opposed to during every presentation window declared in the referenced Schedule fragment.” 
	Status: OPEN

	SG399
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The text under this section should be clarified to indicate the object and version identifier information carried in the FDT.  In addition, some grammar bugs should be fixed.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the text as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“While using FLUTE, the filenames associated with each Service Guide Delivery Unit into in the FDT SHOULD shall be set so that the terminals can use the FDT information to identify the transported object identifier (i.e. SGDU ID) Service Guide Delivery Unit, and its version identifier (i.e. SGDU version), in addition to using the ALC TOI header.  [Details to be specified]
This mechanism allows the device to recognize updated SG fragments based on TOI or FLUTE FDT. In case the meaning of TOI is signalled out-of-band, the receiver does not need to parse and process the FDT.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG400
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Incomplete section: editor’s note on “details to be specified”.

Proposed resolution:

Specify missing details.
	Status: OPEN

	SG401
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The ability of the terminal to access the SG over the interactive channel should be optional, not mandatory.

Proposed resolution:

Replace first “SHALL” by “MAY”, or revise the first sentence of this section by:

“If a terminal has access to the Interaction Channel, then it SHALL be able to fetch the Service Guide over that channel”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG402
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2 (SGDD)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

An SGDD should be able to declare those fragments which describe one or more services, including all the services described by the SG.  Current text indicates only “one or several services”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “several” by “more” in the first sentence of this section, as well as in the 4th paragraph of this section.
	Status: OPEN

	SG403
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the last paragraph of this section, regarding ALC and FLUTE delivery of SGDD and its “parameters”, it would be more accurate to refer to SGDD “parameters” as “file metadata” associated with the “SGDD file object”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace the sentence:

“Further, the SG-D MAY convey the parameters associated with the SGDDs in-band using FLUTE,”

by

“Further, the SG-D MAY convey the file metadata, associated with the file objects represented by SGDDs, in-band using FLUTE.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG404
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Category under BSDid, SGDDid, SGDDVersion should be NM/TM instead M. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace M with NM/TM.
	Status: OPEN

	SG405
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2,

Version-ID-Length (A)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Since Version-ID-Length is marked NO/TO, if it is omitted, it means Split-TOI is not used. Also the editor’s note is redundant, since in general, for any element that is marked as TO, the terminal can skip it if it doesn’t support it.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the text as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“Indicates the number of least significant bits representing the version ID in the TOI, when Split TOI is used.  If this element is omitted, the terminal assumes Split-TOI is not used”

Note: terminals that don’t support Split-TOI may skip this field.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG406
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Category for NotificationReception should be NO/TM instead of NM/TM because the network may not send notification message.

Proposed resolution:

Change NM/TM to NO/TM.
	Status: OPEN

	SG407
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Category for NotificationPort should be NM/TM so that it is consistent with the description (the second paragraph) under NotificationReception. In addition, the second paragraph under NotificationReception should be moved to the description under this element.

Proposed resolution:

Change NO/TM to NM/TM and move the second paragraph under NotificationReception to the description under this NotificationPort.
	Status: OPEN

	SG408
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Data Type for NotificationPort should be unsigned integer.

Proposed resolution:

Change integer to unsigned integer.
	Status: OPEN

	SG409
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2, GroupingCriteria (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It seems another desirable criterion for announcing grouping of SG fragments is Parental Rating.

Proposed resolution:

Add new sub-element “ParentalRatingCriteria” to this element, and defined as:

“Specifies the parental rating classification of the services/contents associated with the fragments in this Service Guide Delivery Unit”.
	Status: OPEN

	SG410
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Category for Transport should be NM/TM; otherwise, how does the terminal know the transport session that delivers SG fragments?

Proposed resolution:

Change NO/TM to NM/TM.
	Status: OPEN

	SG411
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The last paragraph of this section is not quite correct.  EXT_CENC can also be used even if FLUTE is used. In addition, it should be indicated that GZIP should be used when content encoding is used.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the last paragraph of this section as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“In case FLUTE is used for Service Guide delivery, the Service Guide Server SHALL SHOULD use the Content-Encoding field of the FDT to signal the encoding of SGDU, if used, in addition to the use of EXT_CENC in the ALC header extension. When no content encoding is not used, the Content-Encoding field of the FDT SHALL not NOT be used and EXT_CENC in the ALC header extension SHALL NOT be present for the corresponding transport object. When content encoding is used, the EXT_CENC or the Content-Encoding field of the FDT SHALL have the value “3” to indicate that the SGDU is compressed with GZIP.  The “Content-Type” field SHALL always be set to “application/sgdu” to describe that the content is an SGDU fragment.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG412
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Data Type for n_o_service_guide_fragments, offset, fragmentEncoding[i] should be 16 bits unsigned integer.

Proposed resolution:

Change Data Type for n_o_service_guid_fragments, offset, fragmentEncoding[i] from 16 bits to 16 bits unsigned integer.
	Status: OPEN

	SG413
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

There does not exist a 3GPP2 Metadata Envelope for service guide related information.

Proposed resolution:

Remove the section in the SGDU structure:

if(service_guide_envelope_format[i] == 0x02) {

                              3GPP2_Metadata_Envelope

}

In addition, remove the 3GPP2_Metadata_Envelope entry in the semantics table.
	Status: OPEN

	SG414
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved Note.

Proposed resolution:

Specify how to handle wrap-up of the versions.
	Status: OPEN

	SG415
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.1.2 and 5.4.5.1.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Determine service guide completeness is not well defined for both ALC and FLUTE.

Proposed resolution:

We will later provide a CR to propose a solution.
	Status: OPEN

	SG416
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

MUST SHALL at end is redundant.

Proposed resolution:

Delete MUST.
	Status: OPEN

	SG417
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved Note.

Proposed resolution:

Specify mechanisms for updating and managing SG over the interactive channel.
	Status: OPEN

	SG418
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

How to discover SG-G is not addressed in this section.

Proposed resolution:

Add a method (foe example, DNS or DHCP) to discover SG-G.
	Status: OPEN

	SG419
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

This section only specifies deliver message from SGCCS to SGAS and from SGAS to SG-G. Why  can’t SGAS or SG-G request SG from SGAS or SGCCS?

Proposed resolution:

If the group agrees to add request message, a separate CR will be submitted.
	Status: OPEN

	SG420
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Add the following text to Section 5.5.1.2:

“This section specifies the service guide delivery messages from SGCCS to SGAS via SG-1 interface and from SGAS to SG-G via SG-2 interface.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG421
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Request Message should be called Deliver Message because it is pushed from the SGCCS to SGAS or from SGAS to SG-G. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the Section header and description beneath as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“5.5.1.2.1 Request Deliver Message

The following is the delivery message sent from SGCCS to SGAS over interface SG-1, and from SGAS to SG-G over interface SG-2of Service Guide Source.” 


	Status: OPEN

	SG422
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Response Message is sent from the SGAS to SGCCS over SG-1 interface and from SG-G to SGAS over SG-2 interface. It should be clarified in the text.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Service Guide Source Delivery. The Response Message is sent from SGAS to SGCC over interface SG-1 and from SG-G to SGAS over interface SG-2. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with SGSDid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with SGSDid.”


	Status: OPEN

	SG423
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Add the following text in section 5.5.2.1:

“This section specifies the service guide delivery messages from SG-G to SGSS over interface SG-4.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG424
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.2.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Service Guide Delivery.  The Response Message is sent from SGSS to SG-G over interface SG-4.  Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK” HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with SGDeliveryId. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with SGDeliveryId.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG425
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.2.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown the added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Service Guide Request.  The Response Message for Service Guide Request is sent from SG-G to SGSS over interface SG-4.  Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK” HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request identified with SGRequestId. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request identified with SGRequestId.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG426
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.6
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509
Comment:

In the description of this section, it should be noted that it is optional for the terminal to receive PreviewData over the interaction channel even if the terminal supports interaction channel.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the last sentence of the description as shown below, with changes shown by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

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

	SG427
	2006.05.24
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

3rd bullet point of this section and first subsequent paragraph following the editor’s note: in the context of the description here, the term “Service Guide” should be replaced by “SGDU”.  In addition, in the following editor’s note, it should be stated that both IPv4 and IPv6 shall be supported.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 3rd bullet point, the immediately following editor’s note, and subsequent paragraph as shown below, with changes shown by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

· “(optionally) URI of  the SDP fragment which describes the file distribution session(s) that carry the Service Guide SGDUs or SGDDs

Note: whether Both IPv4 and/or IPv6, to SHALL be supported in generaldiscussed generally, not only for the delivery of the SGDUs and SGDDs. Service Guide –related.
The file delivery session carrying Service Guide SGDUs SHALL use port number <TBD>. The above is the minimum set of information needed to resolve the IP addresses to BDS specific parameters and to initialise the reception of file delivery session carrying the SGDUs and/or SGDDs Service Guide.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG428
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

“envisioned” (end of first para) implies a future plan.  The little square boxes in the bullet list have no apparent significance.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “envisioned” by “specified”.  Delete the little square boxes.
	Status: OPEN

	SG429
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.1.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify the Management Object.
	Status: OPEN

	SG430
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify the Management Object.
	Status: OPEN

	SG431
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.4.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify mechanism to push notifications over the interactive channel.
	Status: OPEN

	SG432
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.4.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify the Management Object.
	Status: OPEN

	SG433
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The following is the delivery message of Notification Event, which is sent from the CC (Content Creation) to the NTE over interface NT-1 or from NTE to NTG over interface NT-3.”

	Status: OPEN

	SG434
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of NotificationEvent Delivery and which is sent from the NTE to CC over interface NT-1 or from NTG to NTE over interface NT-3. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with NTEid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with NTEid.”

	Status: OPEN

	SG435
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.2.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The following is the delivery message of Notification Message which is sent from the NTG to NTDA over interface NT-4.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG436
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.2.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Notification Message Delivery which is sent from NTDA to NTG over interface NT-4. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with NTFReqid. SGSDid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with NTDRegid SGSDid.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG437
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix C
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Generally, if the XML schema is not aligned with the tables in this specification, the schema should override the rules in the table. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The xml schema and data structure diagarm diagram in this appendix is generated based on the element/attribute tables in section 5.1.2.  In case they are not aligned with each other, the XML schema and data structures specified in this section SHALL override the rules as specified in Section 5.1.2.”

	

	SG438
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix C.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In Figure 8d (Access), TerminalBindingKeyID is shown as mandatory which is not aligned with the category specified in Access Fragment (section 5.1.2.4).  It should be specified as optional element. 

Proposed resolution:

Change TerminalBindingKeyID to “optional”.
	

	SG439
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix C
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

There is no Notification detailed schema. 

Proposed resolution:

Add the detailed schema for Notification Message in Appendix.
	Status: OPEN

	SG440
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

When FLUTE is used, the FDT and the “FileDescription” element information provide redundant information that might not be consistent.

Proposed resolution:

A note should be added in the description of the “FileDescription” stating that this element SHALL NOT be used in conjunction with FLUTE or SHALL be ignored.

A CR would have to be provided for this.

	Status : OPEN


	SG441
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

When ALC is used, the “FileDescription” element should not be optional because it is the only place to find meta information pertaining to files delivered over a given ALC session.

Proposed resolution:

A note should be added in the description of the “FileDescription” element stating that this element SHALL be provided when ALC is used.


	Status : OPEN


	SG442
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

The “FileDescription” is not in the correct place in the ServiceGuide. As this element describes how a particular content is delivered in a given session (in particular an ALC session), it should be made available in the Access Fragment. This would provide a cleaner separation between schedule, content, and delivery declarations.

Proposed resolution:

Move the “FileDescription” element from the Content fragment to the Access fragment.


	Status : OPEN


	SG443
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

Whether ALC or FLUTE is used to deliver object files related to a particular content, the “ContentLocation” is located in the “FileDescription” element. However, this element is optional. Additionally, it relates to the delivery session containing that content. The service Guide is missing a “ContentLocation” attribute in the “ContentIDRef” element of the Schedule fragment, that would allow to link a scheduled content with its “ContentLocation” (ALC) or “Content-Location” (FLUTE FDT) in the delivery session.

Proposed resolution:

To introduce a “ContentLocation” attribute, with 0..1 cardinality, right after the “idRef” attribute of the “ContentIDRef” element in the Schedule fragment.

A CR reflecting this solution would have to be provided.

	Status : OPEN


	SG444
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

When ALC is used, the process of identifying the sessions that hold a given TOI (that is, a given Content-Location) is not obvious. 

Currently, the terminal first has to look at available Access Fragments to get the SDP information. Then, for each Access Fragment, it should consider those Schedule Fragments referenced by a given Access Fragment and that reference a Content Fragment. Having associated a given Access Fragment with a set of Content Fragment, the terminal can build a mapping between a Content-Location and its TOI with an ALC session.

Should the above process change, this comment would have to be updated.

Proposed resolution:

A note should be provided, explaining such process.


	Status : OPEN


	SG445
	2006.05.24
	Y
	General
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

[DVB JTC 188] is an outdated reference and should be replaced by [ETSI 102 472].

Proposed resolution:

Replace all occurrences of [DVB JTC 188] by [ETSI 102 472].

	Status : OPEN


	SG446
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

An SGDD should be uniquely identified across all sessions delivering a given service guide. Therefore, the SGDDid has to be unique. 

Proposed resolution:


	Status : OPEN


	SG447
	2006.05.24
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

In the description of the “UsageType” attribute, it is noted that the session can deliver SG fragments. However, SG fragments are delivered within SGDU. To avoid confusion, it is suggested to replace “SG fragments” by “SGDU”.

Proposed resolution:

In the description of the UsageType attribute, replace “SG fragments” by “SGDU”. 


	Status : OPEN


	SG448
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.3
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

The UsageType attribute is rather underspecified. It would be beneficial to have other standardized values at least for the following situations:

· SGDD-only session

· SGDU-only session

· Mixed SGDD/SGDU session

· Media files

· Other files

Proposed resolution:

It is suggested to gather groups’ opinion on the possible values for UsageType and update the description accordingly.


	Status : OPEN


	SG449
	2006.05.24
	N
	7
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

Currently, using the Notification mechanism in order to move from one Service Guide to another Service Guide is technically possible. However, the terminal has no mean to know whether the change in Service Guide delivery session updates the current Service Guide or provides a new, completely different one.

There are two way forward with this issue:

1/ Add the signaling in the Notification message to announce a change of Service Guide.

2/ (preferred) Only use the bootstrapping mechanism to perform a change of Service Guide. The following rules would also be required:

· NotificationReception information in an SGDD must point – if provided – to a notification channel that is related to the current service guide.

· If the NotificationReception information is provisioned on the terminal, it must point to a notification channel that is related to the current Service Guide.

· Any new SGDD must relate to the current Service Guide.


	Status : OPEN


	SG450
	2006.05.24
	N
	2.1
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0559

Comment:

Normative references [RFC 3926], [RFC 2327] and [RFC 3451] are missing.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is to add below in section 2.1;

[RFC 3926]

“FLUTE - File Delivery over Unidirectional Transport”, T. Paila, October 2004, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc3926.txt
[RFC 2327]

“SDP – Session Description Protocol”, M. Handley, April 1998, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2327.txt
[RFC 3451]

“Layered Coding Transport (LCT) Building Block”, M. Luby, December 2002, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc3451.txt

	Status : OPEN

	SG451
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Port negotiation or signalling for unicast / interactive service distribution is missing in the specs. A solution for that problem is needed.

Proposed Resolution:

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN


	SG452
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

The BCAST solution does not include any possibility for an uplink overload protection for interactivity, e.g. voting. Currently all receivers in a broadcast may vote at the same moment, possibly causing congestion in the interactivity network. An overload protection mechanism like for file repair would be needed.

Proposed Resolution:

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN


	SG453
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

* Relation between "InteractivityData" and "InteractivityMedia" is not clear. Relation should be clarified in section 5.2.1.10

Proposed Resolution:

Add better explanation in section 5.1.2.10
	Status: OPEN


	SG454
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

"InteractivityData" has the Cardinality 0 to N. This allows to include an empty Interactivity Data Fragment. It would be better to make the Fragment optional. But if the fragment is present, then at least one InteractivityData Element shall be present in the XML 

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality to “1 to N".
	Status: OPEN


	SG455
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10, general
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

NTP times are 64 bit time values. Which 32bit shall be selected?

Proposed Resolution:

Add clarification
	Status: OPEN


	SG456
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Version doesn't need to be mandatory in the interactive SG retrieval cases. Suggestion 

Proposed Resolution:

Add a general rule saying that in the case of interactive retrieval of SG the latest retrieved fragment is the current one; in this cse version can be omitted.
	Status: OPEN


	SG457
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

InteractivityType is a string. But there are no values defined

Proposed Resolution:

Define values or remove InteractivityType
	Status: OPEN


	SG458
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Reference to "InteractivityMedia" definition is missing. 

Proposed Resolution:

Add such a  reference
	Status: OPEN


	SG459
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

InteractivityData does not contain an "interactive delivery" mechanism as required in the Services spec ("If the terminal supports interactive channel, the terminal SHALL support the retrieval of InteractivityMedia documents and associated files over interaction channel. ")

Proposed Resolution:

Add explanation and specification for signaling that and how InteractivityMedia documents can be retrieved over interaction channel
	Status: OPEN


	SG460
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

* Naming conversion: Would be good to have consistent element and attribute names constructions (here "_" are used)

Proposed Resolution:

 Make use of uppercase/lowercase and underscores consistent 
	Status: OPEN


	SG461
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Unclear under which conditions the "alternativeText" is displayed. 

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify usage of “alternative text”
	Status: OPEN


	SG462
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0569
Comment:

Section 5.4.5.1.2 defines means for detecting completeness of the service guide. However, what it really refers to is the consistency of a subset of the service guide. Furthermore, the section uses the words well-defined and unambiguous which are not defined.

Another aspect that is lacking is with regard to the consistency in the case of ALC delivery sessions as the FDT is lacking. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the wording in the section as specified in CR #0567.
	Status: OPEN

	SG463
	2006.05.24
	N
	2.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Inconsistent presentation of 3GPP references

Proposed resolution:

Align presentation of references
	Status:OPEN

	SG464
	2006.05.24
	N
	4
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Interactivity function not mentioned in introduction

Proposed resolution:

Furthermore, the Service Guide provides the entry point to interactive services.

The Service Guide comprises of data model that models the services, schedules, content, related purchase and provisioning data, access and interactivity data in terms of Service Guide fragments.
	Status:OPEN

	SG465
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

“clipcast” is a protected term

Proposed resolution:

Replace “clipcast”
	Status:OPEN

	SG466
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Description of BandwidthRequirement 

“Specification of required network bandwidth to access described in this fragment;”

 needs rewording

Proposed resolution:


	Status:OPEN

	SG467
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

SMIL element description in PreviewData fragment includes only a generic description of SMIL

Proposed resolution:

Add text describing the use of SMIL for Preview
	Status:OPEN

	SG468
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.6
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

“Within the Service Guide, Service, Content, Access, Schedule and PurchaseData fragments MAY be associated with PreviewData fragment”

Association with several PreviewData fragments is possible.
Proposed resolution:

Change to “… fragments MAY be associated with PreviewData fragments.
	Status:OPEN

	SG469
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix G
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Global Status Codes are repeated here – it can also be found in the Service spec (section 5.1.4) which is the better location. Duplication increases maintenance effort and the risk of introducing inconsistencies. 

Proposed resolution:

Delete Appendix G or replace it by appropriate reference to Services spec

	Status:OPEN

	SG470
	2006.05.24
	N
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Currently, signaling the representation (e.g. UTF-8, UTF-16) used in the XML instances of the service guide is not possible. This will cause problems in multi-language deployments. Furthermore, signaling the version and used XML schema namespace of the Service Guide Fragments is very difficult. This seriously impairs the forward compatibility of the BCAST enabler.

Proposed resolution:

First, specify a default ESGMain fragment which declares aliases for all used XML namespaces. Second, specify an optional ESGMain fragment which may be sent by the network to override the default fragment. Third, define extensibility rules.

Siemens will submit an IC to further elaborate the topic and propose a CR to implements the change.
	OPEN

	SG471
	2006.05.24
	Y
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

According to OMNA rules, the prefix of the XML namespace URNs is urn:oma:xml:
Proposed resolution:

Replace all occurrences of “urn:oma:bcast:” by “urn:oma:xml:bcast:”


	OPEN

	SG472
	2006.05.24
	N
	
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Currently, it is not possible to provision the terminal with sufficient information to find the service guide in at least one BDS (IPDC over DVB-H). 

Proposed resolution:

There are two different ways to resolve this:

· use the BCAST Management object to provision these parameters (this is proposed in 357R01)

· define an alternative mechanism 


	OPEN

	SG473
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Section 5.1.2.4 in TS SG list six values for kmstype: oma-bcast-drm-pki
oma-bcast-gba_u-mbms
oma-bcast-gba_me-mbms
oma-bcast-gba_u-bcmcs
oma-bcast-gba_me-bcmcs
oma-bcast-prov-bcmcs

Table 15 of TS SvcCntProt lists four kmstype values:

oma-bcast-drm-pki

oma-bcast-gba-mbms

oma-bcast-gba-bcmcs
oma-bcast-prov-bcmcs

Section 6.3.2.1 of TS DVB Adaptation contains the following sentence: “In addition, KMS are signaled through parameter “kmstype” that supports four values of string type”

This comment will also be raised against TS SvcCntProtection and TS DVB Adaptation.

Proposed resolution:

This contradiction must be resolved.


	OPEN

	SG474
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The <FileDescription> element and its <File> sub-elements provide metadata w.r.t. file delivery over ALC. These metadata are the same as in an FDT when FLUTE is used.

There are two things missing from the specification:

1) a note stating that these parameters SHALL only be used for file delivery over ALC (i.e. there is no FDT) 

2) an explanatory note stating which ALC session the TOI attribute defined in the <File> element relates to

3) a note clarifying where the individual files can be found when FLUTE is used (and <FileDescription> is accordingly not present.

Proposed resolution:

Provide a note solving (1) attached to the <FileDescription> element.

Provide a note solving (2) attached to the <TOI> attribute

Provide a note solving (3) before or after the table


	OPEN

	SG475
	2006.05.24
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The following text uses wrong terminology: 

“Notification content: SessionInformation, MediaInformation, ServiceGuideDistributionDescriptor, FragmentID and AuxDataTrigger”

Proposed resolution:

Replace by “Service Guide Delivery Descriptor”.


	OPEN

	SG476
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The specification of the element <ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor> is redundant. It is once specified in section 5.4.2.2 and once as part of the notification message. 

Proposed resolution:

Reference the definition in 5.4.2.2 from the definition of the notification message in section 7.3. 


	OPEN

	SG477
	2006.05.24
	Y
	C
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

According to OMNA rules, the XML schemas are not kept as appendices in the specification but are created as separate permanent documents. These documents are referenced from the spec the same way other OMA documents are referenced. 

Proposed resolution:

Extract the schemas in appendices C.1 and C.2 and create separate permanent documents. 

Replace references to appendix C.x by normative references to these documents.

See doc #564 for a description of naming conventions.


	OPEN

	SG478
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The XML schema for the service guide backend interfaces is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	OPEN

	SG479
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The XML schema for the notification message is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	OPEN

CR is needed

	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

Covered by SG479

	SG439
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix C
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

There is no Notification detailed schema. 

Proposed resolution:

Add the detailed schema for Notification Message in Appendix.
	Status: OPEN

Covered by SG479

	SG480
	2006.05.24
	Y
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Some occurrences of the MIME type names are not consistent. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace 

“application/sgdu” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdu”

“application/bcast-sgdu” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdu”

“application/sgdd” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdd”


	OPEN

	SG481
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The SGDU allows the delivery of four types of fragments: BCAST XML, BCAST SDP, MBMS metadata inside a “3GPP metadata envelope” and BCMCS metadata inside a “3GPP2 metadata envelope”.

This design does not treat all BDSs equally, because it is not possible to transmit IPDC metadata (i.e. IPDC Service Guide fragments). Furthermore, the disadvantage of “tunneling” BDS-specific Service Guide metadata through the BCAST enabler is increased complexity in implementing and IOP-testing.

Proposed resolution:

Remove the BDS-specific fragments (i.e. remove the 3GPP and 3GPP2 metadata envelopes) to reduce complexity. Alternative solution: add an envelope for DVB-IPDC Service Guide fragments to treat all BDSs equally.


	OPEN

	SG482
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4


	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The SessionDescriptionReference in the Access fragment references either SDP (BDS-agnostic) or MBMS User Service descriptions (BDS specific). 

As MBMS can also work with SDP Session Descriptions, this increases the complexity. Using BDS-specific functionality in the main spec should be kept to a minimum.

Proposed resolution:

As MBMS does not require the use of USD but can also work with SDP, it is proposed to remove the reference to 3GPP USD and stick to SDP in order to reduce implementation complexity.


	OPEN

	SG483
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The AuxiliaryDescription fragment allows to transmit either SDP (BDS-agnostic) or MBMS User Service descriptions (BDS specific). 

As MBMS can also work with SDP Session Descriptions, this increases the complexity. Using BDS-specific functionality in the main spec should be kept to a minimum.

Proposed resolution:

As MBMS does not require the use of USD but can also work with SDP, it is proposed to remove the reference to 3GPP USD and stick to SDP in order to reduce implementation complexity.


	OPEN

	SG484
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The SDP example in this section contains the following flaws:

· udp/ecm seems to be related to the DVB-IPDC Open Security framework and is not a valid protocol w.r.t. the SDP RFC

· audio payload format of 0 (PCMU) is not a format used in any mobile broadcast system

· video payload format of 31 (H.261) is not a format used in any mobile broadcast system

Proposed resolution:

The errors pointed out should be corrected. Furthermore, the compatibility of the encryption-related parameters with the final BCAST SPCP solution should be checked.


	OPEN

	SG485
	2006.05.24
	N
	2.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The TS SG mentions NTP time several times, however, the according RFC is not referenced.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following normative reference: 

[RFC868]  “RFC 868 - Time Protocol”, J. Postel, K. Harrenstien, May 1983, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc868.txt

	OPEN

	SG486
	2006.05.24
	Y
	H.2

and others
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

According to RFC3023, XML based MIME types should use the suffix +xml. Furthermore, as the SGDD could use non-ASCII characters, encoding needs to be changed to “binary”.

Proposed resolution:

The following changes are proposed:

· global search&replace in TS SG of application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdd by application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdd+xml
· Change “Encoding considerations: 7bit text” to “Encoding considerations: binary”

	OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	


2. Re-grouped Review comments

< OMA-TS-BCAST_Service-Guide-V1_0_0-20060324>
Editor’s note: This section re-grouped all of the original comments in Section 1 based on the sections or/and topics they are commenting against in OMA-TS-BCAST_Service-Guide-V1_0_0-20060324. The final resolution and status of every comment will be correspondingly reflected back to Section 1, then to the formal CONRR.
All comments are further categorized into three categories, in “Status” column of each comment if there is
· Editor note marked in yellow, means CRs or actions are expected to resolve the comments before group discussion
· Editor note marked in blue, means they are covered by other tentatively closed comments, or they are simple/editorial/”teach me” comments, editor will either suggest to change as proposed, or suggest alternative resolutions, or suggest no action is needed.

· Editor note in black or no Editor note, means group discussion in f2f meeting is needed.
2.1 General comments
	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.

	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.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed

	SG332
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing example section with figure of how multiple services are provided e.g. with a single channel each
	Status: OPEN



	SG333
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing example of how you bundle multiple channels into a single "service"
	Status: OPEN



	SG334
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No text or example on service and content protection. This section is needed to link ESG to SvcContProt specification. How do you use the ESG to indicate a service is protected?
	Status: OPEN

See CR662 from Panasonic and Orange.
Aug 14 CC: Leave people more time to review.
Beijing meeting: 662R01 expected to address Bosun and Menno’s comment.

	SG335
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No example of service and content protection ESG signaling showing use of both Profiles
	Status: OPEN

related to SG334

	SG339
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No example of service and content protection ESG signaling showing use of both Profiles
	Status: OPEN

related to SG334

	SG
195
	2006.05.23
	N
	Appendix
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

Some service&content protection related information are signaled in the Service Guide, but it is not clear where they are and how they fit in together.

Proposed Resolution:

A CR to be provided for some informative elaboration in Appendix.
	Status: OPEN

related to SG334

	SG221
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Purchase Channel section talks about BSM. Do we need to say we can have one per profile or can both profiles also be used by a single purchase channel?
	Status: OPEN

related to SG334

	SG336
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing example of how the ESG can be used to provide ESGs for multiple service providers. This is an extremely likely scenario and is needed as an example.
	Status: OPEN



	SG337
	2006.05.23
	N
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Is it possible to have a common ESG "backbone" shared between service providers and to have specific fragments having service provider specific information i.e. a mixed scenario? An example explaining this would be very useful.
	Status: OPEN



	SG338
	2006.05.23
	Y
	all document
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

OMA template spec is at the bottom of each page of the document.

Proposed Resolution:

Remove from document.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

No action is needed since the template footer should stay per document page according to OMA operation rule.



	SG472
	2006.05.24
	N
	
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Currently, it is not possible to provision the terminal with sufficient information to find the service guide in at least one BDS (IPDC over DVB-H). 

Proposed resolution:

There are two different ways to resolve this:

· use the BCAST Management object to provision these parameters (this is proposed in 357R01)

· define an alternative mechanism 


	OPEN

	
	
	
	
	




	


	SG445
	2006.05.24
	Y
	General
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

[DVB JTC 188] is an outdated reference and should be replaced by [ETSI 102 472].

Proposed resolution:

Replace all occurrences of [DVB JTC 188] by [ETSI 102 472].


	Status : Tentatively CLOSED
change as proposed.

	SG451
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Port negotiation or signalling for unicast / interactive service distribution is missing in the specs. A solution for that problem is needed.

Proposed Resolution:

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN
Editor: CR from Ericsson is expected.

	SG456
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Version doesn't need to be mandatory in the interactive SG retrieval cases. Suggestion 

Proposed Resolution:

Add a general rule saying that in the case of interactive retrieval of SG the latest retrieved fragment is the current one; in this case version can be omitted.
	Status: OPEN
Action to Ericsson to explain the problem.

	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.

	SG460
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

* Naming conversion: Would be good to have consistent element and attribute names constructions (here "_" are used)

Proposed Resolution:

 Make use of uppercase/lowercase and underscores consistent 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
the resolution is covered by SG019

	SG461
	2006.05.24
	
	General
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Unclear under which conditions the "alternativeText" is displayed. 

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify usage of “alternative text”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
in section 5.1.2.9, it is specified that Alternative Text to be displayed if the video/audio/picture is not available.. 

Suggest No action is needed.


	SG470
	2006.05.24
	N
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Currently, signaling the representation (e.g. UTF-8, UTF-16) used in the XML instances of the service guide is not possible. This will cause problems in multi-language deployments. Furthermore, signaling the version and used XML schema namespace of the Service Guide Fragments is very difficult. This seriously impairs the forward compatibility of the BCAST enabler.

Proposed resolution:

First, specify a default ESGMain fragment which declares aliases for all used XML namespaces. Second, specify an optional ESGMain fragment which may be sent by the network to override the default fragment. Third, define extensibility rules.

Siemens will submit an IC to further elaborate the topic and propose a CR to implements the change.
	OPEN
Editor: IC/CR from Siemens is expected.

	SG471
	2006.05.24
	Y
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

According to OMNA rules, the prefix of the XML namespace URNs is urn:oma:xml:

Proposed resolution:

Replace all occurrences of “urn:oma:bcast:” by “urn:oma:xml:bcast:”


	Tentatively CLOSED 
change as it is proposed,

	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"

	SG480
	2006.05.24
	Y
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Some occurrences of the MIME type names are not consistent. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace 

“application/sgdu” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdu”

“application/bcast-sgdu” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdu”

“application/sgdd” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdd”


	Tentatively CLOSED 
use the resolution proposed in SG486 for SGDD. 

i.e.

Replace 

“application/sgdu” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdu”

“application/bcast-sgdu” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdu”

“application/sgdd” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdd+xml”


	SG486
	2006.05.24
	Y
	H.2

and others
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

According to RFC3023, XML based MIME types should use the suffix +xml. Furthermore, as the SGDD could use non-ASCII characters, encoding needs to be changed to “binary”.

Proposed resolution:

The following changes are proposed:

· global search&replace in TS SG of application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdd by application/vnd.oma.bcast.sgdd+xml
· Change “Encoding considerations: 7bit text” to “Encoding considerations: binary”

	Tentatively CLOSED 
change as it is proposed.




2.2 Comments against Section 1: Scope 

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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.


2.3 Comments against Section 2: References

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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 : 
Tentatively CLOSED
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, “Digital Video Broadcasting (DVB); IP Datacast over DVB-H: Content Delivery Protocols”, URL:http://portal.etsi.org/”

	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/”


	Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is co vered by SG112

	SG209
	2006.05.23
	Y
	2.1,2.2,3.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517

Comment:

Definitions / abbreviations / references not sorted alphabetically.

Proposed Resolution:

Sort alphabetically.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	SG450
	2006.05.24
	N
	2.1
	Source: LG Electronics

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0559

Comment:

Normative references [RFC 3926], [RFC 2327] and [RFC 3451] are missing.

Proposed Resolution:

Proposed Resolution is to add below in section 2.1;

[RFC 3926]

“FLUTE - File Delivery over Unidirectional Transport”, T. Paila, October 2004, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc3926.txt
[RFC 2327]

“SDP – Session Description Protocol”, M. Handley, April 1998, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2327.txt
[RFC 3451]

“Layered Coding Transport (LCT) Building Block”, M. Luby, December 2002, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc3451.txt

	Status : Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	SG463
	2006.05.24
	N
	2.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Inconsistent presentation of 3GPP references

Proposed resolution:

Align presentation of references
	Status:OPEN

Editor: What is the correct 3GPP reference?

	SG485
	2006.05.24
	N
	2.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The TS SG mentions NTP time several times, however, the according RFC is not referenced.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following normative reference: 

[RFC868]  “RFC 868 - Time Protocol”, J. Postel, K. Harrenstien, May 1983, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc868.txt

	Tentatively CLOSED 

Add the following normative reference:
[RFC1305] "RFC 1305 Network Time Protocol (Version 3) Specification, Implementation and Analysis", D. Mills, March 1992,

URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc1305.txt



2.4 Comments against Section 3: Terminology and Conventions

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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”



	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.

	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

	SG
207
	2006.05.23
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0514

Comment:

Abbreviations missing for SG-C, SG-G, SG-A and SG-D.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following abbreviations:

“

SG-A
Service Guide Adaptation

SG-C
Service Guide Client

SG-D
Service Guide Distribution

SG-G
Service Guide Generation

“
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

change as it is proposed.

	SG340
	2006.05.24
	Y
	3.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The conventions used in all the tables should be stated here rather than as a “Legend” which is obscurely placed at the end of each table.   

It might also be appropriate to include the conventions used in Figure 1 here.

Proposed resolution:

Add a statement of the Table conventions here and remove from the end of each Table.  Consider moving Figure 1 conventions here too.

In addition, the Legend should be specified as follows:

Legend: 

Type: E=Element A=Attribute Ei=ith level sub-element (i=1, 2, …). E1=sub-element, E2=sub-element’s sub-element
Category: NM = Mandatory for network to use; NO = Optional for network to use; TM = Mandatory for terminal to support; TO = Optional for terminal to support 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

change as it is proposed.

	SG341
	2006.05.24
	N
	3.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Definitions section is missing many entries

Proposed resolution:

Editor to generate a draft Definitions section covering all significant terminology used in this document.
	Status: OPEN 
Action to Charles to identify the terms which need to be defined, and CR of term denitions is also expected



2.5 Comments against Section 4: Introduction

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG464
	2006.05.24
	N
	4
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Interactivity function not mentioned in introduction

Proposed resolution:

Furthermore, the Service Guide provides the entry point to interactive services.

The Service Guide comprises of data model that models the services, schedules, content, related purchase and provisioning data, access and interactivity data in terms of Service Guide fragments.
	Status:Tentatively CLOSED
Add “Furthermore, the Service Guide provides the entry point to interactive services.” At the end of 1st paragraph of section 4
Replace the 1st sentence of 2nd paragraph to 

“The Service Guide comprises of data model that models the services, schedules, content, related purchase and provisioning data, access and interactivity data in terms of Service Guide fragments.”
”



2.6 Comments against Section 5: Service Guide

· Comments against Section 5.1: Service Guide Data Model

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed, because TargetTerminalCapabilities (not terminal capability) is the feature of the service

	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.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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.


	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
Editor will change as it is proposed, TS editor will take care of it


	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: Tentatively CLOSED
The resolution is coved by SG113

	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: Tentatively CLOSED

Change the note to: “Note 1: PurchaseItem Fragment SHALL be able to reference only one of the following fragments: Service, Schedule, Content or PurchaseItem”



	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: Tentatively CLOSED

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

PurchaseItem

· other PurchaseItem fragments to enable bundling of purchase items. 



	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed, TS editor will take care of it

	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed. TS editor will take care of it
Action to Panasonic, Motorola and Samsung to check if the bi-directional link is clearly explained in the table.. 



	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG174, SG170 and SG169, furthermore the depth information is included in the PurchaseItem fragment table

	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
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 Access fragment provides Session Description session description parameters either in the form of inlined inline text, or through a provides pointers, in the form of a URI, to a separate SessionDescription fragment.  Session description may be delivered over either the broadcast channel, or the interaction channelplaceholders outside of the Access fragment, in the form of a URI, or a reference to a SGDU carrying the Session Description.”  


	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: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed but with lower case of “not”

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG172

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
change Access description as 
Access

"The Access fragment describes how the Service may be accessed during the its validity timespan of the Access fragment. This fragment links to contains or references session description information SessionDescription and indicates the delivery method.  Several One or more Access fragments may be associated to one reference a Service fragment, offering alternative ways for accessing or interacting with a the associated 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 contains an URI to the session description session description that tells the terminal how to access the service."

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Change all “network area” to “service coverage area”.

	SG211
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why do we mandate that the Purchase Data is linked to a least one Purchase channel: we could imagine in some cases that any telco operator offers the link to the subscription? 

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality 1..n  by 0..n.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed, 
Our current data model separates the pricing info and the how to perform the purchase by specifying them in PurchaseData and PurchaseChannel, which enables more possibilities, i.e. PurchaseChannel is dedicated to a PurchaseData or shared by multiple PurchaseData (the latter case is very common). In such model, PurchaseData fragment has no parameters to indicate how to perform the purchase, must rely on PurchaseChannel fragment. One 
PurchaseChannel can be shared by several PurchaseData. 


	SG212
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Editorial changes
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 Resolution:

The Service fragment describes at an aggregated 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 have interactive part(s) as well as broadcast-only part(s).


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
The resolution is covered by SG171

	SG213
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to free bundles services in purchase item fragment

Proposed Resolution:

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 free, subscription and/or purchase. 


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	SG214
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to schedule in purchase data fragment

Proposed Resolution:

The main function of the PurchaseData fragment is to express all the available information about the specific service, schedule, service bundle or content related to purchasing or subscribing

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change to 

“The main function of the PurchaseData fragment is to express all the available pricing information about the associated purchase item”

	SG215
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to content and schedule in the second sentence of purchase data fragment

Proposed Resolution:

The PurchaseData fragment collects the information about one or several PurchaseChannels and may be associated with PreviewData specific to a certain schedule item, content item, service or service
 bundle
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
2006-0649R01-CR-clarify-previewDataIDRef addresses this comment.

	SG216
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Typo and there is no reference to schedule in the purchase channel fragment

Proposed Resolution:

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

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

	SG217
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

SGDD is not a fragment of the data model: it shouldn’t be located in this section

Proposed Resolution:

To remove SGDD from Service Guide Structure and Fragmentation


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG051 


	SG218
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment on SGDD:

Does it mean that the scope of (fragmentID, transport ID) of an ESG is global: i.e. independent of the network?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed, frangmentID is globally unique, but transportID is unique within one SG entry point. Section 5.4.2.1 gives details why and how to map FragmentID and TransportID. 



	SG219
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

To add content reference in the first sentence

Proposed Resolution:

The preview data contains information that is used by the terminal to present the service or content outline to users, so that the users can have a general idea of what the service or content is about. 


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG176
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

Description under ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor contains a unresolved note.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
remove the following note 
“Note: The necessity of scoping multiple SGDDs is to be further studied.”

	SG222
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor has note highlighted in yellow.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG176

	SG349
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Note at end of “ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor” is unresolved 

Proposed resolution:

Determine scoping rules for multiple SGDDs.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG176

	SG342
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Comment:

Notes in Figure 1 are confusing.

Proposed resolution:

Either delete the notes or provide more explanation.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG170

	SG343
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description of Schedule is incorrect.  It indicates that Schedule may be associated with a Service fragment, whereas as shown by the data model and table, Schedule always references a Service fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description for Purchase Channel, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Schedule fragment defines the timeframes in which associated content items are available for streaming, downloading and/or rendering. This fragment may alsobe associated with SHALL reference the Service fragment, in which case it defines the timeframe of the Service availability.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Because Schedule also can be used to define the timeframe of content or Interactivity Media Document which are associated with the service, but not define the timeframe of the service itself.
Remove the latest sentence, i.e. 

“The Schedule fragment defines the timeframes in which associated content items are available for streaming, downloading and/or rendering.”

	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.”

	SG344
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description for Content is inaccurate.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description as follows, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“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 may reference associated to exactly zero or more one Service fragments.  It may also have a reference to zero or more Schedule, PurchaseItem or PreviewData fragments., and may be referenced by Schedule, PurchaseItem and InteractivityData fragments.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by 
SG172 


	SG345
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description of “Session Description” contains lower-case “may” in second line.

Proposed resolution:

Capitalize this word.  Editor should review all instances of “may” for proper capitalization, or reduction to “can” as appropriate.
	Status: Open

Editor: CR is expected from Editor. 

	SG346
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description of “Session Description” should be improved for correctness and clarity.  “Auxiliary information” should be referred to by its proper name “auxiliary description information”, and indicated as applicable for associated delivery procedures.  In addition, the description for Session Description refers to significant mechanisms (3GPP MBMS User Services, and  Associated Delivery Descriptions) without providing references.  Lastly, the Session Description, as a SG fragment, cannot be used for the SG delivery itself. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description for Session Description, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The Session Description is a Service Guide fragment which provides the session information for access to a service or content item. Further, the session description may contain auxiliary description information, used for associated delivery procedures.
The session information SHALL be provided using syntax of SDP in text format.

Auxiliary description information is provided in XML format and SHALL contain either a 3GPP MBMS User Service Descriptions [3GPP TS 26.346] or an Associated Delivery Descriptions as specified in [BCAST10-Distribution]. 

Note that in case SDP syntax is used, an alternative way to deliver the SessionDescription is by encapsulating the SDP in text format in Access Fragment.

Note that in concept Session_Description may be used both for Service Guide delivery itself.  This is represented by the transport session parameters in the Service Guide Delivery Descriptor. as well as for the content sessions.”
	Status: Open
Action to Ericsson, Siemens, Motorola, Qualcomm to offline discuss the need to support other BDS’ associated delivery procedures and other signaling data. e.g. MBMS USD.
It is also related to MA16.


	SG265
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

First paragraphe of Session Description is in conflict with the unique type of a session description (see Session Description Reference in Access definition) 

Proposed resolution:

The session description can contain either:

· An SDP formatted SessionDescription fragment (or MBMS User service Description)

· Or, an XML formatted AuxiliaryDescription fragment"
	Status: OPEN

This comment is related to SG346

	SG266
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The type of the Session Description described in the Access fragment is SDP or MBMS. We should align the type

Proposed resolution:

Change desciption by: 

 “Type of the session description referred by this SessionDescriptionReference

1 – SDP

2 – XML
	Status: OPEN

This comment is related to SG346

	SG331
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No information is available in Access Fragment on encryption type i.e. whether SRTP, ISMACryp or IPSec is used. The option to signal this should be given so as to allow terminals to determine whether or not they can decrypt protected streams.

Currently the terminal would only know when looking at the STKM. Should we not consider signaling this in SDP as well?
	Status: OPEN

Action to Qualcomm to figure out whether SDP can signal the encryption info

	SG264
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

No information is available in Access Fragment on encryption type i.e. whether SRTP, ISMACryp or IPSec is used. It may be a good idea to give the option to signal this so as to allow terminals to determine whether or not they can decrypt protected streams (without accessing SDP or STKM).

Currently the terminal would only know when looking at the SDP or STKM. Actually, is it signaled in SDP explicitly? 
	Status: OPEN

This comment is related to SG331.

	SG347
	2006.05.24
	N
	Multiple

5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Description for “Purchase Channel” is incorrect in that the Purchase Channel does not functionally map to the BSM.  The Purchase Channel represents the system from which services/content can be purchased.  Its Selector indicates whether this Purchase Channel is associated with the terminal’s affiliated BSM, and consequently, whether the terminal is eligible to access this Purchase Channel.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the first paragraph of the description for Purchase Channel, as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“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.  The PurchaseChannel is associated with one or more Broadcast Subscription Managements (BSMs).  The terminal is only permitted to access a particular PurchaseChannel if it is affiliated with a BSM that is also associated with that PurchaseChannel. The PurchaseChannel maps to the BSM or Broadcast Subscription Management in the BCAST AD.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	SG348
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor is transported on the Service Guide Announcement Channel, not the “delivery channel”.

Proposed resolution:

In the first sentence of the description of ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor, replace “delivery channel” by “Service Guide Announcement Channel”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG350
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The last sentence of the description for PreviewData is awkwardly stated, and it misses Schedule as another fragment which references PreviewData.  Also, for greater accuracy, replace “preview data” by “Preview Data” in two places in the description.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description for PreviewData as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The preview data PreviewData contains information that is used by the terminal to present the service or content outline to users, so that the users can have a general idea of what the service is about. The preview data PreviewData can include simple texts, static images (for example, logo), short video clips, or even reference to another service which could be a low bit rate version for the main service. Service, Content, PurchaseData, Access and Schedule fragments may reference Other fragments like “Service”, “Content”, “PurchaseData”, and “Access” can link to PreviewData.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG351
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

No description is given for “InteractivityData” fragment. 

Proposed resolution:

Use the following description:

“The InteractivityData fragment contains information that is used by the terminal to offer interactive services to the user, which are associated with the ‘regular’ broadcast content. 

InteractivityData fragment may reference the Service, Content and Schedule fragments, and may be referenced by the Schedule fragment.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG042

	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



	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

	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

	SG362
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Reference to proprietary attributes in last row of the table is unique to this fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Delete the word “attributes”.
	Status: OPEN

Resolution is covered by SG020,

	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.

	SG352
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

By looking at all SG fragments, there are very few elements which are mandatory to send. If the terminal receives a SG which only has mandatory elements included, the terminal doesn’t get any information. 
Proposed resolution:

Either make the basic fields mandatory or define the terminal behaviors.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Mandatory elements/attributes are basic fields, which are common for all kinds of services. Optional elements/attributes will be included to describe different services; it is SG provider’s choice.

no action is needed.

	SG353
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Throughout this section, NTP-formatted time parameters are indicated as expressed by datatype = int.  However, such specification seems misaligned with NTP timestamp, offically represented as a 64-bit quantity, consisting of a 32-bit seconds part and a 32-bit fractional second part.
Proposed resolution:

Correct the datatyping for NTP for alignment.  For example, change it to (64-bit) “unsignedLong”.  Alternatively, change it to (true 32-bit) “unsignedint”, and defined to represent strictly the 32-bit “seconds part” of NTP.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by CR444R02

	SG354
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Throughout this section, “integer” related data types: int, integer, unsignedInt are assigned in somewhat ad-hoc fashion.

Proposed resolution:

Define all integer related data types to be unsigned unless a specific exception is required.  When an exception is required, the reason should be explicitly noted.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by CR444R02

	SG364
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Until Duration, all integer terms are defined to be unsigned (except for time values) from here on integers are often not specified to be unsigned for no apparent reason.

Proposed resolution:

Define all integers to be unsigned unless a specific exception is required.  When an exception is required, the reason should be explicitly noted.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by CR444R02

	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

Action to KPN, Orange, Ericsson, Motorola, Nokia, Siemens and Qualcomm to resovle SG027 and SG238 together.


	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.


	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.

	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 SG286

	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: Tentatively CLOSED

No action is needed. ScheduleReference is used to reference to a Schedule fragment which gives the timing information of Interactivity Data, but InteractiveWindow is a time window defined directly in the InteractivityData fragment. 

	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.


	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.

	SG384
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.4, usage (A) under PreviewDataIDRef (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The value of Usage is messed up.

Proposed resolution:

Correct them.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
resolution is covered by SG085

	SG385
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5 (Session Description)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The numercial values for usage are incorrect.
Proposed resolution:
Correct the numbering.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
resolution is covered by SG085

	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.

	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

Resolution is covered by SG286


	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by 445R01


	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
Action to Samsung, Ericsson, Motorola, Nokia to offline discuss. 


	

	
	
	
	






	


	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: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed.


	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

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 : Tentatively CLOSED
Remove the note.

	SG366
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2 (Schedule)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Editorial note on DWid alignment with associated delivery procedures is unresolved.

Proposed resolution:

Determine the necessary alignment and state as necessary.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG120

	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
Change the description of “length” E1 element in Content fragment to

“The true length of the content using “duration” XML data type”.
Also change the datatype of “length” E1 element to “duration”.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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
(1) Change the cardinality of SDP element from 0..1 to 0..n
(2) CR is expected from Motorola to propose the resolution of this part.
CR697R01 from Motorola expected to address comments in Beijing meeting

	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	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
Editor: CR from Motorola is expected. 

Signal the use of <choice> in the descriptions of the “ServiceIDRef”, “ScheduleRefecence”,  “ContentIDRef” and “PurchaseItemIDRef”. Additionally, update the SG XML schema accordingly.
698R01 expected from Motorola to address comments in Beijing
Action to editor to check if all similar case has been specified to using the same mechanism  i.e <choice> after the consistency review complete.


	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”


	Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	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.

	Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.


	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.


	Tentatively CLOSED

2006-0650R01-CR-fragment-category.doc addresses this comment.

	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.
	Tentatively CLOSED
resolution is covered by SG019

	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


	Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	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.


	Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.

	SG361
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 and others
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ExtensionDescription is under-specified regarding language.

Proposed resolution:

Change cardinality of ExtensionDescription to (0..N).  Align definition with description.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by SG150

	SG324
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It should be worthwhile to have Extensiondescription associated to each URL especially if we have several ExtensionURL
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Use the same structure proposed in SG150 as the resolution.

	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.


	Tentatively CLOSED
Use the same structure proposed in SG150 as the resolution.

	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

Action to Samsung, Ericsson, Siemens, Motorola, Qualcomm, Orange, KPN to offline discussion.


	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
Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	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
Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	SG253
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the rationale to have such exclusive value for transmission media. 

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify the description of such field
	Status: OPEN

Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	SG258
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the difference between servicedeliverytransmissionscheme and interactiveservicedeliverytransmissionscheme? The description needs to be more explicit
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	SG374
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, InteractiveServiceDeliveryTransmissionScheme (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

A more clear and accurate name should be given to this element, since it is really referring to access to service over the interaction channel, as opposed to service interactivity.  In addition, the description of this element should be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Replace the name of this element by “InteractionChannelAccessScheme”.  Also, change the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“This element indicates which the server and/or protocol is used for delivery access of service over Interaction Channel.
Contains the following element:

AccessServerURL”
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	SG377
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, ServiceInteractiveTransmissionScheme (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

A more clear and accurate name should be given to this element, since it is really referring to access method for service interactivity.  In addition, the definition for this element should be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Replace the name of this element by “ServiceInteractivityAccessScheme”.  Also, change the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“This element indicates which communication system or protocol is used for service interactivity Interaction Channel.
Containing the following attribute:
TransmissionSchemeType
Contains the following elements:

AccessServerIpAddress
AccessServerURL
AccessServerPhoneNumber”
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	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

Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	SG254
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Interaction channel is not a Broadcast Distribution System 

Proposed Resolution:

To remove Interaction channel from BDS Type
	Status: OPEN

Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	SG257
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What about the possibility to use protocols like RTSP in TransmissionSchemeType?

Proposed Resolution:

1 : Interaction Channel provided by Interaction network

2 : MMS

3 : WAP 1.0

4 : WAP 2.x

5: SMS

6: HTTP
7: RSTP
	Status: OPEN

Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.
Note: need to change RSTP to RTSP

	SG459
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

InteractivityData does not contain an "interactive delivery" mechanism as required in the Services spec ("If the terminal supports interactive channel, the terminal SHALL support the retrieval of InteractivityMedia documents and associated files over interaction channel. ")

Proposed Resolution:

Add explanation and specification for signaling that and how InteractivityMedia documents can be retrieved over interaction channel
	Status: OPEN
Resolution is related to SG105, offline discussion is needed.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	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.


	Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed throughout the SG TS.

 

	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”

	Tentatively CLOSED


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

	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.


	Tentatively CLOSED

No section 5.2.1.3 existing, the right section should be 6.2.4.1

Suggest to change 

“9 – DVB-H Cell ID (editorial note: to be verified)”

To

“

9 – DVB-H Cell ID (specified in section 6.2.4.1 of [BCAST10-DVBH-IPDC-Adaptation] )”


	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 : Tentatively CLOSED


Resolution is covered by SG157

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Add 

“This element SHOULD not be used for presentation purposes for roaming users, but only for home users. 

”
As the 2nd paragraph of PriceInfo description.



	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: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed

	SG
193
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

There are some unclarity of PromotionInfo element in PurchaseData fragment; also some terms used are not accurate.

Proposed Resolution:

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0511-CR-editorial-improvement-of-PromotionInfo.doc
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG511R01.

	SG
194
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

There is the following note in section 5.1.2.7, but it is not clear what this note is referring to.

“NOTE: how to handle the wrap-up of the versions is to be specified”

Proposed Resolution:

Remove this note.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Remove the note and add the following bullet as the last bullet in section 5.4.5
 “The terminal SHALL handle the possible wrap-around of the version”
”


	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG210
	2006.05.23
	N
	5, 5.1, 5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517

Comment:

No introductory text. 5.1.1 starts with a figure. Furthermore, Figure is followed by a Note! Appropriate text should be provided before, introducing the figure.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Move the 1st paragraph of section 5.1.1 to the beginning of this section, additionally change 

“The structure of the Service Guide data model is illustrated in the Figure 1 above.”
To 

“The structure of the Service Guide data model is illustrated in the Figure 1 below.”

	SG223
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Missing introductory text to whole section
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED


367R01 provides the resolution

	SG224
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2 sections
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Subsection headings don't include "fragment". Should this be added e.g. 5.1.2.1  Service Fragment etc.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action neeeded, since section 5.1.2.5 Session Description is not purely describing one fragment, fragment description under every sections should already be very clear.

	SG225
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There's no element about service provider. 

Proposed resolution:

For “Service Provider” element, 

· Category: “NO/TO”

· Cardinality: “0..n”

· Description “Specifies which service provider has provided the service” 

· Value: “string”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed, because it is handled by SGDD grouping criteria 


	SG226
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Don't we need to add free or not free element to this fragment to simplify terminal processing 

Proposed resolution:

For “Free” element, 

· Category: “NO/TO”

· Cardinality: “0..1”

· Description “Specifies if services is provided for free” 

· Value: “boolean”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed, this information can be covered by PurchaseItem, PurchaseData fragments.

	SG227
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Typo over-write to override

Proposed Resolution:

Intended order of display of this service relative to other services as presented to the end user.  The order of display is by increasing Weight value (i.e., service with lowest Weight is displayed first).

User preference, if available, SHALL override the Weight.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.


	SG228
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:
Why using a GlobalServiceID and not the ID? 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed.This issue was discussed in BCAST before, In case the same service is included in different purchase items or provided by different service provider with different service id, then a unique GlobalServiceID is helpful for user to know they are referring to the same piece of content.




	SG229
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:
Many elements defining the Service Guide fragments have a section tagged between “Start of program guide” and “End of program guide”. However, there is no the  weight element define in this section. Shouldn’t we move weight element between “Start of program guide” and “End of program guide”?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Editor: 
Resolution is in OMA-BCAST-2006-0678R01-CR_SG229_resolution_program_guide_info_explanation from KPN. 


	SG230
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Element Genre has no classification scheme. It needs to be added.
	Status: OPEN

Group discussion is needed.

	SG231
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Polarity Attribute is defined as NO/TO with cardinality 1. This is not consistent

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by O..1
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG232
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Type Attribute is defined as NO/TO with cardinality 1. This is not consistent

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by O..1
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG233
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1, 5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Service and Access fragments have ServiceProtection "element". But we have service and content protection. So this should either be called ServiceContentProtection or perhaps simply Protection. 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Rename “ServiceProtection” element to “ServiceContentProtection”

	SG234
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceBaseCID attribute exists, but what about ProgramBaseCID? Furthermore, what is the equivalent Smartcard profile parameter? Is it the same?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Resolution is covered by SG099



	SG235
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1, 5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceProtection description says if encrypted Boolean is set to false, if not set to true. It should be the other way round: serviceprotection is true if the service is encrypted and false if not encrypted.

Proposed Resolution:

Specifies if the service is encrypted (falsetrue) or not (truefalse). This element will be used for presentation purpose to users.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	SG236
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.1 and other occurences
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

At the end of the table, legend is provided. This explains NO, NM, TO, TM. NO and NM say whether the *use* is optional or not, but nothing about whether it is mandatory to support. As in both cases it is mandatory for the network to support, this should be stated explicitly.

This should be reflected throughout the document.

Proposed Resolution:

Category: NM = Mandatory for network to use and mandatory for network to support; NO = Optional for network to use and mandatory for network to support; TM = Mandatory for terminal to support; TO = Optional for terminal to support
	Status: OPEN

Action to KPN and Panasonic to champion the collection of NO/TM input list from companies, and lead the resolution efforts.

	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.

	SG237
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

This sentence is not clear: “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”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG026

	SG365
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2 (Schedule)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The first sentence text of this section is not understandable.  It needs to be modified/improved.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 1st sentence as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text”

“The schedule fragment is provides the technical declaration of the media sources broadcast programming of which is a in turn comprises the service or content fragments to which Schedule refers.content or service fragment that it refers to is composed of.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG026

	SG238
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
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 method is not the habit.
	Status: OPEN

Orange commented usually "live streaming" uses an SDP file where t = <start time> <stop time> is equal to t= 0 0. How can we rely on these times?
Editor: However in SDP RFC2327, t = 0 0 is strongly discouraged. 
Frank and Uwe comfirmed that t=0 0 is the common practice for live steaming.
Action to KPN, Orange, Ericsson, Motorola, Nokia, Siemens and Qualcomm to resovle SG027 and SG238 together.


	SG239
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

This sentence is not clear: “When content item - related to schedule fragment ‘A’ with attribute set to ‘default’ - is related to a service fragment - which has a schedule fragment ‘B’ related to it set to ‘default’ -, than ‘A’ takes precedence over ‘B’.”

Proposed Resolution:

In case one schedule fragment A refers to service B and content C and one schedule D refers to service B (and doesn't refer to any content fragment), ‘A’ takes precedence over ‘D
’  
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed.

	SG240
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is not Element about the fact that a given schedule could be or not encrypted
Proposed Resolution:

Add an element to this fragment to refer about free or paid services
	Status: OPEN

Orange proposed to add two elements  "free-to-air" and "clear-to air" giving the information whether the schedule should be purchased or not  and whether the schedule is encrypted or not. 
Editor: related to SG226, suggest to close it with no action.


	SG241
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Second sentence of InteractivityDataIDRef element description need to be clarified. Is it really a reference to a schedule fragment or an interactivity fragment?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED


Move the 2nd sentence of InteractivityDataIDRef element description to the end and change it to 
“Note: This Schedule fragment declares the available schedule for the file delivery of the InteractivityMedia Documents referenced within the InteractivityData fragment.”


	SG242
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case a user starts watching the content after the AutoStart time, he can’t see the InteractivityData except if he requests it. It is more relevant to have an AutoStart window instead of given times.

Proposed Resolution:

AutoStart should contain 2 attributes that refers to this period (AutoStart_Start_Time and AutoStart_Stop_Time)
	Status: OPEN

Orange commented Autostart declares the time when the associated InteractivityMedia document is automatically activated. They are just thinking of the use case where the user consumes the related service just a few seconds after the Autostart. In that case, is the Intercativity Media document automatically activated? If yes, for how long it will be activated? The idea of AutoStart_Start_Time and AutoStart_Stop_Time is to solve this issue.
Editor: need group’s opinion.


	SG243
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Do we need to introduce an element RepeatInterval? Can’t we use the start time and stop time

Proposed Resolution:

Delete RepeatInterval or have clearest description
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Orange has no more issue on it, no action is needed.

	SG244
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The cardinality of AudioLanguageIDRef is 0…1. It will be possible to have more language for the same schedule 

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality to 0…n
	Status: OPEN
Action to KPN, Motorola, Siemens, Orange to offline discussion.

	SG245
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the precedence of PreviewDataIDRef wrt the PreviewData associated to the content fragment?
	Status: Tentativeyl CLOSED
PreviewDataIDRef references to PreviewData fragment, and PreivewData fragment describes preview data media.
This comment is resoved by 649R01.

	SG246
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There's no element about keyword (for searching), credits list. We need to add these elements
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

ExtenstionURL can link to other information like credits list, keyword.

	SG247
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Do we need to introduce an attribute GlobalContentID? Can’t we use attribute id

Proposed Resolution:

Delete GlobalContentID or have clearest description
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed. In case the same content is included in different purchase item or provided by different service provider with different content id, then a unique GlobalContentID is helpful for user to know they are referring to the same piece of content.



	SG248
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Regarding Attribute Weight: Is there a possibility to have the same content with differents weights depending of the services it relates to?
	Status: OPEN

Editor: Action Orange and Qualcomm to offline discuss the final resolution and provide CR. 


	SG249
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case of a file, a length can be expressed in bytes. Do we assume that the length is only for A/V programs

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify the scope of the length field
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Orange commented it should be written that length in Content fragment is only for A/V contents.
Change the description of “Length” in Content fragment 
"Duration of the A/V content declared in minutes."


	SG250
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the precedence between content broadcast_area and service broadcast_area.

Proposed Resolution:

Clarify this issue
	Status: OPEN

Action to Samsung make a CR to clarify the precedence of some common elemenst/attributes in fragments.

	SG251
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It would be better to have a cardinality 0..N for FileDescription and  have the complete set of attributes describing a file (TOI, Content location, content-length,…). 

The same content may be linked to different services: do we assume that all these attributes and sub-elements will be the same whatever the service provider nad whatever the delivery session?
	Status: OPEN

Editor: “File” sub-elements with cardinality 1..n under FileDescription gives the complete set of attributes describing a file. If the attributes and sub-elements are different, a different content should be created.Suggest no action is needed.
Group discussion is requested by Motorola.


	SG442
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

The “FileDescription” is not in the correct place in the ServiceGuide. As this element describes how a particular content is delivered in a given session (in particular an ALC session), it should be made available in the Access Fragment. This would provide a cleaner separation between schedule, content, and delivery declarations.

Proposed resolution:

Move the “FileDescription” element from the Content fragment to the Access fragment.


	Status : OPEN

Related to SG251

	SG252
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is no reference to schedule in access fragment

Proposed Resolution:

An access fragment describes to the terminal how it can access a service or a schedule during the lifespan of the access fragment.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change the description of Access fragment as it is proposed.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG255
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the use of the receiver IP address in the access fragment ? Could we clarify the description of this attribute?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Remove “IpAddress” attribute because this information is covered by session description and session description is always present for Access fragment.









	SG256
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What about the possibility to use protocols like FTP in AccessMechanism?

Proposed Resolution:

Specifies the transport mechanism that is used for this access. Currently defined values are

· “3GPP-PSS” (3GPP packet-switched streaming service)

· “3GPP2-MSS” (3GPP2 multimedia streaming services)

· “HTTP” (HTTP file download)

· “FLUTE” (FLUTE file delivery)

· “FTP”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Datatype pf “AccessMechanism” is string, which provides the extensibility to use FTP.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG259
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Does TerminalCapabiliy Requirement  mean that the terminal has to fetch and parse first the SDP before having information about the terminal capabilities required? Doesn't seem optimized. Adding information like MIMETypeset as it is defined in downloadFile element should be valuable for both video and audio elements

Proposed resolution:

Add an element MIMETypeSet (see the MIMETypeSet description for DownloadFile)
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed,

	SG260
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

typo in AccessServerIPAdress

Proposed resolution:

“URL”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change “IP address of Sever,”

To 

“IP address of Server,”

	SG261
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Description of NotificationReception is not clear.
	Status: OPEN

Orange commented they don't think that the NotificationPort should be mandatory in case where notifications are sent only through a polling way (the URL seems sufficient). However, it is written "NotificationPort is mandatory because a designated UDP Port SHALL be used to deliver the notification message through an on-going session or the designated session while NotificationAddress is optionally used for the delivery of Notification Messages through the designated multicast or broadcast session"....
Editor: related to SG262. 

	SG262
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why NotificationPort cardinality is 0..1 (optional) whereas in the description in NotificationReception is mandatory.

Proposed resolution:

Change cardinality to “1”
	Status: OPEN

Action to Samsung to make CR to clarify the spec

	SG299
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

NotificationPort Attribute is defined as mandatory with a category NO/TM and a cardinality 0…1. This is not consistent

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by 1 and cardinality by NM/TM
	Status: OPEN

Same as SG262. 

	SG407
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Category for NotificationPort should be NM/TM so that it is consistent with the description (the second paragraph) under NotificationReception. In addition, the second paragraph under NotificationReception should be moved to the description under this element.

Proposed resolution:

Change NO/TM to NM/TM and move the second paragraph under NotificationReception to the description under this NotificationPort.
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG262

	SG263
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Sentence describing access fragment should talk about service and content protection information.

Proposed Resolution:

An access fragment describes to the terminal how it can access a service during the lifespan of the access fragment. If the content is protected, the fragment also contains Service and Content Protection information.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change 

“An access fragment describes to the terminal how it can access a service during the lifespan of the access fragment.”

To

“An access fragment describes to the terminal how it can access a service during the lifespan of the access fragment. If the service or content is protected, the fragment also contains Service and Content Protection information.”



	SG220
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Description of Access fragment does not mention service and content protection information. As this is important to BCAST 1.0 it is suggested to add this to the description.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Editor: if the proposed resolution for SG263 is accepted by the group, then suggest to append “If the service or content is protected, the fragment also contains Service and Content Protection information.”  at the end of Access description in section 5.1.1.



	SG267
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Add a reference to IPv4 and change service guide by SessionDescription

Proposed resolution:

The following applies to the SDP formatted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· For Ipv4 support in SDP, RFC 2237 is used

· SessionDescription fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change 

“The following applies to the SDP formartted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· Service Guide fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.

”

To 

“The following applies to the SDP formatted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· For IPv4 support in SDP, RFC 2327 is used

SessionDescription fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.”

	SG268
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The text seems wrong

Proposed resolution:

Change 

“The following applies to the SDP formatted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· Service Guide fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.”

 by:

“The following applies to the SDP formartted SessionDescription fragment.

· For IPv6 support in SDP, RFC 3266 is used. 

· SessionDescription fragments may also contain other SDP extensions.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
resolution Is covered by SG267

	SG269
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The SessionDescription can provide a list of sender IP adresses. This should be added in this normative section 

Proposed Resolution:

Additionally, the SessionDescription MAY provide the following parameters:

The sender IP address or list of sender IP adresses
The mode of MBMS bearer per media

FEC configuration and related parameters

Service language(s) per media
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed. One SDP can only have one sender IP address.

	SG270
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The sentence should be aligned with the normative text in section 5.1.2.5.2  

Proposed Resolution:

Change the sentence

“For the above parameteres, either SDP [RFC 2327] or MBMS user service description (MBMS-USD) [26.346], or [DVB JTC 188] section 5.2 SHALL be used to describe a broadcast streamed media session. An example is given here.”

By

“For the above parameteres, either SDP [RFC 2327] or MBMS user service description (MBMS-USD) [26.346], or [DVB JTC 188] section 5.2 SHALL be used to describe a broadcast streamed media session. The format of SDP as specified by clause 8.3 of [3GPP MBMS] or section XXX of [DVB JTC 188] SHALL be used when SDP is used to describe streamed media session. An example is given here.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

No difference between the existing text and the added text.

	SG484
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The SDP example in this section contains the following flaws:

· udp/ecm seems to be related to the DVB-IPDC Open Security framework and is not a valid protocol w.r.t. the SDP RFC

· audio payload format of 0 (PCMU) is not a format used in any mobile broadcast system

· video payload format of 31 (H.261) is not a format used in any mobile broadcast system

Proposed resolution:

The errors pointed out should be corrected. Furthermore, the compatibility of the encryption-related parameters with the final BCAST SPCP solution should be checked.


	OPEN

Action to Nokia to make CR to correct, and Siemens and Orange to check.

	SG271
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

SDP example is buggy and needs to be fixed
	Status: OPEN
This comment is related to SG484


	SG272
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Contains SDP example that includes service and content protection information. The example should either be completely removed or corrected to remove any spcp information. Such SDP examples are in the SvcContProt specification.

Proposed Resolution:

Remove incorrect example.
	Status: OPEN

This comment is related to SG484

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG273
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In (MBMS-USD) [26.346] number of channel is equal to one. In Bcast specification this number “in the session can be one or more”. We should provide a descriptor in the specification that indicate the number of channels 
	Status: OPEN
It is provided already by SDP as specified in section 5.1.2.5.2.1.

Action to Ericsson and Motorola to check USD.

	SG274
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What about free bouquet in purchase item? We should provide an attribute that specifies free bouquet
Proposed Resolution:

Add a free attribute in PurchaseItem fragment.

For “Free” attribute, 

· Category: “NM/TM”

· Cardinality: “0..1”

· Description “Specifies if declared services or content are provided for free” 

· Value: “boolean”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

No action is needed. Once there is no PurchaseData fragment associated with the PurchaseITerm, it means free.


	SG275
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

A purchase can also be made by SMS… Connection element need also to mention a Purchase by SMS element or another
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No action is needed. This comment will be covered by Services TS.


	SG276
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We need to define a classification list of bearer
	Status: OPEN
Action to Orange to clarify the comment,

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG277
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How does the terminal work when VideoURI and AudioURI are the same. We should proposed a text.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change the 1st sentence of the description of Video element to

"Video defines how to obtain an audio/video trailer clip which can enable the user to preview the service or content.”


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG280
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is only one AccessIDRef. Are we sure that all the elements from the preview data are delivered through only one Access: some preview data can be downloded and other streamed..
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

No action is needed.

	SG281
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Word “signal” seems more adapted than word “carry”

Proposed Resolution:

“ID of the Access fragment. The referenced access fragment might signal a continuous stream (for example, a dedicated preview channel) which is a simplified version of the original content (smaller frame size, less bit rate).”
	Status: OPEN

The resolution is covered by CR512R01

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG
196
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9, 

5.6
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

How to deliver preview data to terminals is ambiguous in the SG TS. Some change and explanation have to be made.

Proposed Resolution:

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0512-CR-preview-data-distribution.doc 
	Status: OPEN
The potential resolution is covered by CR512R01

	SG278
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case of dynamic preview data, how a URI provides the means to the A/V player to render the video. Isn't there a need to have a SDP file?
	Status: OPEN

Editor: related to SG196

	SG426
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.6
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509
Comment:

In the description of this section, it should be noted that it is optional for the terminal to receive PreviewData over the interaction channel even if the terminal supports interaction channel.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the last sentence of the description as shown below, with changes shown by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

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

Editor: related to SG196

	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

Editor: related to SG196

	SG279
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Codecs are already defined in Access fragment. Do we need to specify it here?

Proposed Resolution:

To delete Codec element
	Status: OPEN

Editor: PreviewData fragment is not always associated with Access fragment, that means Access is not always available to indicate the codec requirements. 
Related to SG196

	SG
197
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.9, 

5.6
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0510
Comment:

The terms and concept of PreviewData fragment and preview data is sometimes mixed in the spec.

Proposed Resolution:

Suggest to unify ,

--“PreviewData” is used as fragment name 

--“preview data” is used to indicate the media components used for preview.

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0512-CR-preview-data-distribution.doc
	Status: OPEN
The resolution is covered by CR512R01

	SG
198
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.9, 

5.6
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

Some editorial changes are suggested to improve the specification on preview data

Proposed Resolution:

See OMA-BCAST-2006-0512-CR-preview-data-distribution.doc 
	Status: OPEN
The resolution is covered by CR512R01

	SG394
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.9 (PreviewData)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the description of this fragment, the text under typical usage (3) should be reworded to correct grammar and improve clarity.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the text as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“(1) Service-by-Service Switching: presenting the preview data to users during the “dead time” between a) terminal discovery of the entry point to, and actual join of, a for the gap in time when the users join the service or content item, via access or b) user-initiated quickly switching from one service/content item to another access;”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	SG395
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the description of this fragment, the text under typical usage (1) should be reworded to correct grammar and improve clarity.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the text as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“(3) Service Preview: presenting the preview data to users when the users want to briefly preview see beforehand the service or content in brief during while browsing the service guide;”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed

	SG396
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.9, SMIL (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Reference to SMIL profile should also include [3GPP2 C.S0050], which specifies the 3GPP2 SMIL profile for MSS (Multimedia Streaming Service).  As explained in Doc-362R01, the 3GPP2 SMIL profile is a superset of the 3GPP SMIL profile, and while a 3GPP2 SMIL client will decode a 3GPP SMIL file, it will not work the other way around.

Proposed resolution:

1) Modify the description of the SMIL (E1) element, as follows, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“SMIL (Synchronized Multimedia Integration Language) is a language that allows authors to be able to easily define and synchronize multimedia elements (video, sound, still images) for Web-like presentation and interaction.

Contains the following attribute:

type

Depending on the type, theThe SMIL profile as defined in [3GPP 26.246R6] or [3GPP2 C.S0050] shall be used.”

2) Add a row below SMIL (E1) with

Name:  type

Type:  A

Category:  NO/TM
Cardinality:  0..1

Description:

“The type of SMIL profile associated with this PreviewData.

Type=0:   3GPP PSS SMIL Profile [3GPP TS 26.246]

Type=1: 3GPP2 MSS SMIL Profile [3GPP2 C.S0050]

Data Type:  boolean
	Status: OPEN
pending on TS Services ICONRR discussion.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG282
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Access fragment is not indicated in the table. We should delete it from the second sentence of the section

Proposed Resolution:

“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 to 

“The InteractivityData fragment can reference service fragments, content fragments, schedule fragments, a set of presentation windows within a schedule fragment or InteractivityWindow.”

	SG283
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Word “signal” seems more adapted than word “carry” in the InteractivityMediaDocumentPointer attribute

Proposed Resolution:

“Reference to the GroupID of the Interactivity_Media Documents which signal the interactivity media objects. The pointer points to all InteractivityMedia Documents with the same GroupID. The InteractivityMedia Document with the highest GroupPosition (see [TS Services] section 5.3.6). is rendered.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change to
“

Reference to the GroupID of the Interactivity_Media Documents which refer to the interactivity media objects. The pointer points to all InteractivityMedia Documents with the same GroupID. The InteractivityMedia Document with the highest GroupPosition (see [TS Services] section 5.3.6). is rendered.”

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG285
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is a data type value in the schedulerefence element

Proposed Resolution:

Delete anyURI
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
No datatype for ScheduleReference in latest SG TS.

no action is needed

	SG286
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

There is an error in the description of PresentationWindowID. Remove access to interactivitydata.

Proposed Resolution:

“ Relation reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the interactivity data fragment belongs”

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change the description of PresentationWindowID to 
“Relation reference to the PresentationWindowID to which the InteractivityData fragment belongs”

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG355
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 (Service)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Last sentence in description of “Weight” is incorrect. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace “overwrite” by “override”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.

	SG356
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceProtection doesn’t allow for possibility that a Service may contain some unprotected components. 

Proposed resolution:

Change to an element that allows for protected and unprotected components.
	Status: OPEN

Aug 31 CC: Group has the concern component protection info is indicated in Access fragment, seems no need in Service fragment, and bi-directional link between Service and Content fragments may introduce inconsistency. 
Charles will provide 737R01 for alternative resolution.


	SG357
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Weight, ServiceProtection and ServiceType, are used for presentation purposes, but are not considered as part of the “program guide” area

Proposed resolution:

Move these elements to the Program Guide area
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

678R01 addresses this comment




	SG359
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 and others
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The statement “The Program guide elements SHALL be used for presentation purposes” is unclear.  Does this override “TO” for elements like TargetUserProfile and UserRating?  Does it mean that the terminal is required to display these items to the user, not merely to process them?  Does it mean that these elements are only to be used for the PG and SHALL NOT be used for any other purpose? 

Proposed resolution:

Determine the intent of the statement and clarify.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
678R01 addresses this comment


	SG358
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1 (ServiceType)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear from the description the intended “rendering” function involving this element. 

Proposed resolution:

Clarify the 1st sentence description as follows:

“Type Identification of the service.  It SHALL be used processed by the terminal strictly for rendering to the user as an icon, or graphic representation for the serviceonly.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

change the 1st sentence description as follows:

“Type of the service.  It SHALL be used processed by the terminal strictly for rendering to the user for example as a textual indicator, an icon, or graphic representation for the serviceonly.”


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG360
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

UserRating:  the word “favourism” has no meaning in English, and it is not obvious what is intended. In addition, the data type is integer, but there is no value to be specified.

Proposed resolution:

Replace by a correct term, such as “favorites”.  Specify the integer value or change it to string.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG024 (to remove all UserRating)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG363
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2 and others
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The term “Relation reference to” appearing in “AudioLanguageIDRef” and “TextLanguageIDRef”, and other fragments in the Service Guide spec is obscure.   Also, Language is specified as anyURI rather than xml:lang, as in most other places in the SG.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “Relation reference to” by “Identification of”.  Replace “anyURI” by “string”, noting that the language should be handled by xml:lang.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

change the description of AudioLanguageIDRef from

“Relation reference to the AudioLanguageID to which the schedule fragment belongs.”

To 

“Reference to the AudioLanguage of the content/service referred to this schedule”

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG367
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509, OMA-BCAST-2006-0508

Comment:

In the course of agreed changes in 2005 (OMA-BCAST-2005-0614R04 and OMA-BCAST-2005-0755R01), formerly agreed presentation-related semantics of Cachecast  (formerly “clipcast”) services are lost.  Specifically, the Presentation Window, representing end-user oriented presentation information, should be added to the Content fragment, as a part of the “program guide”.

Proposed resolution:

See CR per Doc-0508 on the proposed changes.
	Status: OPEN

	SG368
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceIDRef is optional. If it is omitted, does it mean this content doesn’t belong to any service fragment?

Proposed resolution:

Clarify it.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
yes, Content can be a standalone content item which is not part of any service, eg. a codec software.

No action is needed.

	SG369
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ParentalRating description contains old text on age limits which are not appropriate in all regions (e.g. ratings with content-based classifications in US).  It should be aligned with the description given for ParentalRating in Service fragment.  In addition, the interaction and determination of precedence between ParentalRating appearing simultaneously in Service and Content fragments are not clearly described.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the first paragraph of the description for ParentalRating as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The rating level defining criteria parents may use to determine whether the associated item is suitable for access by children, defined according to the regulatory requirements of the service area The recommended age limit.

This The age limit parental rating level defined for Content overrides the rating level age limit defined for the corresponding Serviceservice during the validity of the Schedule fragment.

If there are twomultiple content items, overlapping associated with a schedule fragment,s with a different parental ratings, then the one with the most restrictive parental rating defined for the schedule fragment overrides the others.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
change as it is proposed.


	SG370
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ParentalRating Data Type should be string (same as in Service Fragment).

Proposed resolution:

Change integer to string.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG024 (to remove all UserRating)

	SG371
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3 (Content)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

UserRating:  the word “favourism” has no meaning in English, and it is not obvious what is intended. In addition, the data type is integer, but there is no value to be specified.

Proposed resolution:

Replace by a correct term, such as “favorites”.

Specify the integer value or change it to string.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG024 (to remove all UserRating)

	SG372
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.4, ServiceProtection (top level attribute)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

ServiceProtection refers to OMA BCAST Service Protection without a reference.

Proposed resolution:

Add reference [BCAST10-ServContProt].


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
add as it is proposed

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG375
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, AccessServerURL (E3)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The first sentence of the description of this element is not clear and needs to be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Modify the 1st sentence of the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“URL of Server, which provides Interaction Channel based different access (over Interaction Channel) of a Service”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.

	SG376
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, AccessMechanism (A)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The first sentence of the description of this attribute should be improved.
Proposed resolution:
Modify the 1st sentence of the description as shown below, with changes marked by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“Specifies the transport mechanism that is used for Interaction Channel based service this access.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG378
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, Key ManagementSystem (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

KeyManagementSystem mentions GBA without definition or reference, it is not even in the acronym list.

Proposed resolution:

Add GBA to abbreviations, definitions, and normative references in earlier section of this document.
	Status: OPEN
Action to Charles to provide CR.

	SG379
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, Key ManagementSystem (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the 3rd paragraph of the description, the word “protection” should be preceded by “service or content” to clarify the meaning.

Proposed resolution:

Add “service or content” before the word “protection”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	SG380
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.4, ServiceIDRef (E1) and ScheduleReference (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The description of ServiceIDRef contains an editorial note that the implementation in XML schema is by use of <choice>.  This note is redundant given such use of <choice> should already exist in the schema.

Proposed resolution:

Delete the note.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed since <choice> has been used in the schema.

	SG381
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, attributes “horizontal” and “vertical” of E4 element “Resolution”
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Units of horizontal and vertical video resolution are not specified.  In addition, temporal resolution is missing as attribute of the element “Resolution”.

Proposed resolution:

Specify spatial resolution in units of pixels.  Add temporal resolution in frames/second.
	Status: OPEN
Aug 31 CC: the group agreed on the proposed resolution. Action to Charles, Jerome, Uwe and  Francois to make a CR 

	SG382
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, MinimumBufferSize (E4) under Audio (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

MinimumBufferSize for audio content is indicated to be for video content.

Proposed resolution:

Replaced “video” by “audio”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	SG383
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, usage (A) under PreviewDataIDRef (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

MinimumBufferSize for audio content is indicated to be for video content.

Proposed resolution:

Replaced “video” by “audio”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Covered by SG382.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG388
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.1.2.6 (PurchaseItem)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Blank row between attributes GlobalPurchaseID and Weight.

Proposed resolution:

Delete this row.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	SG389
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.6, PurchaseItemIDRef (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The last editor’s note in PurchaseItemIDRef should be qualified.  Reference to a PurchaseItem, which in turn is either dependent upon, or excluded by the subscription to another purchasable PurchaseItem, should not be specified as strictly disallowed.  Such referencing  should only be disallowed if the depended upon, or excluded by PurchaseItem is not actually subscribed.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the last editor’s note as follows, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“Note: reference to a PurchaseItem SHALL not depend on, nor be excluded by, the subscription to other purchaseable PurchaseItem(s), if the latter PurchaseItem(s) are indeed not subscribed.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as proposed.

	SG390
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.6
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

StartTime and EndTime are missing in the first row of the table, as top-level elements of PurchaseItem fragment.  In addition, previous usage of StartTime and EndTime for presentation purpose to user in Program Guide (in Content fragment) specifies that this expression in UTC makes use of the “dateTime” datatype built into XML.  The description here should be consistent with the former entries.

Proposed resolution:

Replace description for StartTime by:

“The first moment when the item can be purchased, which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”

Replace description for EndTime by:

“The last moment when the item can be purchased, which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED


Add StartTime and EndTime into the first row of the table of PurchaseItem fragment. 

In addition, 

Replace description for StartTime by:

“The first moment when the item can be purchased, which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”

Replace description for EndTime by:

“The last moment when the item can be purchased, which is for presentation purposes to the end user, expressed in UTC, using “dateTime” XML built-in datatype.”

	SG391
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.6

ParentalRating (E1)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The second paragraph of the description is obsolete, since ParentalRating is not necessarily an age limit obsolete.

Proposed resolution:

Delete this paragraph.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED


Not to remove this paragraph to avoid information loss. 
Change 

“This determines the rating level age limit for service purchase, not the rating level age limit of the actual service consumption.”

To

“This determines the rating level for service purchase, not the rating level of the actual service consumption.”

	SG392
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.7

(Purchase_Data)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the text description before the table, for consistency with the data model, and for clarity, “service bundle” should be replaced by “purchase item”.  In particular, a purchase item may comprise a single content item, as opposed to a bundle of services.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “service bundle” by “purchase item”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	SG393
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.7, SubscriptionPeriod (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

SubscriptionPeriod gives an example but no syntax specification

Proposed resolution:

Specify the syntax by definition or reference.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
No action is needed, “duration” data type of  SubscriptionPeriod is to be used to specify the period

	SG397
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.10, description of InteractivityData fragment
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

1) 1st paragraph: the last sentence as worded suggests that all those information and template types are included in the InteractivityMedia document associated with the InteractivityData fragment.

2) 2nd para: the first sentence is incorrect: this fragment is not associated with the Access fragment as shown by the SG data model.  In addition, it needs a comma between “schedule fragment” and “or InteractivityWindow” to indicate these are not the same entity.

3) 5th para. the phrase “before time” should be is not well-chosen.  Also, it would be clearer to indicate that the InteractivityMedia documents are associated with this fragment.

4) 6th para.: the 1st sentence is not well-worded regarding “access”.

Proposed resolution:

1st para:  add the word “may” between “that” and “include” in the last sentence.

2nd para: remove “access fragment from first sentence.  Add a comma between “schedule fragment” and “or InteractivityWindow”.

5th para: In the first sentence, replace “before time” by “before”.  Also, add the phrase “associated with the InteractivityMedia fragment” after the phrase “InteractivityMedia Documents”.  In the second sentence, replace “before time” by “before that time”.  Also, in the first sentence

6th para: replace the first sentence by following:

“InteractivityMedia documents may be distributed over the same set of access parameters as the service they are associated with, or over a different set of access parameters.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
For proposed resolutions for 1st , 2nd , and 5th para, change as it is proposed.

For 6th para, change to replace the first sentence by following:

“InteractivityMedia documents may be distributed over the same access channel as the service they are associated with, or over a different access channel.”

	SG398
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.10, PresentationWindowID (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The 2nd para of the description is incomplete as far as the significance of whether the declared PWIDs represent the entirety or subset of PWIDs declared in Schedule fragment referenced by the ScheduleRef of this fragment.

Proposed resolution:

Add the following sentence after the 2nd paragraph of the description:

“If the latter case is true, then the InteractivityMedia documents SHALL only be rendered during these presentation windows, as opposed to during every presentation window declared in the referenced Schedule fragment.” 
	Status: OPEN

1. Change as Charles proposed. 

2. 
Haiwei commented: PresentationWindow declared in the Schedule fragment is an E2 of E1 ContentIDRef, and PWid is not a global identifier. But it is not indicated the PrensentationWindowID belongs to which Content in the InterativityData fragment.
Two options to resolve Haiwei’s concern:

(1) Add ContentIDRef under ScheduleREference in InterativityData fragment


(2) Add text to limit PWid and DWid should be unique in the Schedule fragment where they are decared.
Note: similar problem exists for PresentationWindowID under ScheduleRerence element in PurchaseItem fragment and DistributionWindowID under ScheduleRerence element in Access fragment.
Aug 31 CC: The group decides to take Option (2), Action to Helen to provide the CR.

	SG440
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

When FLUTE is used, the FDT and the “FileDescription” element information provide redundant information that might not be consistent.

Proposed resolution:

A note should be added in the description of the “FileDescription” stating that this element SHALL NOT be used in conjunction with FLUTE or SHALL be ignored.

A CR would have to be provided for this.

	Status : Tentatively closed
Add “Note: this element SHALL NOT be used in conjunction with FLUTE” for the description of the “FileDescription” element.

	SG441
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

When ALC is used, the “FileDescription” element should not be optional because it is the only place to find meta information pertaining to files delivered over a given ALC session.

Proposed resolution:

A note should be added in the description of the “FileDescription” element stating that this element SHALL be provided when ALC is used.


	Status : Tentatively CLOSED

Change as it is proposed.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG443
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

Whether ALC or FLUTE is used to deliver object files related to a particular content, the “ContentLocation” is located in the “FileDescription” element. However, this element is optional. Additionally, it relates to the delivery session containing that content. The service Guide is missing a “ContentLocation” attribute in the “ContentIDRef” element of the Schedule fragment, that would allow to link a scheduled content with its “ContentLocation” (ALC) or “Content-Location” (FLUTE FDT) in the delivery session.

Proposed resolution:

To introduce a “ContentLocation” attribute, with 0..1 cardinality, right after the “idRef” attribute of the “ContentIDRef” element in the Schedule fragment.

A CR reflecting this solution would have to be provided.

	Status : OPEN
CR from Francois is expected.

	SG444
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0553
Comment:

When ALC is used, the process of identifying the sessions that hold a given TOI (that is, a given Content-Location) is not obvious. 

Currently, the terminal first has to look at available Access Fragments to get the SDP information. Then, for each Access Fragment, it should consider those Schedule Fragments referenced by a given Access Fragment and that reference a Content Fragment. Having associated a given Access Fragment with a set of Content Fragment, the terminal can build a mapping between a Content-Location and its TOI with an ALC session.

Should the above process change, this comment would have to be updated.

Proposed resolution:

A note should be provided, explaining such process.


	Status : OPEN


	SG452
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

The BCAST solution does not include any possibility for an uplink overload protection for interactivity, e.g. voting. Currently all receivers in a broadcast may vote at the same moment, possibly causing congestion in the interactivity network. An overload protection mechanism like for file repair would be needed.

Proposed Resolution:

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN
See OMA-BCAST-2006-0736-CR_Interactivity_uplink_overload_protection (related to SE-271).
No objection was received on Aug 31 CC, but more time was requested to review.

	SG453
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

* Relation between "InteractivityData" and "InteractivityMedia" is not clear. Relation should be clarified in section 5.2.1.10

Proposed Resolution:

Add better explanation in section 5.1.2.10
	Status: OPEN
Aug 31 CC: Action to Frank to add the clarification text on top of CR736 as CR736R01.


	SG454
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

"InteractivityData" has the Cardinality 0 to N. This allows to include an empty Interactivity Data Fragment. It would be better to make the Fragment optional. But if the fragment is present, then at least one InteractivityData Element shall be present in the XML 

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality to “1 to N".
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED


Related to SG139, the resolution is proposed in CR650R01

	SG455
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10, general
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

NTP times are 64 bit time values. Which 32bit shall be selected?

Proposed Resolution:

Add clarification
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Related to SG353, the resolution is included in CR444R02 


	SG457
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

InteractivityType is a string. But there are no values defined

Proposed Resolution:

Define values or remove InteractivityType
	Status: OPEN
Action to Frank and Menno to provide CR

	SG284
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Description of InteractivityType is not clear.
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG457

	SG458
	2006.05.24
	
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0540

Comment:

Reference to "InteractivityMedia" definition is missing. 

Proposed Resolution:

Add such a  reference
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
add the reference into 1st para from follows:

“InteractivityData fragment points to one or many InteractivityMedia Documents (see [BCAST10-Services]) that include xhtml files, static images, email template, SMS template,  MMS template documents, etc.”

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG465
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

“clipcast” is a protected term

Proposed resolution:

Replace “clipcast”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Related to G-001, the resolution is in 248R01

	SG466
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Description of BandwidthRequirement 

“Specification of required network bandwidth to access described in this fragment;”

 needs rewording

Proposed resolution:


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Reword from

“Specification of required network bandwidth to access described in this fragment”

To

“Specification of required network bandwidth to the access channel described in this fragment”

	SG467
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

SMIL element description in PreviewData fragment includes only a generic description of SMIL

Proposed resolution:

Add text describing the use of SMIL for Preview
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Add the following paragraph at the very beginning of SMIL element description

“Uses SMIL to define and synchronize the multimedia components (video, audio, picture, text) of the preview data. “

	SG473
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

Section 5.1.2.4 in TS SG list six values for kmstype: oma-bcast-drm-pki
oma-bcast-gba_u-mbms
oma-bcast-gba_me-mbms
oma-bcast-gba_u-bcmcs
oma-bcast-gba_me-bcmcs
oma-bcast-prov-bcmcs

Table 15 of TS SvcCntProt lists four kmstype values:

oma-bcast-drm-pki

oma-bcast-gba-mbms

oma-bcast-gba-bcmcs
oma-bcast-prov-bcmcs

Section 6.3.2.1 of TS DVB Adaptation contains the following sentence: “In addition, KMS are signaled through parameter “kmstype” that supports four values of string type”

This comment will also be raised against TS SvcCntProtection and TS DVB Adaptation.

Proposed resolution:

This contradiction must be resolved.


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
As discussed and agreed by the group, only the following values should be included for KMSType:

“

oma-bcast-drm-pki 

oma-bcast-gba_u-mbms
oma-bcast-gba_me-mbms 
oma-bcast-prov-bcmcs

“
The resolution is also covered by CR662R01

	SG474
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The <FileDescription> element and its <File> sub-elements provide metadata w.r.t. file delivery over ALC. These metadata are the same as in an FDT when FLUTE is used.

There are two things missing from the specification:

4) a note stating that these parameters SHALL only be used for file delivery over ALC (i.e. there is no FDT) 

5) an explanatory note stating which ALC session the TOI attribute defined in the <File> element relates to

6) a note clarifying where the individual files can be found when FLUTE is used (and <FileDescription> is accordingly not present.

Proposed resolution:

Provide a note solving (1) attached to the <FileDescription> element.

Provide a note solving (2) attached to the <TOI> attribute

Provide a note solving (3) before or after the table


	OPEN

Aug 31 CC: Action to Uwe and Jerome to make CR. 
Note: "FEC-OTI-FEC-Encoding-ID" is missing in the list of file parameters in SG, this parameter normally precedes "FEC-OTI-FEC-Instance-ID" in the list of FDT <File> attributes as specified in FLUTE RFC 3926 section 3.4.2. This could be addressed by the CR from Uwe and Jerome.


	SG482
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4


	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The SessionDescriptionReference in the Access fragment references either SDP (BDS-agnostic) or MBMS User Service descriptions (BDS specific). 

As MBMS can also work with SDP Session Descriptions, this increases the complexity. Using BDS-specific functionality in the main spec should be kept to a minimum.

Proposed resolution:

As MBMS does not require the use of USD but can also work with SDP, it is proposed to remove the reference to 3GPP USD and stick to SDP in order to reduce implementation complexity.


	OPEN

This comment is related to SG346, offline discussion is needed,

	SG483
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The AuxiliaryDescription fragment allows to transmit either SDP (BDS-agnostic) or MBMS User Service descriptions (BDS specific). 

As MBMS can also work with SDP Session Descriptions, this increases the complexity. Using BDS-specific functionality in the main spec should be kept to a minimum.

Proposed resolution:

As MBMS does not require the use of USD but can also work with SDP, it is proposed to remove the reference to 3GPP USD and stick to SDP in order to reduce implementation complexity.


	OPEN

This comment is related to SG346, offline discussion is needed,
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	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




· Comments against Section 5.2: Announcing SGs with a SG

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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.

	SG373
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.4, SessionDescriptionReference (E3)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Proposed change to the description of this element has been provided in Doc-174R03 (and apparently agreed) 
Proposed resolution:
Adopt the proposed change to the description of this element given in Doc-174R03.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG036

	SG386
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

As consequence to re-labelling section numbers in 5.1.2.5 due to Doc-174R03, Sec. 
Proposed resolution:
Adopt the proposed change to the description of this section provided in Doc-174R03, existing Sec. 5.1.2.5.2 should become Sec. 5.1.2.5.3.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by SG036

	SG387
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.1.2.5.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

As indicated in Doc-174R03, AuxiliaryDescription is not a standalone SG fragment, but a component of the Session Description fragment, and formally referred to as “auxiliary description information”.
Proposed resolution:
Modify the title of this section to “Auxiliary Description Information”.

Modify the phrase “AuxiliaryDescription fragments” in the first sentence of this section to “Auxiliary description information contained in the Session_Description fragment”.
Delete the word “fragments” in the first bullet point of this section. 
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG346, offline discussion is needed.

	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.


	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.

	SG287
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.2
	Source: Orange

From: 

Comment: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
TBD need to be resolved.
	Status: OPEN

TBDs

- in section 5.2 is related to SG094;

- in section 5.4.5 is related to SG417

- in section 6.1.1 is related to SG132

- in section 7.1 is related to SG053

- in section 7.4.2 is related to SG135

- in section 7.4.3 is related to SG136

and SG055

When all of the related comments are 

resolved, this comment then can be 
closed.


	SG288
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It would be very useful to illustrate what is said in the text by providing a diagram.
	Status: OPEN


· Comments against Section 5.4: SG Delivery

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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
Offline discussion is needed. 

	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.

	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.

	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

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Rsolution is contained in 431R01

	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

OMA-BCAST-2006-0448R03 is expected from KPN to address comments received in Beijing

	SG301
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

ServiceProviderCriteria description is not clear

Proposed Resolution:

Change to “Specifies each service provider by unique name”
	Status: Tentativly CLOSED
The resolution is addressed by CR448R03.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG462
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0569
Comment:

Section 5.4.5.1.2 defines means for detecting completeness of the service guide. However, what it really refers to is the consistency of a subset of the service guide. Furthermore, the section uses the words well-defined and unambiguous which are not defined.

Another aspect that is lacking is with regard to the consistency in the case of ALC delivery sessions as the FDT is lacking. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the wording in the section as specified in CR #0567.
	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
Related to SG462

	SG

110
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0460R01
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-2006-462R01 for discussion.


	Status : OPEN
Related to SG462

	SG311
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Regarding the first bullet. How this grouping is done into the FDT?
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG462

	SG

111
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Motorola, Alcatel, Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0460R01
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
Related to SG462

	SG312
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In case of ALC, how the scheme is specified?
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG462

	SG415
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.1.2 and 5.4.5.1.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Determine service guide completeness is not well defined for both ALC and FLUTE.

Proposed resolution:

We will later provide a CR to propose a solution.
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG462

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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 : Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.


	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 : Tentatively CLOSED 

Resolution is covered by SG327.

	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


	SG129
	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 : Tentatively CLOSED 

Change as it is proposed.

	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”.
	Tentatively CLOSED 

Resolution is covered by SG129

	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: Tentatively CLOSED 


Resolution is covered by SG129

	SG416
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.4.5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

MUST SHALL at end is redundant.

Proposed resolution:

Delete MUST.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 


Resolution is covered by SG129

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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”.


	Tentatively CLOSED 


Change as it is proposed.


	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


	Tentatively CLOSED 

Change as it is proposed. 

	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

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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”. 


	Tentatively CLOSED 

Change as it is proposed 

	SG292
	2006.05.23
	Y
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Typo “should shall” 

Proposed Resolution:

The initial proposal was “SHALL”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 

same as SG158

	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:

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

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


	OPEN

	SG295
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Last sentence is not clear as we are not sure that HTTP response can be delivered in only one SGDU. Remove “a”

Proposed Resolution:

In all of the above cases, the response to the request SHALL be an HTTP response that delivers the requested Service Guide fragments in SGDU, that is, the Content-Type field of the HTTP response SHALL be set to "application/bcast-sgdu".
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG162

	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.


	Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed


	SG412
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Data Type for n_o_service_guide_fragments, offset, fragmentEncoding[i] should be 16 bits unsigned integer.

Proposed resolution:

Change Data Type for n_o_service_guid_fragments, offset, fragmentEncoding[i] from 16 bits to 16 bits unsigned integer.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 


For n_o_service_guide_fragments, unsigned integer is 32 bit, can not be 16 bit; 

For fragmentEncoding[i], it is covered by SG163

	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

	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: Tentatively CLOSED 

Change the first sentence of section 5 4.2.2. from

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

”

To 

“A Service Guide Delivery Descriptor (SGDD) declares a complete set of SG fragments that describe one or more than one available mobile broadcast services.”

	SG297
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The first sentence says that SGDD declares all the fragments that describe several services. Isnt’ there in conflict with the definition of grouping
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Covered by SG180. 


	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: Tentatively CLOSED 

Editor: other tables in SG TS are for specifying XML schema, however this table is for binary file, hence it is reasonable to use different table formats. 
No action is needed.

	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

Editor: do we need to use normative language here? 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG289
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Some texts are redundant information. Cleaning up the text as “the following enhancement apply when the file is conveyed in the SG or in a file delivery table “and “in conjunction with ALC”  are redundant.

Proposed Resolution:

SG-D in BSDA MAY utilize the split-TOI scheme as specified in section 5.4.1.1.1, for signalling the identifier and version of any transported object (e.g. the Service Guide Delivery Unit or Service Guide Delivery Descriptor).
	Status: OPEN

Aug 14 CC: The overall spirit in Orange’s proposal is fine, because Jerome is working on SplitTOI for “Version-ID-Length”, he will provide a CR for SG058, SG059 and address SG289, SG290 and SG291 as well.

	SG290
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Some texts are redundant information. Cleaning up the text as “the following enhancement apply when the file is conveyed in a file delivery table “and “in conjunction with FLUTE”  are redundant.

Proposed Resolution:

SG-D in BSDA MAY utilize the scheme as specified in section 5.4.1.1.2, for signalling the identifier and version of the Service Guide Delivery Unit.
	Status: OPEN

Aug 14 CC: The overall spirit in Orange’s proposal is fine, because Jerome is working on SplitTOI for “Version-ID-Length”, he will provide a CR for SG058, SG059 and address SG289, SG290 and SG291 as well.

	SG291
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Some texts are redundant information. Cleaning up the text as “using ALC”  is redundant. Cleaning the text by removing SGDU by object

Proposed Resolution:

To provide a mechanism for terminals to easily track SG updates when the SG is delivered over broadcast channel, this section specifies a method to use the TOI of a transported object to indicate the identifier of the transported object and its version, so that terminals can track the changes of a given object without parsing it.
	Status: OPEN

Aug 14 CC: The overall spirit in Orange’s proposal is fine, because Jerome is working on SplitTOI for “Version-ID-Length”, he will provide a CR for SG058, SG059 and address SG289, SG290 and SG291 as well.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG293
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How do the terminal retrieve the first SGDD over the interaction channel. Does it imply the same mecanism used in 6.2 (entry point mecanism)
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Related to SG 089, the resolution is addressed by CR431R01

	SG294
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why not using the ServiceID rather than the GlobalServiceID?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Answer is covered by SG228. 
No action is needed.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG296
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The last bullet point is not clear does it means that a given entry poin may convey different ESG: if not the mapping is only one – to – one due to sentence above.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Editor: this sentence mandates that only one-to-one mapping relation is allowed within one entry point. No different SG will be delivered in one entry. 
No action is needed.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG298
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The second sentence refers to announcement. In case SGDD and SGDU are transmitted into the same session as it is said in chapter 6.1.1, how the terminal knows which transport objects are SGDD, specially when Flute is not used? 
	Status: OPEN
Related to the discussion on SG delivery on the email reflector.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG300
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Could we clarify the specification for the following issues in Groupincritieria element; Is there a possibility that the same fragment is declared into two different DescriptorEntry of the same SGDD?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
It is possible, because the fragments in different entries are based on different grouping criteria, the same fragment can follow into more than one groups.


Add the following sentence as the 3rd para of GroupingCriteria element description,

“Please note the same fragment may be declared in multiple DescriptorEntry of the same SGDD in case this fragment can meet multiple grouping criteria”. 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG302
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We have the possibility to have N AlternativeAccessURL. What is the expected behaviour of the terminal if there are several URL
	Status: Tentatively Closed. 

It is Service Provider’s work to ensure URLs unambiguous, no action needed. 



	SG303
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the need to have a version element in each XML fragment if there's this information at the transport level
	Status: Tentatively Closed. 

Version at transport layer is to decide whether to receive a fragment with specific version. However version in XML fragment is also useful for terminal management of SG fragments. For instance, when a higher version of the fragment is received but the validity of it has not arrived, the terminal need to keep both the lower version and the higher version for update later.

no action is needed.

	SG304
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How can we determine the identification, version and validity in case of SDP fragment?
	Status: OPEN

Editor: In SGDD the ID, version and validity information of every fragment can be found, including SDP fragment. However terminal has to map those information with the real SDP encapsulated in SGDU. Is it enough or not?



	SG305
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

In the second and third bullet, we assume that fragment is valid. Is it still the case when new version is send containing same metadata but a new validity time
	Status: Tentatively Closed.
For the second bullet, because id and version is the same, we assume none changes happen (including no validity change), therefore the commented case is not applicable. 

For the third bullet, this case has been implicitly included. “This means that the metadata related to the fragment in question needs to be updated”,   can cover your case, because validity change is also change of the fragment metadata. 

no action is needed.

	SG306
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figure 3a: these mechanisms assume that the annoucement channel convey only SGDD. This is in conflict with chapter 6.1.1
	Status: OPEN

Announcement channel is specially for carrying SGDD, which is not equal to SG entry point (See definition of SG Announce channel in section3.2.). 

SG entry point include:

· SG Announcement channel entry 

· Session entry for SGDU delivery session as specified in as DescriptorEntry in SGDD
Group to decide if we want to allow the mixed transmission of SGDD and SGDU in the same session.

	SG307
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figure 3a: We should say Split TOI is not used neither for SGDU nor for SGDD.

Proposed Resolution:

Change “Figure 3a: SG fragment change and its propagation on the different levels of Service Guide, when Split-TOI is not used neither for SGDU nor for SGDD”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.

	SG308
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figure 3b: Split TOI can also be used for SGDD
	Status: OPE

What’s the comment? And proposed resolution?

	SG309
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Figures 3a et 3b are differents (split TOI is used or not used). However, the text on process is different. We should harmonize the specification
	Status: OPEN

Can Orange clarify the comment?



	SG310
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.4.5.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Text description for figure 3c is not a wrong copy paste

Proposed Resolution:

Change by “In addition, the SG-C is able to detect the indicated new fragment as a new fragment added to the SG”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.


No problem with the original text, no change is needed.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG399
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The text under this section should be clarified to indicate the object and version identifier information carried in the FDT.  In addition, some grammar bugs should be fixed.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the text as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“While using FLUTE, the filenames associated with each Service Guide Delivery Unit into in the FDT SHOULD shall be set so that the terminals can use the FDT information to identify the transported object identifier (i.e. SGDU ID) Service Guide Delivery Unit, and its version identifier (i.e. SGDU version), in addition to using the ALC TOI header.  [Details to be specified]
This mechanism allows the device to recognize updated SG fragments based on TOI or FLUTE FDT. In case the meaning of TOI is signalled out-of-band, the receiver does not need to parse and process the FDT.”
	Status: OPEN

	SG400
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Incomplete section: editor’s note on “details to be specified”.

Proposed resolution:

Specify missing details.
	Status: OPEN

	SG401
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The ability of the terminal to access the SG over the interactive channel should be optional, not mandatory.

Proposed resolution:

Replace first “SHALL” by “MAY”, or revise the first sentence of this section by:

“If a terminal has access to the Interaction Channel, then it SHALL be able to fetch the Service Guide over that channel”.
	Status: OPEN

Editor: suggest to revise the first sentence of this section by:
“If a terminal has access to the Interaction Channel, then it SHALL be able to fetch the Service Guide over that channel”.

	SG402
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2 (SGDD)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

An SGDD should be able to declare those fragments which describe one or more services, including all the services described by the SG.  Current text indicates only “one or several services”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “several” by “more” in the first sentence of this section, as well as in the 4th paragraph of this section.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG403
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In the last paragraph of this section, regarding ALC and FLUTE delivery of SGDD and its “parameters”, it would be more accurate to refer to SGDD “parameters” as “file metadata” associated with the “SGDD file object”.

Proposed resolution:

Replace the sentence:

“Further, the SG-D MAY convey the parameters associated with the SGDDs in-band using FLUTE,”

by

“Further, the SG-D MAY convey the file metadata, associated with the file objects represented by SGDDs, in-band using FLUTE.”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG404
	2006.05.24
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Category under BSDid, SGDDid, SGDDVersion should be NM/TM instead M. 

Proposed resolution:

Replace M with NM/TM.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG405
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2,

Version-ID-Length (A)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Since Version-ID-Length is marked NO/TO, if it is omitted, it means Split-TOI is not used. Also the editor’s note is redundant, since in general, for any element that is marked as TO, the terminal can skip it if it doesn’t support it.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the text as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“Indicates the number of least significant bits representing the version ID in the TOI, when Split TOI is used.  If this element is omitted, the terminal assumes Split-TOI is not used”

Note: terminals that don’t support Split-TOI may skip this field.”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG406
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Category for NotificationReception should be NO/TM instead of NM/TM because the network may not send notification message.

Proposed resolution:

Change NM/TM to NO/TM.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG408
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Data Type for NotificationPort should be unsigned integer.

Proposed resolution:

Change integer to unsigned integer.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG409
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2, GroupingCriteria (E2)
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It seems another desirable criterion for announcing grouping of SG fragments is Parental Rating.

Proposed resolution:

Add new sub-element “ParentalRatingCriteria” to this elrement, and defined as:

“Specifies the parental rating classification of the services/contents associated with the fragments in this Service Guide Delivery Unit”.
	Status: 
1. Tentatively Closed 
2. No action is needed because consistency review is not the right timing to propose new stuff without which the spec will not be broken or consistent.



	SG410
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Category for Transport should be NM/TM; otherwise, how does the terminal know the transport session that delivers SG fragments?

Proposed resolution:

Change NO/TM to NM/TM.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.
If the SG fragments are delivered over interaction channel using “AlternativeAccessURL” then “Tranport” is not needed. 

no action is needed.

	SG411
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The last paragraph of this section is not quite correct.  EXT_CENC can also be used even if FLUTE is used. In addition, it should be indicated that GZIP should be used when content encoding is used.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the last paragraph of this section as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“In case FLUTE is used for Service Guide delivery, the Service Guide Server SHALL SHOULD use the Content-Encoding field of the FDT to signal the encoding of SGDU, if used, in addition to the use of EXT_CENC in the ALC header extension. When no content encoding is not used, the Content-Encoding field of the FDT SHALL not NOT be used and EXT_CENC in the ALC header extension SHALL NOT be present for the corresponding transport object. When content encoding is used, the EXT_CENC or the Content-Encoding field of the FDT SHALL have the value “3” to indicate that the SGDU is compressed with GZIP.  The “Content-Type” field SHALL always be set to “application/sgdu” to describe that the content is an SGDU fragment.”
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG413
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

There does not exist a 3GPP2 Metadata Envelope for service guide related information.

Proposed resolution:

Remove the section in the SGDU structure:

if(service_guide_envelope_format[i] == 0x02) {

                              3GPP2_Metadata_Envelope

}

In addition, remove the 3GPP2_Metadata_Envelope entry in the semantics table.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG414
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved Note.

Proposed resolution:

Specify how to handle wrap-up of the versions.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.


Resolution is covered by SG194

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG417
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved Note.

Proposed resolution:

Specify mechanisms for updating and managing SG over the interactive channel.
	Status: OPEN

	SG

130
	2006.05.08
	N
	5.4.5.2
	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
Related to SG417

	SG418
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.5.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

How to discover SG-G is not addressed in this section.

Proposed resolution:

Add a method (foe example, DNS or DHCP) to discover SG-G.
	Status: OPEN

	SG446
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

An SGDD should be uniquely identified across all sessions delivering a given service guide. Therefore, the SGDDid has to be unique. 

Proposed resolution:


	Status : OPEN


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG481
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.4.4
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The SGDU allows the delivery of four types of fragments: BCAST XML, BCAST SDP, MBMS metadata inside a “3GPP metadata envelope” and BCMCS metadata inside a “3GPP2 metadata envelope”.

This design does not treat all BDSs equally, because it is not possible to transmit IPDC metadata (i.e. IPDC Service Guide fragments). Furthermore, the disadvantage of “tunneling” BDS-specific Service Guide metadata through the BCAST enabler is increased complexity in implementing and IOP-testing.

Proposed resolution:

Remove the BDS-specific fragments (i.e. remove the 3GPP and 3GPP2 metadata envelopes) to reduce complexity. Alternative solution: add an envelope for DVB-IPDC Service Guide fragments to treat all BDSs equally.


	OPEN


· Comments against Section 5.5: backend Interfaces

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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: Tentatively Closed.


Add the following para between section 5.3 and 5.3.1
“Referring to OMA BCAST Architecture [BCAST10-Architecture], this section normatively specifies the interfaces SG-1, SG-2, SG-4, SG-5 and SG-6 for Service Guide functionality.”

	SG186
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5.1
	Source: KPN

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0493
Comment:

“application source” is something undefined.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.


Change 
“Contents source will be delivered from SGCCS to SGAS via SG-1, application source will be delivered from SGAS to SG-G via SG-2, and subscription source will be delivered from SGSS to SG-G via SG-4.” 

To

“Contents information will be delivered from SGCCS to SGAS via SG-1, service application information will be delivered from SGAS to SG-G via SG-2, and service provisioning information will be delivered from SGSS to SG-G via SG-4.”

	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: Tentatively Closed.


This element is a container to include SG fragments data, no specific XML datatype can be given.
no action is needed.

	SG188
	2006.5.17
	N
	5.5
	Souzrce: 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

Editor: group to decide if we need to specify the request message from SG-G to SG Sources like SGCCS, SGAS, SGSS. In current spec, we have messages in 5.5.1 for SG Sources to actively deliver data to SG-G.

	SG419
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

This section only specifies deliver message from SGCCS to SGAS and from SGAS to SG-G. Why  can’t SGAS or SG-G request SG from SGAS or SGCCS?

Proposed resolution:

If the group agrees to add request message, a separate CR will be submitted.
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG188

	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

Editor: can KPN clarify the comment?



	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



	SG
208
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5
	Source: Nokia

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0514

Comment:

It seems that there is basically three methods defined for backend operations: 

 - Set network area,

 - Set ESG for the network area, and,

 - Get ESG for the network area

While it is good to keep this interface minimal, what is missing here is the method to set and handle the bootstraps and ESG root IP addresses. These might be configuration issues during setup and should be covered in section 5.5.
	Status: OPEN

	SG313
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

It misses BDSA

Proposed Resolution:

Change by “Service Guide Source is generated in CC, BSA, BSM, BDSA”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change 

the 1st sentence of sectio 5.5.1 to 

"Service Guide Source is generated in CC, BSA, BSM and BDS Service Distribution".

	SG314
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Whole series of messages follow, with little explanation, and no message flow showing how they are used. A proper message flow chart should be provided in each case or a description if it's simply a "request" plus "response".
	Status: OPEN

Can Orange or Samsung to provide the

CR?

	SG315
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Does the description of SGSDId mean that all the fragments (those that are modified and others) have to be send at each time?
	Status: OPEN

	SG316
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We should have a definition of the network mandatory element
	Status: OPEN

Editor: do you mean the definition of the element itself? Or the definition of “NM”? Related to NO/TM discussion?

	SG317
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.5.1.2.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The second sentence is not clear.
	Status: OPEN
Referring to sentence of “Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request identified with SGSDid. ?
Remove the “.” (full stop/ dot)


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG420
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Add the following text to Section 5.5.1.2:

“This section specifies the service guide delivery messages from SGCCS to SGAS via SG-1 interface and from SGAS to SG-G via SG-2 interface.”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.


add the following text to Section 5.5.1.2:
“This section specifies the service guide delivery messages from SGCCS to SGAS via SG-1 interface, from SGAS to SG-G via SG-2 interface and from SGSS to SG-G via SG-4 interface”. 


	SG421
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Request Message should be called Deliver Message because it is pushed from the SGCCS to SGAS or from SGAS to SG-G. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the Section header and description beneath as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“5.5.1.2.1 Request Deliver Message

The following is the delivery message sent from SGCCS to SGAS over interface SG-1, and from SGAS to SG-G over interface SG-2of Service Guide Source.” 


	Status: Tentatively Closed.


Change the tile of 5.5.1.2.1 as proposed to “Delivery Message”’

And change the first para of 5.5.1.2.1 to 

“The following is the delivery message sent from SGCCS to SGAS over interface SG-1, from SGAS to SG-G over interface SG-2, and from SGSS to SG-G via SG-4 of Service Guide Source.” 

	SG422
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

The Response Message is sent from the SGAS to SGCCS over SG-1 interface and from SG-G to SGAS over SG-2 interface. It should be clarified in the text.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Service Guide Source Delivery. The Response Message is sent from SGAS to SGCC over interface SG-1 and from SG-G to SGAS over interface SG-2. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with SGSDid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with SGSDid.”


	Status: Tentatively Closed.

.
Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Service Guide Source Delivery. The response message is sent from SGAS to SGCC over interface SG-1, from SG-G to SGAS over interface SG-2, and from SG-G to SGSS over interface SG-4. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with SGSDid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with SGSDid.”


	SG423
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Add the following text in section 5.5.2.1:

“This section specifies the service guide delivery messages from SG-G to SGSS over interface SG-4.”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG424
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.2.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Service Guide Delivery.  The Response Message is sent from SGSS to SG-G over interface SG-4.  Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK” HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with SGDeliveryId. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with SGDeliveryId.”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG425
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5.2.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown the added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Service Guide Request.  The Response Message for Service Guide Request is sent from SG-G to SGSS over interface SG-4.  Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK” HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request identified with SGRequestId. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request identified with SGRequestId.”
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	SG 
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The XML schema for the service guide backend interfaces is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	OPEN

CR is needed


· Comments against Section 5.6: use of PreviewData

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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: Tentatively Closed.


Actually all media objects specified in PreviewData are supposed to be displayed as part of the preview. Only when particular media type (eg. h.264 video clip) is not supported by the terminal, the alternatively text will take the place of the video clip. This is not like Interactivity media for which multiple technologies are provided as options; therefore relative preference is needed for terminal technology choosing and relevant media objects retrieving.  But this mechanism is not needed for preview.
no action is needed. 

	SG318
	2006.05.23
	N
	5.6.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

First sentence says with or without Service Protection. What about Content Protection?

Proposed Resolution:

The BCAST services can be provided with or without Service or Content Protection. Even when the service is service-protected and a particular user does not have rights to access the service, the preview of the service can be visible in the Service Guide.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG468
	2006.05.24
	N
	5.6
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

“Within the Service Guide, Service, Content, Access, Schedule and PurchaseData fragments MAY be associated with PreviewData fragment”

Association with several PreviewData fragments is possible.
Proposed resolution:

Change to “… fragments MAY be associated with PreviewData fragments.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.



2.7 Comments against Section 6: Discovery of SG

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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

	SG427
	2006.05.24
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

3rd bullet point of this section and first subsequent paragraph following the editor’s note: in the context of the description here, the term “Service Guide” should be replaced by “SGDU”.  In addition, in the following editor’s note, it should be stated that both IPv4 and IPv6 shall be supported.

Proposed resolution:

Modify the 3rd bullet point, the immediately following editor’s note, and subsequent paragraph as shown below, with changes shown by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

· “(optionally) URI of  the SDP fragment which describes the file distribution session(s) that carry the Service Guide SGDUs or SGDDs

Note: whether Both IPv4 and/or IPv6, to SHALL be supported in generaldiscussed generally, not only for the delivery of the SGDUs and SGDDs. Service Guide –related.
The file delivery session carrying Service Guide SGDUs SHALL use port number <TBD>. The above is the minimum set of information needed to resolve the IP addresses to BDS specific parameters and to initialise the reception of file delivery session carrying the SGDUs and/or SGDDs Service Guide.”
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG131 and SG319, and the ongoing SG distribution discussion

	SG319
	2006.05.23
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The entry point information consist of either IP destination Multicast Address and Port or URI

Proposed Resolution:

Change the specification to: 

“The entry point information SHALL consist of :

either

· (optionally) IP Source Adress

· IP Destination Multicast Adress and Port

or (optionally) URI of the SDP fragment which escribes the file distribution session(s) that carry the Service Guide or SGDDs”
	Status: OPEN

Editor: URI of SDP is not specified in spec as SG entry. Need group discussion.

	SG320
	2006.05.23
	N
	6.1.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the expected behaviour of the terminal if he received the IP Destination Multicast Adress and Port and it doesn’t know the IP Source Adress or it doesn’t have the TSI.

Proposed Resolution:

Boostrap session SHALL be delivered to declare destination IP Adress and Port: there SHALL be only one session on that multicast group / Port. The receiver MAY assume that the first session detected whatever IP Source Adress / TSI on that destination Adress Port is the Bootstrap session.
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	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:

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

4. 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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is covered by 431R01 except that,

Change “For the latter case the terminal SHALL support OMA BCAST Management Object parameter ‘/<X>/SG Server Address/’as specified in [BCAST10-Services].”

To “For the latter case the terminal SHALL support OMA BCAST Management Object parameter ‘/<X>/SGServerAddress/’as specified in [BCAST10-Services].”

	SG321
	2006.05.23
	N
	6.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

The second paragraph seems to be in conflict with section 5.4.1.2 Delivery over Interaction Channel that says that the first step is to use the AlternativeAccessURL in SGDD.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

CR
431R01 addresses this comment


2.8 Comments against Section 7: Notification

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG449
	2006.05.24
	N
	7
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

Currently, using the Notification mechanism in order to move from one Service Guide to another Service Guide is technically possible. However, the terminal has no mean to know whether the change in Service Guide delivery session updates the current Service Guide or provides a new, completely different one.

There are two way forward with this issue:

1/ Add the signaling in the Notification message to announce a change of Service Guide.

2/ (preferred) Only use the bootstrapping mechanism to perform a change of Service Guide. The following rules would also be required:

· NotificationReception information in an SGDD must point – if provided – to a notification channel that is related to the current service guide.

· If the NotificationReception information is provisioned on the terminal, it must point to a notification channel that is related to the current Service Guide.

· Any new SGDD must relate to the current Service Guide.


	Status : OPEN


	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is addressed  by 428R03

	SG428
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

“envisioned” (end of first para) implies a future plan.  The little square boxes in the bullet list have no apparent significance.

Proposed resolution:

Replace “envisioned” by “specified”.  Delete the little square boxes.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Change as it is proposed.



	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”.




· Comments against Section 7.1: Discovery of Notification

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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

	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 : Tentatively Closed.


Covered by SG053.

	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 : Tentatively Closed.

Covered by SG053.


	SG429
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.1.1.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify the Management Object.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Covered by SG053.


	SG430
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify the Management Object.
	Status: Tentatively Closed.

Covered by SG053.



· Comments against Section 7.2: Event Type

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is addressed  by 428R03

	SG322
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Why do we use notification message” file download or update notification” and not the normal ESG schedule process?
	Status: Tentatively Closed.


In most cases SG is used for normal file delivery which is scheduled a long time ago, however notification can be used for urgent file delivery which happens a short time before the use of the file.  
No action is needed.

	SG323
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

We should have a type for general announcement, roaming support, start of service… 
	Status: Tentatively Closed.
R
esolution is covered by 428R01.


· Comments against Section 7.3: Format of Notification Message

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Change as it is proposed.


	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is addressed  by 428R03

	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 

(3) in case multiple messages coming together, the terminal will display the high priority notification to users first, eg. Emergency, interruption of broadcast services

(4) 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: Tentatively CLOSED
After email discussion, Panasonic, Motoroal and Smasung came up with a new description of “PresentationType” element
"

Recommends the type of presentation for the received Notification Messages based on the priority of the Notification Message. Allowed values are:

0 – For high priority Notification Messages, Terminal MAY immediately render the message after interrupting all the applications.

1 – For medium priority Notification Messages, Terminal MAY immediately render the message, overlaying the present playing services.

2 – For low priority Notification Messages, Terminal MAY NOT immediately render the message, the user can see the stored message whenever he or she wants. 

3-127: For future use
128-255: For proprietary use
"
The resolution is addressed by CR702

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is  addressed by 428R03

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Resolution is addressed by 428R03

	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

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG325
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Is there a need to have a relation between TOID and ESG fragment?
	Status:  Tentatively CLOSED


Modify the description of TransportObjectID (E3) in Notification to
"The transport object ID (TOI) of the object transmitting through the indicated delivery session"

	SG326
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How the picture are transmitted?
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED

Insert the following sentence into the description of "MediaInformation" E1 of notification,
"The notification media objects declared below can be delivered over a file delivery session specified by SessionInformation element, or be retrieved via interaction channel via URI of the media object."




	SG327
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

Transport element contains SessionID attributes

Proposed Resolution:

We should rather say “TransportSessionID”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 

Unify the terminology of sessionID/transportSesssionID to "TransmissionSessionID", and unify the description to "This is the Transmission Session Identifier (TSI) of the session at ALC/LCT level". 

	SG328
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

FilterRules element is defined a cardinality 0…1. This is not consistent with  the set of filter rules from FilerIDs

Proposed Resolution:

Change cardinality by 0..N
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 


“FilterRules” (E4) has to be consistent with “FilterID” (A) under “TargetProfile”(E3). “TargetProfile” is 0..n, “FilterRules” and “FilterID” under it are 0..1 only.

“FilterIDs”(E3) is 0..n, which lists all filter rules used in selection of  this specific auxiliary data.

Suggest no action needed.

	SG447
	2006.05.24
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

In the description of the “UsageType” attribute, it is noted that the session can deliver SG fragments. However, SG fragments are delivered within SGDU. To avoid confusion, it is suggested to replace “SG fragments” by “SGDU”.

Proposed resolution:

In the description of the UsageType attribute, replace “SG fragments” by “SGDU”. 


	Status : Tentatively CLOSED 

Change as it is proposed.


	SG448
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.3
	Source: Motorola

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0558
Comment:

The UsageType attribute is rather underspecified. It would be beneficial to have other standardized values at least for the following situations:

· SGDD-only session

· SGDU-only session

· Mixed SGDD/SGDU session

· Media files

· Other files

Proposed resolution:

It is suggested to gather groups’ opinion on the possible values for UsageType and update the description accordingly.


	Status : OPEN


	SG475
	2006.05.24
	Y
	7.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The following text uses wrong terminology: 

“Notification content: SessionInformation, MediaInformation, ServiceGuideDistributionDescriptor, FragmentID and AuxDataTrigger”

Proposed resolution:

Replace by “Service Guide Delivery Descriptor”.


	Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.



	SG476
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The specification of the element <ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor> is redundant. It is once specified in section 5.4.2.2 and once as part of the notification message. 

Proposed resolution:

Reference the definition in 5.4.2.2 from the definition of the notification message in section 7.3. 


	Tentatively CLOSED 

They are not exactly the same, for example “BSDAid” and ” NotificationReception” does not exist in “ServiceGuideDeliveryDescriptor”  of notification, because not necessary. 
no action needed.

	SG479
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.3
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

The XML schema for the notification message is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	OPEN

CR expected.


· Comments against Section 7.4: Notification Message Delivery

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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: Tentatively CLOSED
Replace “<TBD4>” by “application/vnd.oma.bcast.notification+xml".

Resolution is covered by CR496

	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

	SG431
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.4.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify mechanism to push notifications over the interactive channel.
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG135

	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

	SG432
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.4.3
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Unresolved TBD.

Proposed resolution:

Identify and specify the Management Object.
	Status: OPEN

Related to SG432



	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

	SG329
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

What is the expected size if the notification message transport an SGDD (isn’t it more that 1500 bytes). Are the notification message compressed?
	Status: OPEN

Related to 161

	SG
199
	2006.05.23
	Y
	7.4.2.1

7.4.3
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

The text in these two sections is messy in terms of font.

Proposed Resolution:

Clean-up these two sections by using the same font with other normal text in the Spec for readability. 
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.



	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG330
	2006.05.23
	N
	7.4.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0517
Comment:

How the terminal knows in the carousel the elements it has already received from the new element? Does it have to parse all the XML element since there are no means in the transport level to detect the elements?

Proposed Resolution:

The message MAY contains a header that consist to a NotificationID and versionID. This version and ID provide information to the terminal which detect that Notification have been already received or not. This header is inserted between the Notification Message and UDP header.
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


· Comments against Section 7.5: Notification Interfaces

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG433
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.1.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The following is the delivery message of Notification Event, which is sent from the CC (Content Creation) to the NTE over interface NT-1 or from NTE to NTG over interface NT-3.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The following is the delivery message of Notification Event, which is sent from the CC (Content Creation) to the NTE over interface NT-1, from NTE to NTG over interface NT-3 or NTDA to NTG over interface NT-4.”

And change the title of 7.5.1.2.1 from “Request Message” to “Delivery Message”


	SG434
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.1.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of NotificationEvent Delivery and which is sent from the NTE to CC over interface NT-1 or from NTG to NTE over interface NT-3. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with NTEid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with NTEid.”


	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the strikethrough and added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of NotificationEvent Delivery and which is sent from the NTE to CC over interface NT-1, from NTG to NTE over interface NT-3 or form NTDA to NTG over interface NT-4. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with NTEid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with NTEid.”

	SG435
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.2.2.1
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The following is the delivery message of Notification Message which is sent from the NTG to NTDA over interface NT-4.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.



	SG436
	2006.05.24
	N
	7.5.2.2.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

It is not clear as currently described which represent the sending and receiving entities. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The following is the response message of Notification Message Delivery which is sent from NTDA to NTG over interface NT-4. Response Messages MAY be immediately sent as a part of “200 OK”. HTTP RESPONSE message to the original request delivering source identified with NTFReqid. SGSDid. If Response Message cannot be sent immediately, it MAY be sent using HTTP POST message to the original request delivering source identified with NTDRegid SGSDid.”
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.




2.9 Comments against Appendix in general
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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.


2.10 Comments against Appendix B: SCR tables

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	SG
200
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-002, “Interpretation of mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments” is “M” for terminal, but to be accurate, should say “Interpretation of terminal mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments’.

Proposed Resolution:

Change “Interpretation of mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments” 

to

“Interpretation of terminal mandatory fields of Service Guide Fragments”. 

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.



	SG
201
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-003, “Interpretation of optional fields of Service Guide Fragments” is “O” for terminal, but to be accurate, should say “Interpretation of terminal optional fields of Service Guide Fragments’.

Proposed Resolution:

Change “Interpretation of optional fields of Service Guide Fragments”

to

“Interpretation of terminal optional fields of Service Guide Fragments”. 

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.



	SG
202
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-007, 

“Support HTTP for Service Guide delivery over Interaction Channel” is “M” for terminal without any further limitation/precondition. But it should be only mandatory for terminals with interaction channel support.

Proposed Resolution:

Add “With interaction channel capability” in Requirement column BCAST-SG-C-007.

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN



	SG
203
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-013, 

“Support for HTPP-based Service Guide management method over Interaction Channel” is “M” for terminal without any further limitation/precondition. But it should be only mandatory for terminals with interaction channel support.

Proposed Resolution:

Add “With interaction channel capability” in Requirement column of BCAST-SG-C-013. 

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

Editor: similar problem as SG203

	SG
204
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-014 and BCAST-SG-C-015 are the same, both for Service Guide discovery method over Broadcast Channel 

Proposed Resolution:

Change BCAST-SG-C-015 as 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

Editor: similar problem as SG203

	SG
205
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for SG-C table, BCAST-SG-C-016, MIME type support requirements are not up to date. 

Proposed Resolution:

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 
Change as it is proposed.



	SG
206
	2006.05.23
	Y
	Appendix B
	Source: Panasonic

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-510
Comment:

In SCR for NTC table, BCAST-NT-C-005, Should change from “O” to “M”, to be consistent with other interaction channel related conditionally mandatory features.

Proposed Resolution:

See 2006-0513-CR-SCR-tables-for-SG-TS.doc
	Status: OPEN

Editor: similar problem as SG203


2.11 Comments against Appendix C:  SG Schema

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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=”…”

	Tentatively CLOSED 

CR689 from Siemens addresses it. 

	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".


	Tentatively CLOSED 

Change as it is proposed. Editor to take care of all related changes.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG437
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix C
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

Generally, if the XML schema is not aligned with the tables in this specification, the schema should override the rules in the table. 

Proposed resolution:

Modify the description of this section as shown below, with changes shown by the added underlined text:

“The xml schema and data structure diagarm diagram in this appendix is generated based on the element/attribute tables in section 5.1.2.  In case they are not aligned with each other, the XML schema and data structures specified in this section SHALL override the rules as specified in Section 5.1.2.”

	Status: Tentatively CLOSED 


The BCAST group should ensure the table and the schema consistent, no need to add further normative statement for collision case.
Change to
“The xml schema and data structure diagarm diagram in this appendix is generated based on the element/attribute tables in section 5.1.2.”


	SG438
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix C.2
	Source: QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0509

Comment:

In Figure 8d (Access), TerminalBindingKeyID is shown as mandatory which is not aligned with the category specified in Access Fragment (section 5.1.2.4).  It should be specified as optional element. 

Proposed resolution:

Change TerminalBindingKeyID to “optional”.
	Status: Tentatively CLOSED
Editor to update the schema to be consistent with data model at the end of CONR.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	SG477
	2006.05.24
	Y
	C
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0579

Comment:

According to OMNA rules, the XML schemas are not kept as appendices in the specification but are created as separate permanent documents. These documents are referenced from the spec the same way other OMA documents are referenced. 

Proposed resolution:

Extract the schemas in appendices C.1 and C.2 and create separate permanent documents. 

Replace references to appendix C.x by normative references to these documents.

See doc #564 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN
See CR564R02 and CR689.



2.12 Comments against Appendix F:  Service Classes

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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.


	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


2.13 Comments against Appendix G: Global Status Code

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	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.

	SG469
	2006.05.24
	N
	Appendix G
	Source: Vodafone

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0570
Comment:

Global Status Codes are repeated here – it can also be found in the Service spec (section 5.1.4) which is the better location. Duplication increases maintenance effort and the risk of introducing inconsistencies. 

Proposed resolution:

Delete Appendix G or replace it by appropriate reference to Services spec

	Status:OPEN


3. 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(agree), SG373 (not agree yet)
	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-2006-0428R03
	SG060~SG62, SG64, SG65
	Tentatively Agreed

	
	
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0431R01
	SG089, SG090, SG321
	Tentatively Agreed

	
	
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0444R02
	SG100, SG101, SG102
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0445R01
	SG103 ~ SG107 
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0448R03
	SG108, SG 301
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0458
	SG109
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0462R01 

(Editor note: this is an IC)
	SG110, SG311
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0490
	SG165, SG167, SG168
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0496
	SG055
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0511R01
	SG193
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0512R01
	SG196 ~ SG198, SG426, SG278, SG191
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0513
	SG200 ~ SG206
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0508
	SG367
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0564
	SG477 ~ SG479
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0567
	SG462
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0633
	SG120, SG366
	noted

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0649R01
	SG215, SG245
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0650R01
	SG139
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0662R01
	SG334,SG335, SG339,SG195, SG221,SG473
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0678R01
	SG229,SG357, SG359,
	Tentatively Agreed

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0689
	SG140
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0697
	SG123
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0698
	SG125
	

	OMA-BCAST-2006-0702
	SG0633
	Tentatively Agreed


4 Intellectual Property Rights
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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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