Doc# OMA-BCAST-2006-0799R02-INP_Nokia_Comments_TS_Adaptation_Review_Approval.doc[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Input Contribution

Doc# OMA-Template-InputContribution-20060101-I.doc
Input Contribution



Input Contribution

	Title:
	Nokia comments to R&A on TS Adaptation specifications
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	BAC-BCAST

	Submission Date:
	29 Sep 2006 (updated 10 Oct 2006)

	Source:
	Toni Paila, Nokia, toni.paila@nokia.com

	Attachments:
	n/a
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Contribution

This IC provides Nokia comments to BCAST R&A the following specifications:

· OMA-BCAST-2006-0752R01-CR_Revised_BCAST_Adaptation_to_BCMCS      

· OMA-BCAST-2006-0691R02-CR_Adaptation_DVB_over_IPDC

· OMA-BCAST-2006-0779-CR_Adaptation_MBMS  
These comments are classified as objections.
2 Summary of Contribution

See 1.
3 Detailed Proposal

OMA-BCAST-2006-0752R01-CR_Revised_BCAST_Adaptation_to_BCMCS      

· Section 1 (Scope). Very good text, this should be used in DVB-H / MBMS Adaptations, too.

· Section 1, "BCMCS-specific adaptation", in other adaptation docs the name is "BDS specific adaptation"

· The introduction - and especially how the adaptation modes are introduced - in this BCMCS adaptation differs from the introduction of DVB-H and MBMS adaptation. We agreed to have consistent way which this TS is not following.
· Section 2.1, are all listed document normatively referred within the BCMCS Adaptation doc?

· Section 3.1, Add definitions of used terms

· Section 3.2, Add used abbreviations.

· Section 4, "BCMCS-specific adaptation", in other adaptation docs the name is "BDS specific adaptation"

· Section 4, sentence "...is to reduce the number of options and parallel functions fulfilling the same requirements...",  gives the impression that the main specs are somehow loosely coupled/defined.

· Section 4, title misses "(Informative)".

· Section 4, 2nd adaptation mode, second paragraph, why "across heterogeneous BDS technologies" is in different mode than  in other adaptation docs?

· Section 4 mentions that BCAST Enabler is adapting to BCMCS application layer functionality. Other adaptation specs go as far as transport layer. BCMCS should be on the same level as others and all three adaptations must be consistent with this respect.

· Section 5, section should be informative.

· Section 5, 4th paragraph, remove word "multicast", as BCAST may also deliver non-multicast IP Flows.

· Section 5, 4th paragraph, "the BCMCS_FLOW_IDs". What is _the_ BCMCS_FLOW_IDs?

· Section 5, discusses only about IP multicast, but BCAST is not limited to multicasted IP only.

· Section 5, overall, BCMCS is “advertised” much stronger than DVB-H and MBMS in their respective adaptations. BCMCS should be on the same level as others and all three adaptations must be consistent with this respect.
· Section 6, intro missing, perhaps just move the content of 6.1 here (and remove 6.1), 

· Section 6.1 (incl. sub-sections) does not have equivalent in DVB/MBMS Adaptation docs. 

· either remove 6.1 and move 6.1.1 into the introduction of 6.2 and 6.1.2 into the introduction of 6.3

or

· introduce similar introduction of adaptation and its modes into DVB-H/MBMS adaptation specs also.


· Note: that as they are, the introductions of 6.2 and 6.3 are just disclaimers not actually introducing anything.  


· Section 6.1.1, "This section" should refer to section 6.2

· Section 6.1.2, "This section" should refer to section 6.3

· Section 6.2.1, first sentence, "This" refers to the section title.

· Section 6.2.2, intro missing

· Section 6.2.2.1, What are the four cases discussed in this section?

· Section 6.2.2.2, First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb

· Section 6.2.2.3, First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb

· Section 6.2.3, intro missing

· Section 6.2.3.1 to 6.2.3.4.2, First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb. Same comment applies on most of other sub-sections, throughout the doc.

· Section 6.2.4, intro missing

· Section 6.2.3.6, first sentence, is this specification text?

· Section 6.2.3.4.1, "in in Section", remove one "in"

· Section 6.2.4.2.2, Specific constraint on key registration concerns the Smartcard Profile only.

· Section 6.2.4.3, intro missing

· Section 6.2.4.3.2, intro missing

· Section 6.2.5.1, the list after text "the SG indicates the following services are available for subscription:" is not comprehensive. Same COMMENT On the figure 1 and the bulleting 9 below the figure 1.

· Sections 6.2.5.1 and 6.2.5.2, Two sections (including the figures) could be used in DVB/MBMS adaptation docs, too.

· Section 6.2.5.3, The problem is in diagrams and on terminal side. Namely, BCAST main specs mandate FLUTE for terminals while the diagrams in BCMCS miss the point.

· Section 6.2.5.3.2 (File Distribution Network Interface between BCAST and BCMCS (FD-B1)), Should these be in DVB/MBMS adaptation docs, too, or to be removed from here?

· Section 6.3 (all sub-sections), refers to sub-sections of 6.2. Do not use cross-referencing, but provide the text in both places.

· Section 6.3.2, intro missing

· Section 6.3.3, intro missing

· Section 6.3.3.6, intro missing

OMA-BCAST-2006-0691R02-CR_Adaptation_DVB_over_IPDC

· We have not started the discussion on the mandatoriness of adaptation modes. However, the specification under R&A assumes that both adaptation modes shall be supported by Terminal and Server. Problematic pieces of text:

Chapter 4: "Hence BCAST Servers and BCAST Terminals will be able to handle the two types of adaptation"

and

Chapter 6 & 7: "BCAST Terminal and Server SHALL implement functionalities as described in this Chapter"
· The specification introduces third mode of adaptation - mixed mode - we have not discussed so far: "As not all underlying BDS functionality is re-used, BCAST services may use both types of adaptation, i.e. BDS specific adaptation (re-using underlying BDS functionality) for certain functions whilst using generic adaptation (BCAST-specific functionality) for other functions."
· In section 5, the text "multiprotocol encapsulation forward error correction (MPE-FEC)" is incorrect. In DVB, the term "MPE-FEC" is not an acronym, but it is the name of the technology. Therefore, the referred tect should be changed to "MPE-FEC".
· Section 5, several locations, inconsistent use of terminology when referring to IPDC over DVB-H. Following proposes modifications based on terminology specified and used in DVB:

· Second paragraph, second sentence, "IPDC system" should be "IPDC in DVB-H system" (term specified in DVB)

· Second paragraph, second sentence, "DVB broadcast" should be "broadcast" ("DVB broadcast" not specified anywhere)

· Second paragraph, third sentence, "IPDC" should be "IP Datacast over DVB-H" (term specified in DVB)

· Third paragraph, "IP Datacast services over DVB-H" should be "IP Datacast over DVB-H services" (uses two terms specified in DVB)

· First bullet, "IP Datacast over DVB-H system Phase1" is unclear, perhaps it meant "IPDC in DVB-H system"?

· Second bullet, "IP Datacast over DVB-H system" should be "IPDC in DVB-H system" (term specified in DVB)

· Fourth bullet, "DVB-H transmitter" should be "IPDC DVB-H network" (term specified in DVB)

· Fourth bullet, "DVB-H receiver" should be "IPDC DVB-H receiver" (term specified in DVB)

· Eight bullet, "IP Datacast systems over DVB-H" should be "IPDC in DVB-H systems"
· Referencing between sub-sections of sections 6 and 7 make the document difficult to read. Rather than referring between the sections, better is to provide any common texts in both sections.
· In sections 6 and 7, the sentence "All normative statement in this specification…are distributed over DVB-H" is vague in the sense that "DVB-H" is not specified. Change the text to the following: "All normative statements in this specification are only applicable in the case OMA BCAST services are distributed over a DVB-H network specified in [ETSI EN 302 304].”

· Section 6.2.1, What are the four cases discussed in this section?

· Section 6.5.3.1, typo: timeslicing -> time-slicing

· Section 6.5.3.1, "…time-slicing, this is required…" -> "…time-slicing, the buffer control is required…"

· Section 7.3.5, at the end of the third paragraph, uses non-specified term "DVB IP Platform". Change to "IP Platform".
· Section 7.3.5, typo in first paragraph second sentence: two periods in the end of the sentence

· Section 7.3.5, perhaps reformulate the sentence 

"The ESG bootstrap session MAY…" 

to

"If bootstrap is used to signal an OMA BCAST Service Guide, then the bootstrap SHALL contain the description as specified  in…"

· Section 7.3.5, sentences such as "It is assumed…" should be reformulated

· Section 7.3.5, the last sentence says that the entire can be actually done in some other proprietary

· Section 7.3.5.1, Introduction missing
· Section 7.4.1.1, under the sub-title "SRTP", third and fourth paragraph ("MKI length SHOULD be 2 bytes … should match that used by DVB-IPDC."). Text is unclear, and may not always provide service sharing between all BCAST and IPDC DVB-H terminals. Why SHOULD rather than SHALL? What is the value of the second sentence of the paragraph three ("Note that …")? What is the intended message of the fourth paragraph?

Replace the paragraphs with the following text: "When Smartcard Profile is used, MKI SHALL be 2 bytes. When Smartcard Profile is not used, the MKI length MAY be variable."
· Section 7.4.1.1, (section about SRTP) should be rewritten as it is currently unclear

· Section 7.4.2, typo - chapter starts with a period

· Section 7.4.2, The only sentence of 7.4.2 does not say anything, first fix the broken grammar "…layer 4 for streams are detailed…" ->  "…layer 4 for streams detailed…" and one is left with an "empty sentence" without a verb not to mention any normative statement.

· Section 7.5, introduction missing

· Prefix “TS” missing from ETSI references, for instance in 7.1 ETSI 102 470 -> ETSI TS 102 470

OMA-BCAST-2006-0779-CR_Adaptation_MBMS  
· We have not started the discussion on the mandatoriness of adaptation modes. However, the specification under R&A assumes that both adaptation modes shall be supported by Terminal and Server. Problematic pieces of text: 
· Chapter 4: "Hence BCAST Servers and BCAST Terminals will be able to handle the two types of adaptation" 
· Chapter 6 & 7: "BCAST Terminal and Server SHALL implement functionalities as described in this Chapter" 
· The specification introduces third mode of adaptation - mixed mode - we have not discussed so far: "As not all underlying BDS functionality is re-used, BCAST services may use both types of adaptation, i.e. BDS specific adaptation (re-using underlying BDS functionality) for certain functions whilst using generic adaptation (BCAST-specific functionality) for other functions."
· Chapter 1, in the end of second paragraph, add the sentence 'This is referred to as "generic adaptation"'.

· Chapter 1, in the end of third paragraph, add the sentence 'This is referred to as "BDS specific adaptation"

· Chapter 4, the title of the second paragraph should read as in DVB-H, "BDS specific adaptation to MBMS functionality"

· Chapter 6, can there really be more than one type of radio bearer for 3GPP MBMS?

· Section 6.2.1, conflict between "…MBMS itself does not…lacks the support for an interaction channel…" and "The MBMS interaction channel…

· Section 6.4, have an introduction rather than the statement present also in every sub-chapter (Note that in DVB-H the corresponding chapter is empty)

· Section 6.5, introduction missing
· Section 7, 1st paragraph. Is it valid to say that adaptation spec “extends” the main spec? To our understanding the agreement so far has been that adaptation specs narrow down selections in main specs.

· Section 7.2.1, first paragraph. The sentence doesn't contain a verb.

· Section 7.2.1, conflict between "...MBMS itself does not ... lack the support of interaction channel ..." and "the MBMS interaction channel..." (same comment as on 6.2.1)

· Section 7.2.2 refers to DVB-IPDC. Should be 3GPP MBMS?

· Section 7.2.3 refers to DVB-IPDC. Should be 3GPP MBMS?

· Section 7.3.1, first paragraph. The sentence doesn't contain a verb.

· Section 7.3.2, first paragraph. The sentence doesn't contain a verb.

· Section 7.2, intro missing

· Section 7.3, intro missing

· Section 7.3.4, title and the contents of the section not in line with each others. Replace "Disallowed" with "Restrictions on use of"?

· Section 7.3.5, empty section

· Section 7.3.5.1, contains "TBD"

· Section 5.3.5.1, refers to DVB-H

· Section 7.3.6 and all sub-sections, empty section

· Section 7.4.1.1, Table X, Table number?

· Section 7.4.1.1, Table X, contains question marks

· Section 7.4.1, second paragraph, "in ... MBMS specifications". What "MBMS specifications"? Should be more specific reference.

· Section 7.4.1.1, SRTP, first sentence, "as per ... MBMS specifications". What "MBMS specifications"? Should be more specific reference.

· Section 7.4.1.1, typo, "i.e." -> add comma ("i.e.,")

· Section 7.4.1.1, the first sentence. should start with "This section set the specific restrictions..."

· Section 7.4.1.1, refers to DVB-IPDC (twice).

· Section 7.4.1.1, SRTP, third paragraph, refers to different KMS profiles ("DRM Profile, Smartcard Profile and DVB-IPDC 18Crypt and OSF"). Rest of the document refers to DVB-IPDC as a whole. Better formulation would be "DRM Profile, Smartcard Profile and DVB-IPDC", if DVB would need to be referred at all.

· Sections 7.4.2 and sub-sections. First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb

· Sections 7.4.3, 7.5.1, 7.5.2 and 7.5.3: First sentence if clumsy, misses a verb

· Section 7.5, intro missing.

· Generic on both DVB-H and MBMS Adaptation documents: References such as "BCAST Enabler specifications" are too generic.  See BCMCS Adaptation for examples of more specific references.
· Remove footnotes 1 and 2, referring to deleted sections
· Many TBDs all around the spec
4 Intellectual Property Rights

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

5 Recommendation

These comments are given under BCAST R&A for the named specifications: OMA-BCAST-2006-0752R01-CR_Revised_BCAST_Adaptation_to_BCMCS, OMA-BCAST-2006-0691R02-CR_Adaptation_DVB_over_IPDC  and OMA-BCAST-2006-0779-CR_Adaptation_MBMS. The comments in this document are classified as objections.
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