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1 Reason for Contribution

With this input contribution Ericsson provides its review comments to the documents that are on the agenda of the Budapest meeting and all documents that have been uploaded after the publication of the R01 revision of the agenda up to 03:00 CET 30th August 2010, and asks that the group take these comments into consideration.

2 Summary of Contribution

Review comments to the contributions to the Budapest meeting.
3 Detailed Proposal

OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0758R04:

Document Status: No comments
Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0807R01:

Document Status: Objection
Comments:

- section 6.2.2.2.1 SMS Message to Pager Mode CPM Message , Table 9 – it is important that the CPM user receive the MSISDN of the SMS user. That is why the IWF is required to map the MSISDN to the TEL URI and put it in the P-Asserted-Identity if present and in the From header. If the IWF also has access to the SIP URI, then it could be added as a second value for the P-Asserted-Identity header. 
Proposed rewording of the NOTE in the Comment column of the P-Asserted-Identity/From row of Table 9:

NOTE: the IWF will translate the MSISDN into a TEL URI for the P-Asserted-Identity and From headers. If a SIP URI is available, the IWF will also include it in the P-Asserted-Identity header.

· section 6.3.1 –the use of the terms CPM Client A Home Network or CPM Client B Home network infers that interworking may occur on the originating side, i.e. in Client A’s network, or on the terminating side, i.e. in Client B’s home network. Perhaps then it is best to leave the wording as is. A possibility is to leave the text as is and also a new Note at the end of section 6.3.1 to state: NOTE: interworking may occur in either the originating or terminating network as defined in [OMA-CPM-TS-Conv-Func].

· Section 6.3.1.1.4 MMS Read Reply to CPM Message Disposition Notification, Table 21, row for SIP From and CPIM From – proposed rewording: 

	SIP header: From, P-Asserted-Identity
CPIM header: From
	Mandatory
	Recipient Address
	NOTE: the IWF will translate the MSISDN into a TEL URI for the P-Asserted-Identity, From headers and CPIM From headers. If a SIP URI is available, the IWF will also include it in the P-Asserted-Identity header.




· Section 6.3.1.2.1 MMS to Pager Mode CPM Message. Please note that Table 36 sets the Request-URI and To, so the change made in Table 37 is not correct – proposed updates:
	NOTE: To and Request-URI are set as per Table 36.
If there is more than one recipient, all recipients are added in the CPM Message body as part of a recipient-list-history body as per [RFC5365]


	Mandatory
	Recipient(s) address
	Translated by the IWF to the corresponding routable target CPM User’s address. 

NOTE 1: a proper mapping from the MMS Recipient(s) address fields (To, Cc, and Bcc) towards the corresponding fields in the SIP URI List [RFC5365] is to be made.

NOTE 2: Recipient(s) address is not used if there is only one recipient. 

NOTE 3: The RCPT To: is used to set Request-URI and To: as per table 36.

editor: please beautify indentations


	From, 

P-Asserted-Identity [RFC3325]
	Mandatory
	Sender address
	In the case where the MMS sender requested anonymity the address is not revealed in the From and Privacy header is set accordingly (e.g., Privacy:  id).

The IWF SHALL include a Non-CPM Communication Service Identifier as defined in Error! Reference source not found. with the value set to “MMS”.
NOTE: the IWF will translate the MSISDN into a TEL URI for the P-Asserted-Identity and From headers. If a SIP URI is available, the IWF will also include it in the P-Asserted-Identity header.


· section 6.3.1.2.1 MMS Message to a Large Message Mode CPM Message, Table 41 – please make these proposed updates.
	NOTE: To and Request-URI are set as per Table 40.
If there is more than one recipient, all recipients are added in the CPM Message body as part of a recipient-list-history body as per [RFC5365]


	Mandatory
	Recipient(s) address
	Translated by the IWF to the corresponding routable target CPM User’s address. 


NOTE 1: a proper mapping from the MMS Recipient(s) address fields (To, Cc, and Bcc) towards the corresponding fields in the SIP URI List [RFC5365] is to be made.

NOTE 2 Recipient(s) address is not used if there is only one recipient. 

NOTE 3: The RCPT To: is used to set Request-URI and To: as per table 36.
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	From, 

P-Asserted-Identity [RFC3325]
	Mandatory
	Sender address
	In the case where the MMS sender requested anonymity the address is not revealed in the From or P-Asserted-Identity, and Privacy header is set accordingly (e.g., Privacy:  id).

The IWF SHALL include a Non-CPM Communication Service Identifier as defined in Error! Reference source not found. with the value set to “MMS”.
NOTE: the IWF will translate the MSISDN into a TEL URI for the P-Asserted-Identity and From headers. If a SIP URI is available, the IWF will also include it in the P-Asserted-Identity header.


· section 6.4 Interworking with E-mail figure 3 – same comment as above on section 6.3.1 

·  section 6.4.2.1 the change in table 49 should not be made – it is important to list the CPM headers used, so the text about “Identities for the message, related to …” needs to stay.

· Section 6.4.2.4 table 56, the deleted text in the msg-id, In-Reply-To row needs to stay. It is important information.

· Section 6.4.2.4.1 Table 59, why is the row on msg-id, In-Reply-To deleted?

· Section 6.4.2.4.2 Table 61, the deleted text in the From row should stay, it is important. 

OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0808R01:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0810R02:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0812R02:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0823R01:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none, would be ok to have it incorporated into 0860R01
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0840R01:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none

OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0844R01:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none

OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0845R01:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none

OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0846R01:

Document Status: No objection Comments: none

OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0849R01:

Document Status: No comments Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0860R01:

Document Status: No comments Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0864:

Document Status: Objection
Comments: overlaps with 0823R01
- the change to step 7 in change 1 is fine, but Ericsson prefers to use the changes in 0823R01 instead of the rest of the changes in this CR.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0865:

Document Status: Objection
Comments:

- remove the term “affected”, it is unnecessary and makes it sound like there is something wrong with the CPM Session.
- in this new text in step 2)b)i, change this:
· SHALL generate a SIP BYE request for the remote side (i.e. the controlling network or the terminating network) of the affected CPM Session according to the rules and procedures of [RFC3261];
to this – the term controlling network is not defined, and the other side is not always the remote side and the term terminating network is confusing, but it is always a CPM Client or the CPM Controlling Function:

i. SHALL generate a SIP BYE request towards the CPM Controlling Function or the other CPM Client in the CPM Session according to the rules and procedures of [RFC3261];
- same change needs to be made throughout the CR.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0866:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0867R01:

Document Status: Objection
Comments: 

- remove the term “affected”, it is unnecessary and makes it sound like there is something wrong with the CPM Session.
- “remote network (i.e. the controlling network or the terminating network)” is not appropriate – reword to “the CPM Controlling Function or the other CPM Client in the CPM Session”
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0868R01:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0870R01:

Document Status: Objection
Comments:

- section 9.2.5 – remove the changes to steps 6 and keep the existing step 6.

- Section 9.2.5  - the new step 7 needs to be modified – the SIP REFER will always come in with Refer-Sub set to false – see step 1. 
- we could also make a change to limit the sending of the SIP REFER to always be inside a dialog.
- section 9.2.6  - steps 6 and 7 (new numbers) need to be updated to align with the new text for steps 6 and 7 in 9.2.5
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0871R01:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0872:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0877:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0878:

Document Status: No comments
Comments: None, but will accept the outcome of discussion. Acision’s comments are agreeable as well.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0879:

Document Status: No comments Comments:
None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0880:

Document Status: No comments Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0881:

Document Status: No comments Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0882:

Document Status: No comments Comments: none
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0883:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0884:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0885:

Document Status: document not yet available
Comments:
N/A
OMA-MWG-CPM-2010-0886:

Document Status: No comments Comments: None
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

OMA COM-CPM is recommended to take these review comments into account when discussing the contributions.
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