	Area
	Aspects to be considered
	Response from originating group

	Scope,

Introduction
	The Scope and Introduction sections should be completed before the first informal review.  Consider to copy appropriate text from the RD to the Scope or Introduction Sections.

Identify which parts of the RD scope are addressed in the current AD draft
	This has been done. The text is copied from the RD with very minimal contextual changes.

In the corrent draft, the entire RD scope from MC v1.0  is addressed.

	Normative References, Informative References
	References in normative sections that are used for describing the architecture of the enabler in normative sections are usually normative and they can be informative in the case of referencing background information.

Identify where the AD has diverged from this concept.

See also the [Referencing Policy].
	The Normative references section is limited at the moment, but the informative section is extensive and preempting use in the text in some cases.

	Definitions, Abbreviations
	In the case that new definitions or abbreviations are introduced (that are not in the [OMA-DICT], did you consider to bring the generic ones that may apply to other enablers as well, to the [OMA-DICT]?
	References have been copied from the RD. Hopefully, all uses have been covered.

	Architecture model, OSE principles
	Identify any dependency on other enablers. 

Identify aspects which are considered to be reused from other enablers. 

Is there a need to work with policies? If so: is the PEEM enabler/it’s interface templates considered to be reused?

Indicate whether the work on the other enablers is already ongoing.

Have you socialized with the groups that are responsible for these enablers?

In case other enablers are impacted (e.g. an enhancement is required), indicate whether these modifications are/will be in scope of the other enablers or as part of the enabler that is reviewed. 

Identify aspects that are not covered (but required by requirements) by this enabler and not reused from other enablers.

In case a diagram of the architecture has been created, indicate whether the diagram adheres to the guidelines presented in section Error! Reference source not found. of this document.
	Currently there are no dependencies.

Currently, there is potential for reusing URI schemes.
The diagrams included conform to the Best Practices, as far as the MC group is aware.

	Specific Work Areas
	Identify impact on:

SEC

MCC

IOP

External Groups – addressing need for new liaisons and dependencies on External Work.
	IOP BRO are aware of the work and will be co-ordinated with extesively.

SEC have been made aware of the work and will be involved with the development of the enabler.


	Plan for further development of the enabler
	Where will the enabler be developed beyond the AD phase?

Identify potential WGs for developing the TSs.  Consider socializing the architecture document with candidate groups, to get their feedback on whether they could develop these specifications

This should be discussed at an early stage, to achieve parallel development where appropriate and to speed up the overall completion time for the enabler.
	The TS will be developed by the MCE MC group. 

The TS has been opened as a skeleton, but only informative sections have so far been agreed.


