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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved
2.2 Review History

3. Review Comments
3.1 <doc ref>

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.7.03
	E
	2.1
	Source: T-Mobile
Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226
Comment: Reference to [OSE] is not used
Proposed Change: remove the reference
	Status: OPEN 

	A002
	2009.7.03
	T
	2.1, general
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: Normative reference to the informative document [SRM-ADv1.0] is so far we know not according OMA referencing policy.

As this is the first normative SRM AD the previous version should probably not be referenced (this document should contain all necessary architectural description for both releases.

Proposed Change: remove the references throughout the document and the version indication at section headings
	Status: OPEN 

	A003
	2009.7.03
	T
	2.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: Some of the references are probably normative, e.g. the one on which the enabler depends on, the SRM RD, etc: 

Proposed Change: move the normative references to section 2.1 such as

[OMADRMv2], [OMADRMv2.1], [OMASCEv1.0] (if there is really a dependency), 
	Status: OPEN 

	A004
	2009.7.03
	T
	2.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: As the SRM1.1 should contain all requirements of SRM1.0 it is not necessary to reference the RD of version 1.0, 

further not used reference should be removed as well
Proposed Change: remove the references to [SRM-RDv1.0] (used in use cases section, which should be removed anyway), [OMASRMv1.0] (not used anyway), [SRM-TSv1.1] (not used)
	Status: OPEN 

	A005
	2009.7.03
	T
	3.1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: Conventions are not used in this document

Proposed Change: Consider to use the conventions, e.g. SHALL etc.
	Status: OPEN 

	A006
	2009.7.03
	T
	3.1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: We think the mentioning of SRM 1.0 AD is not needed in this document

Proposed Change: Consider to remove the last paragraph
	Status: OPEN 

	A007
	2009.7.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: Some definitions are very generic, e.g. device, rights and were introduced already in DRM documents

Proposed Change: Consider to add a qualifier to the definitions, e.g. SRM Rights
	Status: OPEN 

	A008
	2009.7.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: As soon as a device implements a DRM agent, the term used should be qualified by e.g. DRM Device. We recommend to use the device definition of the OMA dictionary and extend it appropriately. Furthermore it seems that SW and HW are confused in the definition, e.g. a SIM is an application of the UICC, but if understood right the HW is meant.

Another point is that it is not clear what value the last sentence of this definition adds.

Proposed Change: Consider change the definition as appropriate and change in whole document
	Status: OPEN 

	A009
	2009.7.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: Secure Removeable Media definition: probably refers to HW on which a SW is running (SRM agent) that protects the stored data.

Proposed Change: Clarify and consider change the definition as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

	A010
	2009.7.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: An SRM Agent probably becomes trusted after authentication?

Is it that this entity make a removeable media secure? We think that HW and SW are confused again.

Proposed Change: Clarify and consider change the definition as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

	A011
	2009.7.03
	T
	4
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: The sentence “

The SRM 1.1 will strive to keep track of the OMA DRM 2.1 technologies and maintain backward compatibility with the SRM 1.0 technical specification.”  Uses future tense and is not clear enough how it relates to DRM.
Proposed Change: consider to change the sentence e.g. conforms to DRM 2.1 and is backward compatible to SRM1.0.
	Status: OPEN 

	A012
	2009.7.03
	T
	4.1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: first sentence: should not the interface exposed by the SRM agent be mentioned as well?

First bullet: isn’t this done between the DRM Agent and SRM Agent?

Second bullet: Device Rights Move is not a defined term in the definitions section

3rd bullet: not a defined term

Last sentence could be extended in a more understandable way – are Compatibility and Supports to be defined terms?
Proposed Change: consider to change this section considering the comment above
	Status: OPEN 

	A013
	2009.7.03
	T
	4.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: whole section: 
Proposed Change: consider to add to be defined terms in the definitions section and change 


	Status: OPEN 

	A014
	2009.7.03
	T
	4.3,

4.4
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: whole sections should not be part of an AD 
Proposed Change: 

1. consider to remove these sections and 

add a sentence to section 5 e.g. The architecture model is based on the requirements defined in [SRM-RDv1.1].

	Status: OPEN 

	A015
	2009.7.03
	T
	5.1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: these section should specify on what the enabler depends on

First 2 paragraphs read as they would rather fit to version sections 4.1 and 4.2

The rest of this section confuses us very much.

Proposed Change: 

Consider to move first paragraph to section 4.1

Consider to move 2nd paragraph to section 4.2

Consider to change 3rd  and 4th paragraphs in a way that they say what the enabler depends on 

	Status: OPEN 

	A016
	2009.7.03
	T
	5.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: diagram 

Proposed Change: 

Consider to remove the box around the diagram

Consider to qualify the components such as the Rights issuer is based on DRM but provides additional features, i.e. should have a label according to SRM e.g. SRM Rights Issuer or so
Same for DRM Agent

The interface labeling should follow the ADBP recommendations

	Status: OPEN 

	A017
	2009.7.03
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: OMA-ARC-2009-0226

Comment: wrt. 2nd sentence : say what is re-used of DRM, 

The rights issuer is re-used but extended in its functionality, i.e. need a SRM label and a reference to DRM

The DRM Agent is re-used but extended in its functionality, i.e. need a SRM label and a reference to DRM. Furthermore, what does trusted mean? Best to use the defined term and describe here the missing parts (what functions are provided). “Move Permisson” is not a defined term, please add to definitions

To SRM Agent: what does trusted mean? Best to use the defined term and describe here the missing parts (what functions are provided).

Proposed Change: 

Consider as stated above
Consider to change throughout the document

	Status: OPEN 
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