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1. Review Comments

1.1 <doc ref> 
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.9.16
	E
	2.1
	Source: T-Mobile
Form: input document

Comment: OSE is not referenced
Proposed Change: please remove OSE
	Status: OPEN 

	A002
	2009.9.16
	E
	2.2
	Source: T-Mobile
Form: input document

Comment:  Most documents are not referenced in the AD, e.g. Flashcode, Geoprivrel, mime, ndef, nfcrtd, etc.
Proposed Change: please remove these references
	Status: OPEN 



	A003
	2009.9.16
	E
	general
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: 

Defined terms are used lower case 
Proposed Change: 

Please consider to use Upper Case whenever the defined term is used in the document
	Status: OPEN 

	A003
	2009.9.16
	E
	3.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: 

Some terms are not used, i.e. Mobile Code Sales Agency, Resolution Identifier
Proposed Change: please consider to remove not used terms and their definitions


	Status: OPEN 

	A003
	2009.9.16
	T
	3.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: 

Whether the CRS and CCH are within one box or separate is a deployment decision, i.e. the CMP is no component of the functional logical architecture. Therefore the definitions should be changed accordingly:
Proposed Change: Please consider to change definitions accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	A004
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.2.1 Figure 1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  

if MCP  and the interface used by MCP is out of scope then please consider to show and discuss it in an informative section only 

Proposed Change: 

Please consider to remove MCP and the interface from the figure 1 and create an informative section to discuss MCP
	Status: OPEN 



	A005
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.2.1 Figure 1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: the interfaces labeled INFO are not according to our labeling policy

Proposed Change: Please consider to use the labeling policy
	Status: OPEN 

	A006
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.2.1 Figure 1
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: As there exist the decomposition of CMP into CRS and CCH, the normative AD diagram should not show the CMP. Deployment examples should be discussed in a separate informative section.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider to remove  CMP from figure 1 and change the direction of the MC-3 interfaces (as these interfaces are used by remote components)

Remove CMP throughout the normative document sections (use CCH or CRS as appropriate instead)
	Status: OPEN 

	A007
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.2.1 
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: Notes: 

I don’t understand the intention to make these interfaces mandatory or optional dependent on the deployment scenario.

All 4 notes are somehow more related to deployment scenarios.

Proposed Change: 

Please clarify and discuss deployment specifics in an informative section and remove them from this section.
	Status: OPEN 

	A008
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.2.2 
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  This section shows different deployment examples. 

Proposed Change: Please consider to change the heading to e.g. “Deployment scenarios” and make the section informative
	Status: OPEN 



	A009
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.1 

5.a)
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: What is the intention behind this “Confirm End User consent before network access is initiated”

Proposed Change: Please clarify
	Status: OPEN 

	A010
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.1

8.a)
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  “receiving requests for provisioning, configuration and/or update” of what?

Proposed Change: Please clarify what is configured, provisioned, updated
	Status: OPEN 



	A011
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.1 

Last paragraph
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: The interface description should be in the interface section

Proposed Change: please consider to move the interface descriptions to the appropriate interface section
	Status: OPEN 

	A012
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.2 
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  GMCR seems to be rather an authority than a SW component required by each enabler implementation. It should probably not be in the normative AD diagram as a component, but needs a normative section discussing the purpose etc.

Proposed Change: Please consider to remove the GMCR from figure one, show it instead in the deployment scenarios. The normative nature of the naming authority should be in a normative section (e.g. appendix).
	Status: OPEN 



	A013
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.3 
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: As CMP is rather the combined deployment of CCH and CRS, this section should go to an informative appendix (if still needed)

Proposed Change: Please consider to move to an informative appendix or delete this section

If some information is missing in the decomposed components CCH or CRS, then move them to this sections (before deletion)
	Status: OPEN 

	A014
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.4 
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: It is not clear what is meant by home CCH, parent CCH, resolving CRS, remote CCH and how they relate to each other. 

Proposed Change: Please consider to add definitions and/or better description
	Status: OPEN 

	A015
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.4

Last paragraph
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  The interface description should be in the interface section

Proposed Change: please consider to move the interface descriptions to the appropriate interface section 
	Status: OPEN 



	A016
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.5

Last paragraph
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  The interface description should be in the interface section

Proposed Change: please consider to move the interface descriptions to the appropriate interface section 
	Status: OPEN 



	A017
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.6 

1st paragraph
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: what is meant by bidirectional? 

Proposed Change: Please clarify
	Status: OPEN 

	A018
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.6 
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: “latency critical” is not defined;  

What about chargeable events  in online charging cases – non latency critical?    

Proposed Change: Please consider to define latency critical and non latency critical, 
	Status: OPEN 

	A019
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  Interfaces are exposed by some a component. Per OMA definition any authorized principal can use the interface. I.e. the interface should be described from the view of the component exposing it and not from the requesting side.  

Proposed Change: Please consider to reword accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	A020
	2009.9.16
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: From the interface description MC-1 and MC-3 I would say there is no difference in functionality, i.e. they are the same.

Proposed Change: If there is a difference, please consider to add the missing description
	Status: OPEN 

	A021
	2009.9.16
	T
	Appendix B.

B1.2.3
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment:  According to this flow step 3 and 4 the CRS uses the interface exposed by GMCR directly. This is not shown in the AD diagram

Proposed Change: Please clarify and correct if necessary
	Status: OPEN 



	A022
	2009.9.16
	T
	B.3.1.1.2
	Source: T-Mobile

Form: input document

Comment: How does this transfer based on the token works, if the interface used by the MCP is not standardized? 

Proposed Change: Please clarify.
	Status: OPEN 
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