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Summary

This document indicates open issues of [H.770] in order to be resolved for consent.
1.
Introduction

Q13/16 discussed how to handle BBF TR-069 in IPTV service discovery. Q13/16 plans to make a new amendment of [H.770] consent at plenary of next SG 16 meeting (July 30, 2010, Geneva); however, here has been open issues in Annex and Appendix yet.  This document shows the remaing issues and questions/comments on them respectively in order to reach good results through Q13/16 rapportuer meeting (July 15-16, 2010, Geneva)
2.
Discussion

2.1
Annex: a profile for TR-069
New table A.3 is a normative profile to treat TR-069 proposed by Brazil at shanghai meeting.  Current table and texts are as follows:
Table A.3: Profile C for Linear TV.

	Items
	Specification

	Service Provider Discovery
	Elements/Attributes
	Service Provider discovery information (cf. clause 7)

	
	Delivery Protocols
	· TR-069 as pull mode
· DVBSTP as push mode

	Service Discovery
	Elements/Attributes
	· Linear TV discovery (cf. clause 10.1)

· Package discovery record (cf. clause 10.3)

· Content Guide discovery record (cf. clause 10.4)

	
	Delivery Protocols
	T.B.D.


[Editor’s Note May212010]: TR-069 is independent from delivery protocols. Hence, is recommended protocol  just TR-069?
New elements to link H.770 with TR-069 specification, proposed by Huawei at previous IPTV-GSI,  are located in Appendix V.  What relations should be considered, between this Annex I and Appendix V? 

Is it right to deal with TR-069 as tansport protocols?
TR-069 can be used for both pull mode and push mode?  Especially, for push mode.
2.2
Editor’s comments in Appendix V
There four editor’s comments in Appendix V are as follows:
(1)First editor’s note
Entry points are either:

· Multicast address to get service provider information in push mode (IGMP, MLD…)

· Unicast address to get service provider information in pull mode (HTTP, ..)

· Unicast address to get service provider information using TR-069

Editor's note: Unicast address using TR-069 could be included in pull mode if "TR-069" can be declared as a new scheme as is "HTTP".
Is it OK to delete this editor’s note?

(2)Second editor’s note
Table V.1: Element/attributes for service provider discovery
	Name
	Type
	Write
	Description
	Default

	.STBService.{i}.Components.FrontEnd.{i}.IP.ServiceDiscovery.
	object
	
	
	

	IptvServiceProviderInfoEntryList
	string
	-
	List of entry points to get service provider information
	Empty

	.STBService.{i}.Components.FrontEnd.{i}.IP.ServiceDiscovery.ServiceProvider{i}.
	object
	
	
	

	IptvServiceProviderInfoEntry
	string
	-
	Entry point used to get the IptvServiceproviderInfo and to be used for updates
	Empty

	IptvServiceProviderInfo
	string
	-
	Service provider information record as specified in H.770
	Empty


[Editor’s Note May 21, 20101]: Additional elements concerning version information is useful to update data.

This comment should be change into “NOTE:” because this is explanation as to new elements.

However, which elements does concern version?

(3)Third and fourth editor’s notes
Table V.2: Element/attributes for detailed service offer discovery
	Name
	Type
	Write
	Description
	Default

	.STBService.{i}.Components.FrontEnd.{i}.IP.ServiceDiscovery.ServiceProvider{i}.Service{i}.
	object
	
	
	

	IptvServiceInfoEntry
	string
	-
	Entry point used to get the IptvServiceInfo and to be used for updates
	Empty

	IptvServiceInfo
	string
	-
	Service record (detailed service information) as specified in H.770.
	Empty


Editor's note: The definition of these additional parameters assumes that the parameters proposed in the previous contribution on "service provider discovery with TR-069" are already added and so it is proposed to group together the two proposed annexes including a full list of extensions to TR-135 for service provider and service discovery using TR-069.
[Editor’s Note May 21, 20101]: Additional elements concerning version information is useful to update data.

What idea do you have to resolve first comment in this table? Is it OK to delete first note?
Last comment should be change into “NOTE:” because this is explanation as to new elements.  However, which elements does concern version?
3.
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