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Abstract

This contribution provides comments on the latest working document DOC-0120 “Application layer error recovery mechanism for IPTV” with some proposed resolutions.

1.  Introduction 

The source companies jointly reviewed the latest working document DOC-0120 “Application layer error recovery mechanism for IPTV” to brush it up as an Output Document towards the completion of FG-IPTV period.  The following section provides comments with some proposed resolutions.

The reviewing activities have been motivated by IPTV Working Group, TTC (the Telecommunication Technology Committee) in Japan and the source companies have voluntarily participated in this effort.
2.  Comments with some Resolutions
The followings are comments raised though the review activities on DOC-0120.

(1) Section 7, Title
Section 7 is entitled “Requirements”, but it does not match the texts in this section.  It is perhaps because some QoS related items from “WG1 IPTV Service Requirements” were originally included in this section and all of these were removed at the last meeting.  It is suggested that the section title be changed appropriately so as to match what are written there.

Current title of Section 7 : Requirements 

Proposed change of the title : Classification of IPTV services and data types

(2) Section 7, the 1st paragraph
 The first paragraph of Section 7 also seems to remain without maintained like (1).  It needs re-consideration.  It may be appropriate to remove the first paragraph of Section 7.
(3) Section 7, the 2nd paragraph
In this paragraph, various types of data for IPTV services are classified such as video, audio, metadata, etc.  However, it seems the classification of IPTV application service types such as Broadcast, VOD is mixed up with data types.  It is suggested that the two different classifications should be described separately.
(4) Section 7, the 2nd paragraph

There is no definition or description for each application services listed in the classification such as “Linear Broadcast Service”, “On-Demand Service” and “Downloadable Multimedia Services”.  It is suggested to add a definition or description for each.
(5) Section 7, the 2nd and 3nd paragraphs
It is not clear whether “Linear Broadcast Service” in classified item of the 2nd paragraph and “pre-dominant linear broadcast” in the 3rd paragraph are identical or not.  The term should be consistent.
(6) Section 7, the 2nd and 4th paragraphs
An application service “IPTV live broadcast service” shown in the 4th paragraph is not listed in the classification of the 2nd paragraph.  The classification in the 2nd paragraph should be matched with the description in the texts.

(7) Section 7, the 2nd and 7th paragraphs
The other data elements mentioned in the 7th paragraph should be matched the classification of other data elements in the 2nd paragraph.

Current text : The other data elements of IPTV services consist of metadata and user data. 

Proposed text : The other data elements of IPTV services consist of metadata, interactive user data and control data.
(8) Section 8, Title

Section 8 is entitled “Overview on error recovery mechanisms”. However, this section contains some useful references to existing standards regarding error recovery mechanisms.  Therefore, it is suggested that the section title should be changed appropriately.

Current title : Overview on error recovery mechanism 

Proposed title : Overview of existing standards on error recovery mechanism
(9) Section 8, table

The table caption is missing.  It should be Table 1.
(10) Section 8.2.1

The typeface of source packets is different from that of “repair” packets.  If it is not on purpose, these should be consistent.
(11) Section 8.2.1, the 2nd paragraph, the 2nd item
Current text : Multimedia Broadcast/Multicast 

Proposed text : Multimedia Broadcast/Multicast Service (MBMS)

(12)
 Section 8.2.2, the 2nd line

Proposed change : are included below ( are included in Table 2

(13)
 Section 8.2.2, table caption

Proposed change :Table 1 ( Table 2

(14)
 Section 9.2.1, the 5th line

Proposed change :Table 1 ( Table 1/Y.1541

(15) Section 9.2.2.2

No definitions are found for IPLR, IPTD, IPDV, IPER etc.  It is suggested that the definitions should be specified.
(16) Section 9.2.2.3, the 8th line

Similar to (15), no definition found for MTBA.
　

(17) Section 9.2.2.3, the 8th line

Proposed change :Table 1 ( Table 3

(18)
 Section 9.2.2.3, table caption
Proposed change :Table 2 ( Table 3

3.  Summary
It is proposed to consider and resolve the comments presented in Section 2 of this contribution.
_____________
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