General comments

1.  The DTM was difficult to display in a way that made the topo data visible.  I tried NASAview, ENVI, and GeoViewer.  I think the problem is the value used for missing_constant and how to scale the data for display.  I also found it hard to figure out missing_constant value because it is a floating point number and listed in the label in HEX.  I am guessing that it is a large value.  In ENVI, at least, this causes the default stretch to show the border area as black and the map area to be saturated as white.
I would recommend that the missing_constant be listed as a floating point value and not in HEX.  I would also recommend that the minimum and maximum value of the non-missing data be listed in the label.  That would help in picking values to scale the data into a reasonable range for display.
2.  I do not understand why the label refers to the data as scaled pixel values when the data are floating point numbers in units of meters and the scaling_factor is 1 and the offset is 0.  That is, the "pixel units" and geophysical units are the same.  It seems to me to be simpler say that the pixel values are already in geophysical units and drop the scaling_factor and offset from the label, along with removing the sentence about conversion between pixel values and geophysical values.
SIS comments

1. Revise section 1.2 to include the DTM products.
2. Add to section 5.2.1 that DTM data are stored as floating point and do not use JPEG2000 compression.
3. Pick either an attached or detached label and use only one.  Modify text in section 5.2.1.

4. The statement in section 5.2.1 that the "format was chosen …" is ambiguous.  It would be helpful to list those software packages that the team knows will work with this format.

4. Section 5.4 states that the DTM will be tied to the MOLA data 'when possible'. Will the label indicate whether or not a given DTM has been tied to MOLA?  If not tied to MOLA, how well are the elevations known relative to the Mars 2000 datum?
5. Is there a reference that can be cited in the SIS to provide the user with more details on how the DTM are generated and what the accuracy is?

6. Is the plan to release the DTMs one year after they are produced (stated in the SIS) or one year after the stereo pairs are located?
7. My copy of the SIS had a strange font (Lucida Grande) in the table in section 5.7.1.

8. Several minor typos are noted in the attached copy of the SIS using track changes.
9. Page numbering is not consistent throughout the document.

Label comments (no particular order)
A. DTM label

1. There are two labels for this product – one attached and one detached.  I don't think that two PDS labels are allowed.  Even if that is the case, I am not sure why one would want or need two labels. 

2. The ^image points on the detached label to the second record of the image file.  The first record is not defined by the label – not a good practice.

3. The label_records keyword in the detached label should not be included.

3. Not sure why the center_filter_wavelength keyword is in this label.  I would remove it.

4. The end_object statements should have values for the object they refer to.
5. The value of note should be reformatted so that it line wraps nicely.
6. See general comments section above about scaling_factor, offset, note, and missing_constant.

B. Image labels

1. A unit of <bytes> is used in several values of keywords ending in _BYTES.  Including the unit seems redundant and <bytes> is not a standard value for a unit.

2. Center_filter_wavelength should not be listed twice in the image object.

3. File names should not be mixed case. Change to upper case.

C. Errors reported by PDS validation tool (Vtool)
1. Image_map_projection does not contain required keyword coordinate_system_type

2. Value of producer_full_name is too long (max is 60 characters)

3. Required record_type keyword is missing from image labels.

4. Compressed_file object is missing required file_records keyword.
D. Other

1. I don't understand why some labels use projection_latitude_type and others keyword_latitude_type in the map projection object.

2. <meters/pixel> should be <m/pixel>

