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1 Reason for Change

In the TS, under section 11.4 Raw Metering Report, the definition of contentID inside MeteringReport is specified as below.
Text from TS:
The Raw Metering Report MUST be formatted according to the ABNF syntax defined in this section. The ABNF notation used is defined in [RFC4234]. The terminals <DIGIT>, <WSP> and <CRLF> are also defined in [RFC4234].

rawMeteringReport = *(CRLF perContentMeteringInformation) [ CRLF ]

perContentMeteringInformation= (contentID %d58 consumptionCount %d58 accumulatedConsumptionTime)

· contentID depends on the RO type used to consume the content :

· if the content is authorised to be consumed by a group RO, contentID is the concatenation of :

· the value of the <UID> element of the <context> element of an <asset> element and specifies the GroupId associated to the content
· a separator (a semicolon)
· the ContentID field in DCF's Common Header box and specifies the content identifier of the Metered Content to which the Metering Information applies
· Otherwise, contentID is the value of the <UID> element of the <context> element of an <asset> element and specifies the content identifier of the Metered Content to which the Metering Information applies.
Question: When content is consumed using a parent RO and a child RO, what should be the contentID in the metering report?

i) Should it be parent ROs SubscriptionID, a separator (semicolon) and the ContentID field in the DCF’s Common Header box?

ii) Should it be just the ContentID field in the DCFs Common Header box?

iii) Should it be just the parent ROs SubscriptionID? (The sentence highlighted in YELLOW could mean this.)

The sentence highlighted in YELLOW can not be applied to a ParentRO and ChildRO case. 

To resolve the above issue, CR OMA-DRM-2007-0412-CR_DRM_2.1_bugfix_MeteringReport_formatting was raised and agreed.
But, there is a use case which is not covered by the CR OMA-DRM-2007-0412. The use case is defined below.

Use Case: 
1) User subscribes to OMA DRM server.

2) OMA DRM Agent downloads the parent RO.

3) DRM server later pushes (WAP Push) the child RO which is bound to group of DCFs (AKA Group RO)

4) User selects a content (Let song). The content is associated to group of DCFs.

5) DRM Agent consumes the content using the parent RO and the Group RO.

On further analysis of the problem, we may have to consider the following factors before coming to a conclusion,

1) The original intention of having GroupID in the meteringReport.

2) The significance of GroupID for the Service Provider, in the metering report.

3) The actual information in the meteringReport that would be helpful for the Service Provider.

Currently, in the specification, the presence of GroupID in the meteringReport leads to confusing. The specification is not clear about the intention of having GroupID in the meteringReport.

To remove the ambiguity in the specification, we would like to suggest the below solution.
Each RO contains a unique identifier, ie. ROID. By including the ROID in the meteringReport, the Service Provider can be intimated about the RO that was actually used for consumption of the content. Even when there are multiple ROs for the same content, the ROID will be unique and hence the service provider can track and recognize the exact consumed RO by looking at the metering report.
By using this method all kinds of scenarios can be supported without the inclusion of GroupId or ParentRO’s SubscriptionId in the meteringReport.
Hence, we suggest removing the GroupID/ParentID field from the meteringReport and including ROID in the meteringReport.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

DRM WG to review and agree this document.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Change in section 11.4
Where: 

· contentID depends on the RO type used to consume the content :

· if the content is authorised to be consumed by a parent RO, contentID is the concatenation of :

· the value of the <UID> element of the <context> element of the <rights> element and specifies the ROID of the parent Rights Object
· a separator (a semicolon)
· the value of the <UID> element of the <context> element of the <rights> element and specifies the ROID of the child Rights Object
· a separator(a semicolon)
· the ContentID field in DCF's Common Header box and specifies the content identifier of the Metered Content to which the Metering Information applies

· otherwise, contentID is
·  the value of the <UID> element of the <context> element of the <rights> element and specifies the ROID of the Rights Object
· a separator (a semicolon)
· the ContentID field in DCF's Common Header box and specifies the content identifier of the Metered Content to which the Metering Information applies
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