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1. Scope


The main scope of this document is to provide some useful guidelines for the implementations of both Presence 1.0 [REF] and XDM 1.0 [REF] for achieving interoperability and improving performance (e.g. reducing traffic). More specifically, followings are the focus of this document.
1. Minimize the optionalities available in the specifications

2. Providing clarifications on the noted issues in the specifications to avoid misinterpretation

3. Providing missing aspects of any functionality or procedure defined in the specifications
4. Explaining any potential way to improve the performance, especially in terms of traffic management.


The intention is to limit the description within the defined functionalities within the respective OMA specification, rather not to define any new functionality as such. 
2. References

	 [OMADICT]
	“Dictionary for OMA Specifications”, Version x.y, Open Mobile Alliance™,
OMA-ORG-Dictionary-Vx_y, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[PRES ERELD]
	“Enabler Release Definition for OMA Presence SIMPLE”, Version 1.0.1, Open Mobile Alliance(, OMA-ERELD-Presence_SIMPLE-V1_0_1, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[PRES SPEC]
	“Presence SIMPLE Specification”, Version 1.0.1, Open Mobile Alliance(, OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE-V1_0_1, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[XDM ERELD]
	“Enabler Release Definition for XML Document Management” , Version 1.0.1, Open Mobile Alliance(, OMA-ERELD-XDM-V1_0_1, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[XDM SHARED]
	“Shared XDM Specification”, Version 1.0.1, Open Mobile Alliance(, OMA-TS-XDM_Shared-V1_0_1, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/


3. Terminology and Conventions

3.1 Conventions

This is an informative document, which is not intended to provide testable requirements to implementations.

However, an implementation is highly expected to follow the guideline provided by this document to achieve IOP. In order to highlight the guidelines, they are in bold font. Moreover, usually a phrase like “A typical implementation is expected …” is used to express the guidelines.


3.2 Definitions

	Presence Information
	Use definition from [PRES SPEC]

	Presence Source
	Use definition from [PRES SPEC]

	
	



3.3
Abbreviations

	
	

	IOP
	Interoperability

	OMA
	Open Mobile Alliance

	
	

	
	


4. Introduction

Both Presence 1.0 [PRES ERELD] and XDM 1.0 [XDM ERELD] are expected to work horizontally for multiple services (e.g. PoC, IM). Presence provides means for sharing information end-to-end about services, device and person. Based on all these information, Presence can glue all the communication means available in a terminal not only to improve user experience, but also to stimulate the use of different communication means. On the other hand, XDM provides systematic means to access and manipulate different information required for services, e.g. lists, groups, authorization rules.
However, the most out of both Presence 1.0 [PRES ERELD] and XDM 1.0 [XDM ERELD] can be achieved, only if different implementations interwork properly ensuring end-to-end interoperability. Moreover, end-to-end interoperability alone may not be enough for successful deployment of the enablers. Improved performance in terms of optimum usage of expensive resource (e.g. bandwidth across radio interface) is also important for the mass market deployment and enhancing the uses of the enablers.
Sometimes the OMA specifications of the enablers can be interpreted differently by readers. Such cases may cause misunderstanding, and thus, challenge interoperability. Beside the conventional end-to-end interoperability, interoperability between the implementations of client is required, so that a user can smoothly start using a new terminal, allowing the automatic discovery and continuous management of the information stored in the network (e.g. list, group, authorization rules) by the existing terminal. The specifications define different ways to improve the performance, but many of these are optional. So, it is possible that an implementation is fully compliant with the specifications, but still fails to take the full advantage. It is also possible to make minor enhancements to allow farther improvements in the performance. All these aspects are considered in this document to outline what is expected from a typical implementation.
5. Presence
5.1 TEL URI
FFS.
Editor’s note: The possible scope of the study is to find what is missing to make TEL URI work end-to-end.
5.2 Publication 
FFS.

Editor’s note: Another possible scope is to find any need for cancelling any active publication before switching off a terminal.
5.3 Watcherinfo Subscription

FFS.

Editor’s note: One possible scope to outline the need of sending notification due to Presence fetch operation (SUBSCRIBE with expires of 0). The other possible scope is to shoe example of filter to avoid unnecessary notification for any transient state.
5.4 Performance Optimization

FFS.
Editor’s note: Possible scopes are to 
· put emphasize on some optional performance features,
· provide filter examples for the most common use cases.
5.5 Encodings

FFS.

Editor’s note: Possible scope here is to clarify different encoding rules (e.g. use of special characters, avoiding multiple encoding, maximum length of value of an attribute or a header), if needed.
5.6 Document Fragments

FFS.

Editor’s note: A possible scope is to mention the rules about having element namespace and default namespace in a document fragment, e.g. document in a partial notification.
5.7 Provisioning

FFS.
Editor’s note: Possible scope is to short list the parameters listed in the MO specification. The other possibility is to provide optimum value for any parameter.
6. XDM

6.1 Names of Lists

FFS.

6.2 Authorization rules

6.2.1 Names for different possible rules
FFS.

6.2.2 Default rule

FFS.

6.3 Service URI

FFS.

Editor’s note: XDM specification provides examples of possible template for service URI (i.e. the value of the “uri” attribute of the child element <service> of the <rls-services> for the subscription to presence list. One potential scope is to provide unique template and procedure here to ensure interoperability, especially in case MO or OTA provisioning is not used.
6.4 XML Fragments

FFS.

Editor’s note: A possible scope is to mention the rules about having element namespace and default namespace in a fragment of an XDM document.
6.5 Encodings

FFS.
Editor’s note: Possible scope here is to clarify different encoding rules (e.g. use of special characters, avoiding multiple encodings, maximum length of value of an attribute or a header), if needed.
6.6 Provisioning

FFS.
Editor’s note: Possible scope is to short list the parameters listed in the MO specification. The other possibility is to provide optimum value for any parameter.
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Appendix B. <Additional Information>

If needed, add annex to provide additional information to support the document.

Note that the styles for the headers in the appendix (App1, App2, App3) are different than the main body.  The use below is intended to validate the styles to be used.  Remove if not needed.

DELETE THIS COMMENT

B.1 App Headers

<More text>

B.1.1 More Headers

<More text>

B.1.1.1 Even More Headers

<More text>
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