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1 Reason for Change
When analyzing “Using PEEM to PDP/PEP behaviours—scenario B” in section 5.6.2.2, the scenario that PDP and PEP roles in IETF are all acted by PEEM enabler is analysed. The original PEEM AD only explains the situation that PDP and PEP roles are acted by different PEEM enabler implementations. It is also prevalent that two roles are realized in one enabler implementation in PEEM. A figure that describes the relationship in this situation is suggested to be added in section 5.6.2.2
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

n/a

3 Impact on Other Specifications

n/a

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

Accepted by the group

6 Detailed Change Proposal
Change 1:  There are still some situations that when comparing to IETF PDP/PEP model, one PEEM implementation will act as the PDP and PEP roles at the same time, the behavior is added in section 5.6.2.2 
5.6.2.2    Using PEEM for PEP/PDP behavior – Scenario B

In this scenario, both ends of the flow are played by PEEM compliant elements.
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Figure 1. PEEM support for PEP/PDP behaviour - Scenario B

When the proxy usage pattern is used, the complete policy enforcement cycle may be realized within one PEEM instance. one PEEM instance provides the PEP and PDP roles at the same time is shown in figure 9. 
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Figure 9.   PEEM support for PEP/PDP behaviour in one PEEM implementation – Scenario B 
The two logical entities inside the PEEM enabler focus on the representation that  two roles (PDP and PEP in IETF policy model) are acted in one PEEM implementation. There is no requirement to define the interfaces between the logic entities because here, what is emphasized is that they reside in single implementation and the standard interaction interface is not focused here.
Of course, following the guidelines already written in the PEEM AD and PEEM RD, other deployment options may exist for the PEP side, as illustrated in next picture (e.g.: some OMA WGs could decide to fully reutilize the PEEM specs in their defined enablers); the essence is that the PEP role is played by PEEM functions.
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