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1 Reason for Contribution

Document OMA-ARC-2006-0115R02-Preserve-SIP-IP-Core has been submitted.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution provides some comments to OMA-ARC-2006-0115R02-Preserve-SIP-IP-Core.
Note that we are illustrating the ambiguity of the argument presented; not arguing on the merits between 0103 and 0115R02.

3 Detailed Proposal

3.1 Analysis of the issues

In document 0103, argument is made that the SIP Core should not be represented because its provides solely routing an reliable routing. It is thereafter suggested to rather identify the functions that the enabler requires from the SIP network.

In 0115R02, it is argued that the SIP core must be represented because it provides explicitly such functions and because in the case of IMS it is the only standardized SIP architecture that provides these functions.

We believe that this further illustrates the problems and ambiguity that exist with SIP in OSE and the perception from OMA members.

As argued in 0107, enablers may also have SIP bindings. In other words, among enablers or between applications and enablers one may exchange SIP messages. 

SIP is therefore a protocol that can be used at the service level and at the signalling/control level.

In a network like IMS, where a certain amount of SIP supporting functions have been standardized and are provided by the network infrastructure, these are identified as part of the core network.

However, in a network where such basic functions are not provided by the infrastructure, they can as well be provided at the service level via SIP based enablers or SIP based applications.
So while in some context it may appear that the SIP stack is underspecified, in other context, it is exactly sufficiently specified. Vanilla SIP and corresponding SIP services is indeed no different from HTTP, web services and applications.

This ambivalence of SIP and its interpretation across industries is leads to discussions as we see between 0103 and 0115R02:

· With a SIP infrastructure centric view, the SIP network must be shown because of the functions that it provides.

· With a SIP service centric view, only the required SIP functions are to be described and the network may be ignored (assuming of course it transport role).

3.2 Note

Note that analysis above is not trying to favour one view or another nor is it questioning IMS or IMSinOMA. It merely identifies the different points of view. Both IMS and Vanilla SIP can be approached with these different points of view. 
3.3 Additional considerations

This analysis further emphasizes points made in 0107.

We do not believe that it is appropriate to necessarily impose one point of view or another. It is however important to understand these and understand how to therefore best address Sip in the context of the OSE; keeping in mind that the OSE must fit both IMS and vanilla SIP networks.

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 Recommendations
We recommend that ARC does not agree with the recommendations of 0115R02 to keep the SIP core in logical architectures without further discussion and to refuse future issues raised on such topic. 

Instead we recommend that ARC acknowledges the analysis presented in this document and agrees to undertake a more systematic analysis of these issues and how the ambivalence of SIP can be best modelled within the OSE. 
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