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1 Reason for Change

This CR tries to make it clearer on the watcher’s Presence information processing.
The words we propose in the TS are to make sure the following processing:
When two tuples with conflicting child elements were received, the watcher will NOT ignore the whole tuple (or person) element with older timestamp. Only the conflicting child elements in these tuple (or person) elements will be ignored.

In addition Change all “sub-element” to “child element”.

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

Add the proposed text under the proposed section.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>Proposed changes in section 5.2.3 >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

5.2.3 Presence information processing

This section describes how watchers SHALL interpret the received presence information.

Two or more <tuple> elements SHALL be considered “semantically identical” if their following child elements exist and have the same values:

· <contact> element, as defined in [RFC3863]);

· <service-description> element (defined in section 10.5.1), if present;

If the watcher receives more than one “semantically identical” service components in the presence document (<tuple> elements identified as being the same based on the previous criteria shown above) with conflicting child elements (i.e. elements with same names but different values), the watcher SHALL select the conflicting child element from the <tuple> element with the latest <timestamp> element as defined in [RFC3863] and SHALL ignore the remainder of the conflicting child elements from <tuple> elements.  Note, that particular <tuple> child elements might specify a different behaviour (see presence information definitions such as section 10.4).

If the watcher recognizes more than one “person” components in the presence document with conflicting child elements (i.e. elements with same names but different values), the watcher SHALL select the conflicting child element from the <person> element with the latest <timestamp> element as defined in [PRESDATAMODEL] and SHALL ignore the remainder of the conflicting child elements from <person> elements.  Note, that particular <person> child elements might specify a different behaviour (see presence information definitions such as section 10.4).

A watcher SHALL be able to interpret any application-specific subset of the elements listed in section 10.4 using the semantics described therein. The Watcher MAY support other PIDF extensions to interpret elements whose semantics do not match with those defined in section 10.4, as long as, if a watcher that does not understand those extensions can ignore them without changing the meaning of the presence elements that are understood.

>>>>>>>>>>>>>End of the proposed changes in section 5.2.3>>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>>>Proposed changes in section 5.4.3.2.1 >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

5.4.3.2.1 Polite blocking

Polite blocking is a mechanism to deny providing presence information updates , while indicating to the watcher that the subscription is accepted.  

If the result of applying Subscription Authorisation Rules is to perform polite blocking (see section 5.4.3.2), the PS SHALL perform the following:

· The PS SHALL respond to the SUBSCRIBE request according to rules and procedures of [PRESRULES].

· The PS SHALL then send only one NOTIFY request  the PS with the following content:

· provide only the <tuple> elements of the “raw presence document” of the presentity indicating that the presentity is “unwilling” and “un-available” for communication (see section 10.4 of the exact details of how these states are mapped to relevant presence information elements). If further child elements are contained in the “raw presence document” within the <tuple> elements apart from “willingness” and “availability, they SHALL be omitted by the PS. 

· not provide the <device> and <person> elements if existent in the presentity’s “raw presence document” 

· perform all the next stages in the Presence Information processing framework,  as they are listed in section 5.4.3 and detailed in relevant sub-sections (e.g. apply filtering, partial notifications, throttling etc)

>>>>>>>>>>End of the proposed changes in section 5.4.3.2.1>>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>>>Proposed changes in section 10.3 >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

10.3  Presence Document Overview 
(Informative)

Information structured according to the OMA presence data model is exchanged in an XML document that conforms to the basic Presence Information Data Format as defined in [RFC3863], and extended in other documents for the purpose of interworking.

The scheme below provides a high level overview of the data elements that may comprise an OMA presence XML document ( <presence> ).

Column 1:
presence information (as defined in this TS)

Column 2:
document where the associated <element> schema is defined 

Column 3:
location of the <element> within the <presence> document; 
· data elements defined in [RFC3863] are written in italic
· data elements defined in this document are written in bold
Person
schema
<person> ( [PRESDATAMODEL] )

Overriding Willingness
§10.5.2.1
<overriding-willingness>



→<basic> open/closed
Activity
[RPID]
<activities>
Location
[RPID]
<place-type>
Time-zone
[RPID]
<time-offset>
Mood
[RPID]
<mood>
Icon
[RPID]
<status-icon>
Class
[RPID]
<class>

Geographical Location
[RFC4119]
<geopriv>
→<location-info>


<geopriv>
→<usage-rules>
Note
[PRESDATAMODEL] 
<note>
Timestamp
[PRESDATAMODEL] 
<timestamp>
Note that according to the definition of the <person> element in [PRESDATAMODEL], all child elements outside of [PRESDATAMODEL] namespace MUST be placed before the <note> element.
Service
schema
<tuple> ([RFC3863])

Application-specific Availability
[RFC3863]
<status>
→<basic> open/closed
                                                      §10.5.2.1
<registration-state>


§10.5.2.1
<barring-state>
Application-specific Willingness
§10.5.2.1
<willingness>





→<basic> open/closed
Icon 
[RPID]
<status-icon>
Session Participation
§10.5.2.1
<session-participation>




→<basic> open/closed
Service Description
§10.5.2.1
<service-description>
Class
[RPID]
<class>
Per service device identifier
[PRESDATAMODEL]
<deviceID>

Communication Address
[RFC3863]
<contact>
Timestamp                                    [RFC3863]
<timestamp>

Note that  according to the definition of the <tuple> element in [RFC3863], all child elements outside of [RFC3863] namespace MUST be placed between the <status> and the <contact> element.
Device
schema
<device> ( [PRESDATAMODEL] )

Network Availability
§10.5.2.1
<network-availability>

Geographical Location
[RFC4119]
<geopriv>
→<location-info>


<geopriv>
→<usage-rules>

Device identifier
[PRESDATAMODEL]
<deviceID>
Timestamp
[PRESDATAMODEL]
<timestamp>

Note that according to the definition of the <device> element in [PRESDATAMODEL], all child elements outside of [PRESDATAMODEL] namespace MUST be placed before the <deviceID> element.
>>>>>>>>>>End of the proposed changes in section 10.3>>>>>>>>>>>>
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