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1 Reason for Contribution

Maintain issue list for the three PEEM TS’s, to serve as a tracking tool to help drive ARC to complete these deliverables.
2 Summary of Contribution

In Seoul, the ARC WG performed an online walkthrough of all three draft PEEM Technical Specifications:
· OMA-TS-PEEM_PEM1-V1_0_0-20070812-D

· OMA-TS-PEEM_PEM2-V1_0_0-20070812-D

· OMA-TS-PEEM_PEL-V1_0_0-20070812-D

The objective of this exercise was to assess what are the open issues that still require contributions and resolution before the three Technical Specifications can be completed. The PEEM Issue List is then intended to be used as a progress tracking tool. Individual items may be summarized into an Action Item for which volunteers can be sought. Such a tracking tool will help us determine where we stand, and understand when we may complete with PEEM.
R03 closes PEM1-2 (because ARC-PEEM-2007-0051R01 was AGREED)

R04:

· Closes PEM1-7b (because ARC-PEEM-2007-0052 was AGREED)

· Adds all the FFS editor notes

· Closes the generic issues to include all FFS editor notes (PEM1-8, PEM2-1, PEL-1)

R05 adds the issues from PEEM-0077, and also identifies for which issues a proposal is available.
R08 contains updates from the two PEEM dedicated conference calls on November 13 and 14.
R10 contains updates to reflect the latest status before the London F2F
3 Detailed Proposal

	PEM-1

	Number
	Description
	Owner
	Status

	PEM1-1
	PEM-1 XML Meta data template
	Anders
	OPEN (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0107R03)

	PEM1-2
	Mandatory vs optional attributes in templates
	Paulus
	CLOSED (0051R01 AGREED)

	PEM1-3
	Whether the indication of precedence between external and internal policy has to be signaled through a parameter in the template
	Paulus
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0061R03)

	PEM1-4
	Add an example for templates supporting PEL policy or rule set policy
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-0084)

	PEM1-5
	Can an external policy be using a different PEL language option than internal policy?
	Paulus
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0060R0)

	PEM1-6
	VendorID, ApplicationID, Command Codes from DIAMETER and parameters need to be completed when we receive an answer from 3GPP or IETF IANA. Note: DIAMETER protocol level error codes
	Michael
	OPEN (Action items have been assigned, per OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0094R01)

	PEM1-7a
	To look at PEEM parameter application error codes
SOAP Binding error codes
	Anders
	CLOSED

	PEM1-7b
	DIAMETER Binding error codes
	Michael
	CLOSED (addressed by agreed contribution OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0052)

	PEM1-7c
	Policy error codes (and process to define new status codes))
	Anders
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0067R05)

	PEM1-8
	All editor notes that include items for the study will automatically become discussion points in the list
	
	CLOSED (see all the new issues below)

	PEM1-9
	Section 5.1.1 need explanation for “existing constraints” in the following paragraph:

“When a policy is written, it should take into account any existing constraints that a requestor may have in providing and processing the BLOB internal data structure.”
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0078R01)

	PEM1-10
	Section 5.1.6: FFS whether PEEM PEM-1 TS will include an XML schema for the Templates (added in an Appendix), and whether such schema would be normative or optional. If we do [provide a schema, it would be likely based on generalizing the Template structure that we indicated for the Template parameters that are currently specified (e.g. TenplateID, Internal Policy Reference, etc …)
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0081)

	PEM1-11
	Section 5.2: FFS. As we understand better how identification & versioning of templates can be expressed in ASN.1, changes to templateID & templateVersion may be necessary (it may even result in removing those parameters if this conflicts with id/versioning mechanisms provided by ASN.1). Future Appendix F will address ASN.1 syntax.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0080)

	PEM1-12
	Section 5.2: FFS Appendix G: do we ask OMNA to administer Standard PEM-1 Template names, parameter names, etc … or do we have a different solution ? I would prefer to allow WGs to self-manage as much as possible, but we need to think how to avoid duplication. An alternative would be for ARC to provide some administration. It’s probably not terrible complex – it depends on how popular defining new templates becomes. In case of Custom PEM-1 Templates, this is SP’s responsibility.

For templateVersion – should we for example specify that the Version is a string that represents the version of the enabler where the Standard PEM-1 Template was specified (possibly including the WI #, to ensure that no 2 enablers that may work on the same template may collide in versions?)
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0079)

	PEM1-13
	Section 5.2.1: Specific values/ranges are provided, but we could decide to change them later. A process for assigning any additional values needs to be put in place (will it be administered by OMNA, differently?). Needs to be addressed in a future Appendix G.

FFS: do we need other codes?
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0081)

	PEM1-14
	Section 5.2.1: FFS. As we understand better how PEM-1 templates/parameters can be expressed in ASN.1, changes may be necessary. Future Appendix F will address ASN.1 syntax.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0080)

	PEM1-15
	Section 5.2.1: FFS – to decide whether PEEM/PEM-1 should distinguish between lower and upper case. That is resolved via ASN.1, which does distinguish between upper & lower case, so PEEM will have to distinguish as well. Parameter names identifiers should start with lower case letters, template names should start with upper-case letters.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0080)

	PEM1-16
	Section 5.2.1: FFS – need to pick values for templateID and templateVersion. This section needs to add this, once we have discussed/agreed about the process (OMNA or otherwise)
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0079)

	PEM1-17
	Section 5.2.2: FFS. As we understand better how PEM-1 templates/parameters can be expressed in ASN.1, changes may be necessary. Future Appendix F will address ASN.1 syntax.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0080)

	PEM1-18
	Section 5.2.2: FFS – to decide whether PEEM/PEM-1 should distinguish between lower and upper case. That is resolved via ASN.1, which does distinguish between upper & lower case, so PEEM will have to distinguish as well. Parameter names identifiers should start with lower case letters, template names should start with upper-case letters.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0080)

	PEM1-19
	Section 5.2.2: FFS – need to pick values for templateID and templateVersion. This section needs to add this, once we have discussed/agreed about the process (OMNA or otherwise)
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0079)

	PEM1-20
	Section 5.2.3: FFS. As we understand better how PEM-1 templates/parameters can be expressed in ASN.1, changes may be necessary. Future Appendix F will address ASN.1 syntax.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0080)

	PEM1-21
	Section 5.2.3: FFS – to decide whether PEEM/PEM-1 should distinguish between lower and upper case. That is resolved via ASN.1, which does distinguish between upper & lower case, so PEEM will have to distinguish as well. Parameter names identifiers should start with lower case letters, template names should start with upper-case letters.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0080)

	PEM1-22
	Section 5.2.3: FFS – need to pick values for templateID and templateVersion. This section needs to add this, once we have discussed/agreed about the process (OMNA or otherwise)
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0079)

	PEM-2

	Number
	Description
	Owner
	Status

	PEM2-1
	All editor notes that include items for the study will automatically become discussion points in the list
	
	CLOSED (See PEM2-4)

	PEM2-2
	Include examples on how to create/modify the policy via PEM-2
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-0084)

	PEM2-3
	Investigate the ability to manage parameterized constants
	Anders
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0068R01) PEM-2 will not spec any management operations for this type of data.

	PEM2-4
	Section 5.1.2.4: FFS. We should discuss if we need/want to support additional policy management optional operations, as supported by [XDMSPEC]. This may have both client and server-side impact, as far as what we specify. For example:

- Operations on XCAP URI that identify XML tags inside a Policy. This could be useful for “Parameterized Constants”, as well as to indicate subtle messages on handling different special needs for GPNM, CBCS, etc … 

- Other capabilities defined in [XDMSPEC]: XCAP Server Capabilities Application Usage allows an XDMC to determine what extensions, Application Usages, or namespaces an XDMS supports before making a request. The XDMS SHALL support the XCAP Server Capabilities Application Usage, as defined in [XCAP] ] “XCAP Server Capabilities”. The XDMC MAY support the XCAP Server Capabilities Application Usage.
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0083R02)

	PEM2-5
	Align PEM-2 support for parameterized constants to be consistent with PEL support for the feature (dependency on resolution of PEL-11 to PEL-15).
	
	CLOSED (needs to be addressed in the context of the more encompassing PEM2-3 issue) PEM-2 will not spec any management operations for this type of data.

	PEM2-6
	Look at error codes from XDM, see if they all apply, or a subset, or new ones are needed.
	Michael
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-0085R01)

	PEM2-7
	What do we do with error codes generated by e.g. aggregation proxy in XDM?
	Michael
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-0085R01)

	PEM2-8
	address policy manipulation with/without validation in PEM2, see action item on portal, from November 13 conference call
	Michael, Stephane
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0105R01 is agreed)

	PEL

	Number
	Description
	Owner
	Status

	PEL-1
	All editor notes that include items for the study will automatically become discussion points in the list
	
	CLOSED (see Issue PEL-8 / PEL-10)

	PEL-2
	Align sections 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4
	Michael
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0071)

	PEL-3
	Section 5.5 and 5.6: Stephane has applied CRs to the wrong document. The CRs should have applied to PEM-1
	Stephane (see action item)
	CLOSED (addressed by OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0063 and OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0066)

	PEL-4
	Example for the Ruleset
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-0084)

	PEL-5
	Validate existing detailed example
	Stephane
	OPEN (agree to remove, but will need a contribution)

	PEL-6
	Reconsider Appendix D
	Anders
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0108/-0119)

	PEL-7
	Remove Appendix E
	Michael
	CLOSED

	PEL-8
	Section 5.2.1: a new contribution is needed to describe rule combination algorithm associated with the ruleset construct (after 5.2.1.1.2)
	
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0082)

	PEL-9
	Section 5.2.1.1.3: IMO, we need to have/define a mechanism to support mapping PEM-1 input parameters to Policy input variables.
	Paulus
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0102)

	PEL-10
	Section 5.2.1.1.3: IMO, we need a mechanism to support mapping of Policy output parameters to PEM-1 output parameters.
	Paulus
	CLOSED (same as PEL-9, OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0102)

	PEL-11
	Should PEL TS only document criteria/requirements for PEL (drop specific support of any PEL option). Profiling
	Paulus
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0093R01)

	PEL-12
	Are parameterized constants supported in WS-BPEL; if not, how to deal with this
	Paulus/Anders
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0093R01)

	PEL-13
	Should we provide extensions for parameterized constants to RFC 4745 (this release? Later? Other enablers?)
	Paulus/Anders
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0093R01)

	PEL-14
	Are ‘parameterized constants’ a mandatory or optional feature, and for what PEL option(s)
	Paulus/Anders
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0093R01) When this is added, the issue is closed as proposed in OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0093R01

	PEL-15
	Is ‘parameterized constants’ the appropriate name, or should it be changed (e.g. ‘pre-configured selectable data’ or ‘pre-configured data selectable by input context’)
	Paulus/Anders
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0093R01)
New name is “context data”

	PEL-16
	Need content for Backwards Compatibility section for business processes
	Stephane
	CLOSED (PEEM-0100)

	PEL-17
	Need to decide what to do with all the appendices
	
	CLOSED, leave for review time

	PEL-18
	What additions to RFC 4745 do we need to make the Ruleset option viable. E.g. function calls, structure (when/then/else), parameterized constant. (see also list in appendix C of PEL TS)
	Paulus
	OPEN (related to PEL-11, OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0099R01)

	PEL-19
	PEEM PEL Profiles
	Paulus
	CLOSED (OMA-ARC-PEEM-2007-0093R01) There will be no profiling

	PEL-20
	PEL policy XML schema (compliance to XDM/, BPEL, RFC 4745)
	
	CLOSED (PEEM-0113)


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

The recommendation is for ARC to use this PEEM Issue List as a Tracking Tool, to drive PEEM to completion.
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