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1 Reason for Contribution

Solaiemes pointed out issues with the RCS API TSs in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0266-INP_Some_comments_on_RCSe_NetAPI_specs.
2 Summary of Contribution
This INP proposes resolutions for a subset of the issues reported by the above-mentioned document, as given in section 3. The subset addressed consists of Chat, FT, IS, VS.
3 Detailed Proposal

Slide 3

· Chat/FileTransfer/GroupChat/VideoShare notifications do not include a sessionId 
· Correlation between sessions and notifications not possible 
· For FileTransfer and GroupChat a correlation token must be added, the best way is including the sessionId 
( OMA Response: The <link> element is used for this correlation in all OMA RESTful Network APIs. Each session is identified by the complete resourceURL of the session resource. No change needed.

· Ad-hoc chat APIs could temporarily be used as they are
· Current deployments enforce a unique ad-hoc chat between two contacts -> not possible for the application to have two sessions with the same contact 
· Deployments could change, this should be fixed also for Ad-hoc chat
( OMA Response: To be addressed in a future release of the Chat API. First, experiences are needed with the current approach.
Sketch of a posible solution

· Option 1) Instead of using “adhoc” as pre-defined identifier, one can define a number of such identifiers, or a rule how to create these. Then, each client can use multiple identifiers, instead of “adhoc”, to create multiple ad-hoc sessions.

· Option 2) If client wants to create a new adhoc session, client POSTs the chat message http://{serverRoot}/chat/{apiVersion}/{userId}/oneToOne/{otherUserId}. The server creates a new ad-hoc session and sends the message there.
· Solaiemes proposal: add a sessionId field to every Chat/FileTransfer/GroupChat/VideoShare notification 
( OMA Response: no change, see above.

Slide 4
· APIs allow sending several files in the same FileTransfer session 
· Current APIs do not allow for selective acceptance or rejection of individual file transfers in the same session 
· E.g. application receiving several files in the same session, can not accept one and reject others 
· Solaiemes proposals: 1) one file transfer per session; and 2) streamline operations: just a method to send a file is enough, no need for a method to create the session.
· Proposal is also more aligned with upcoming HTTP-based file transfer
( OMA Response: 
1) both RCS-e and RCS 5.1 allow only 1 file per session. The option to send more files within a session has been removed from the API spec, recognizing the fact that it was broken anyway (since the receiver could not accept/reject such an additional file).
2) to be addressed in a future release when HTTP-based transfer may be added 
Slide 5
· Notification type must be deduced by application based on contents (some notifications carry some field, others don’t …)
· Very cumbersome and complex for the application 
· App needs to parse the whole notification before dispatching for processing; app needs to have deep knowledge of which fields are unique per notification type (this will most probably change)
· Solaiemes suggestion: instead of just “sessionInvitationNotification”, use “ftSessionInvitationNotification”,“chatSessionInvitationNotification”, “vsSessionInvitationNotification”
· Already done for “groupchatSessionInvitationNotification”; chat, FT and VS design should be similar

( OMA Response: changed as proposed by CRs 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 (but not using abbreviation, as other data structures use full names such as “fileTransfer”).
Slide 6:

· GroupSessionInvitationNotification does not include a link to accept the session 
· Solaiemes suggestion: add link to accept the group session 
( OMA Response: Changed as proposed by CR 7.
Slide 7:

· Comments on GroupChat notifications:
· (1) GroupChatSessionInformation field name should be changed to ParticipantInformationStatus 
· It is not session status, but participant information 
· (2) href url resource is invalid, 
· instead of .../{sessionId}
· We suggest it should be .../{sessionId}/participants/{participantId}/status
· as it better fits with the name of the rest of resources and it already exists (a typo?)
( OMA Response: 
1) Changed to ParticipantSessionStatus by CR 7
2) Changed as proposed by CR 7
Slide 8:

· MessageNotification notification in group chat
· Current version includes a href to an unexistent resource /…/group/.../{sessionId}/messages/{messageId}
· Similar resource is defined for regular chat, but not for group chat
· Solaiemes suggestion: create the resource in the appropriate section 
( OMA Response: This resource has no operation assigned, the resourceURL merely serves to identify the chat message. OMA is not listing any resource that has no operations assigned. Proposal: no change needed.
Slide 9: (note that this INP only addresses that part of the issues outlined on slide 9 which apply to VS)

· Example 2: Non-telco developers do not know anything about SDPs, but VideoShare session acceptance involves analyzing an SDP
· Suggestion: Make this optional, API gateway analyzes and accepts 

( OMA Response: Dialog required.
4 Intellectual Property Rights
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5 Recommendation

ARC-REST is kindly requested to agree the document, thereby documenting that ARC agrees with the proposed resolutions. CRs will follow to implement.
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