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1 Overview

This liaison is to provide an input response to 3GPP CT WG1, regarding the received liaison statement (LS) see OMA-PAG-2009-0210-LS_from_3GPP_CT1_on_IMS_Communication_Services.  The received LS contains several questions relating to service identifiers and their interpretation once registered as part of the OMNA Presence <service-description> Registry and the PIDF presence document.
R01: Updates based on feedback during PAG WG discussion (PAG-CC, Oct 6, 2009).
R02: Added reference to current and draft PDE Specification in sub-section 3.
R02: Additional minor edits to make text more consistent and clearer.
2 Proposal
The OMA PAG WG would like to thank the 3GPP CT WG1 for the liaison statement concerning the registry and interpretation of IMS Communication Service Identifiers in the OMA defined <service-description> element of the PIDF presence document.

The OMA PAG WG reviewed the questions from the 3GPP CT WG1 relating to the recently registered <service-id> value for the IMS Multimedia telephony (MMTel) service. After WG discussion of the liaison statement (LS), and the questions contained within the LS, the agreed responses from OMA PAG WG are as follows:
1) 3GPP CT WG1 would like to have some assurance that the text strings for service identifiers continue to remain the same as those used for <service-id> values within OMA PAG WG specifications.

OMA PAG WG response:

The purpose of the OMNA Presence <service-description> Registry is to record values used by known (i.e. interoperable) services.  This includes mandatory elements <service-id> and <version>.  This registry also guarantees that new service identities do not conflict with existing identifiers already registered.  The currently registered 3GPP service identifiers will remain as they are currently specified (see: http://www.openmobilealliance.org/Tech/omna/omna-prs-PidfSvcDesc-registry.aspx for further details relating to the registry).  

2) 3GPP CT WG1 would like to draw the attention of OMA PAG to the fact that 3GPP, IETF and any other organisation, potentially including non standards organisations (e,g vendors or service providers) that takes a root value can define service identifier values, and other organisations can define and register their own values below this. It seems very restrictive if all these values need to be separately registered with OMNA to obtain the equivalent OMA values. Could you clarify what criteria OMA will be using in assessing registration requests, and what process should be followed for organisations other than 3GPP itself. The process currently appears to be inflexible.
OMA PAG WG response:
· It should be clarified to 3GPP WG CT1, that service identifiers for use by the OMA Presence SIMPLE Enabler are required to be registered with the OMNA Presence <service-description> Registry as noted in the OMA Presence SIMPLE Data Specification, “PIDF Extension Elements, <service-description>”.  With this in mind, all service identifiers, inlcuding non standards organisations (e.g. vendors) must be registered through the OMNA Presence <service-description> Registry.  Further, each identity is considered unique, and takes no special root or base value.  Therefore, each individual registration request must be considered separately and would uniquely identify a service whether those identifiers (within their respective contexts) have overlapping textual namespaces or not.

· The registration process may seem restrictive however, it is imperative to fulfill the requirement to be able to uniquely identify a service within the <service-description> element as defined by the OMA Presence SIMPLE Data Specification, sub-section “Service Identification”.  This sub-section specifies that it is possible to uniquely identify a service based on the <service-description> element.  Given this element, as a whole, maintains dependence on the required <service-id> sub-element, it is mandatory for the <service-id> element to be registered as unique.  No semantics or sub-identities may be derived from portions or sub-sets of a service identifier.

3) Please also remember that for existing registered values, the root values can be extended with additional values making variants. In particular xxx.yyy and xxx.yyy.zzz are sufficiently related in such a way that it would be expected that xxx.yyy can be used where xxx.yyy.zzz is not available. It is unclear what will occur in these cases.

OMA PAG WG response: please see response to Q2 above.
4) Can OMA PAG consider the possibility of future extensions to the presence information to allow service identifiers to be represented in presence information transparently as strings without requiring registration of values with OMNA?
OMA PAG WG response: 
· Allowing unregistered service identifiers to exist within the <service-description> element of an OMA presence information document could result in non standard, and non-interoperable service indications on behalf of a Presentity.  This could have undesirable consequences for applications.  Particularly client device presence applications being able to correctly distinguish different services from presence information provided by an OMA Presence platform.  

3 Requested Action(s)

The OMA PAG WG asks the 3GPP CT WG1 to review these responses to gain a better understanding of the currently defined intent/behavior behind the <service-description> element and the associated OMNA Presence <service-description> Registry.  Please also review the OMA Presence SIMPLE Data Specification V2.0 (which is a draft version of the V2.0 Specification candidate, incorporating an agreed Change Request to include the registered <service-id> for mmtel as requested by 3GPP CT WG1) for additional details.  

OMA PAG WG encourages the reuse of the OMA Presence SIMPLE Data Specification V2.0, and would appreciate receiving any additional questions or feedback you may have.  For example, requirements or suggestions on how 3GPP CT WG1 would perceive the <service-description> element to function, including details regarding the OMNA Presence <service-description> Registry.
4 Conclusion

The OMA PAG work group thanks the 3GPP CT WG1 for your consideration and interest in our work regarding the Presence SIMPLE Data Specification and the OMNA Presence <service-description> Registry, and we look forward to working closely together in the future to help promote mobile presence standards.
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