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1 Reason for Contribution

To keep track of all the issues to be discussed during the joint San Diego meeting with PoC and PAG WGs.

2 Summary of Contribution

A list of discussion points to be discussed in San Diego with PoC and PAG WGs. Added 1 more action point for PAG about the Presence and XDM EICS documents review.

3 Detailed Proposal

   
[image: image1.wmf]"OMA-IOP-POC-2005

-0112R05-APs for IOP-PoC PAGPoC Joint Meeting SanDiego.xls"


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

Keep the updated list and provide to PoC and PAG groups for their information.
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PAG Issues

		Issue to Discuss		Applicable Specifications		Comments		Conclusion

		Information used by UE - Is it assumed by PAG WG that the UE must at any time connect to XDMS and download all required XML documents, as oposed to storing all the data locally in UE and never contacting XDMS? If the UE stores data locally, the XDMS needs to be preconfigured with all the needed information for the calls to be executed (groups, contacts, etc). Is such situation allowed currently?		All specifications with emphezis on: 
* OMA-RD-XDM-V1_0-20050317-C		XDM-RD, section 6.1.1, point 8 states:
"Data consistency of information stored in the XDM enabler SHALL be ensured, particularly if simultaneous access
by multiple authorised end-users and/or multiple devices is allowed."

		Information used by UE - Is it mandated by PAG WG when the UE should download all required data from XDMS. Is it mandated that the UE shall contact the XDMS during the handset power up, user's first selection of any list/group, etc.?

		Contact Lists - Is it assumed by PAG WG that the Contact List can be stored only in Shared XDMS? Can it be stored in any other place than in the UE itself?

		Shared XDMS - Is it assumed by PAG WG that Shared XDMS usage is mandatory? If the Contact List must be stored in Shared XDMS, then Shared XDMS is mandatory (Contact List seems to be mandatory for PoC - see comments besides).		All specifications with emphezis on: 
* OMA-RD-PoC-V1_0-20050329-C
* OMA-RD-XDM-V1_0-20050317-C		PoC RD, section 6.1.9: "PoC subscribers SHALL have the following minimum set of capabilities for all PoC sessions, [...] 
- Generate and manage a PoC subscriber’s own contact list."
XDM RD, section 6.1.1: "The end-user SHALL be able to store his per-user information (e.g., URI Lists) in the network."

		XDM ETS - Collection of comments from PAG WG on the latest XDM ETS document. This is the ETS that will be used in July's PoC TestFest.		* OMA-ETS-XDM-V1_0-Interoperability-20050609-D

		XDMC in AS SCR requirements - XDM-Core document defines 2 different SCR tables: one for XDMC in UE and one for XDMC in AS. The requirements for the XDMC in AS are noted with the letter "C", even though they really apply to the server (a server that included XDMC functionality). When the ETR is mapped to EICS, XDMC in AS requirements shall be placed in the server EICS to be filled out by the server vendors. Comments on changing these requirements from "C" to "S"?		* OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V1_0-20050415-C		Example from A.1.2 from XDM-Core document:
"XDM-XDMC-C-001"

		New Jersey AP-3 - Clarification of issues identified with the Presence SCR tables which were discovered during our review of the ETS for Presence.		http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/IOP/IOP-POC/ID/05/OMA-IOP-POC-2005-0111R02-F-F-meeting-minutes-New-Jersey-May-23-27.zip		http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/IOP/IOP-POC/ID/05/OMA-IOP-POC-2005-0111R02-F-F-meeting-minutes-New-Jersey-May-23-27.zip

		New Jersey AP-4 - Clarification of Presence spec issue identified w.r.t. a requirement on Retrieve and Publish (email will be sent to PAG group prior to San Diego meeting).		http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/IOP/IOP-POC/ID/05/OMA-IOP-POC-2005-0111R02-F-F-meeting-minutes-New-Jersey-May-23-27.zip		Hello!

I was attending the IOP-POC interim meeting in New Jersey end of May and was
trying to bring some of my knowledge to the SWG doing the test documentation
for XDM and Presence-SIMPLE.

I was among others assigned a small action item to clarify if this sentence is correctly worded in the 
OMA-RD-Presence_SIMPLE-V1_0, chapter 6.1.3.1 Publish item 5) 

"The Presence Service SHALL support the retrieval of presence 
information from presence sources (network entities, users agents, etc.) either ad-hoc or on a periodic basis"

(or 21 if looking at the version with faulty numbers) 
It relates to ETR item 5.1.1.1 [06] in the OMA-ETR-Presence-SIMPLE-V1_0

as it confused the SWG.
 
How shall this be understood?
a) "retrieval" shall be read as "reception"
b) the requirement is not a "Publish" requirement so should be moved somewhere else
c) something else

Please compare with the other requirements in 6.1.3.1.

regards

//Ingemar

		ETR Update Needed - The current XDM ETR is from February and references specifications from February or before. There were many changes in the specifications since then and the ETR should be updated. The updates might have the impact on the interoperability and conformance. IOP-PoC will need to know the updates to ETR and review the interoperability and conformance test cases for XDM.		* OMA-ETR-XDM-V1_0-20050204-C

		EICS Architectural Components Table - Review the tables in the section 5 of the Presence and XDM EICS documents to make sure that the selected architectural components are correct.		* OMA-IOP-POC-2005-0101R01-EICS-for-Presence-SIMPLE
* OMA-IOP-POC-2005-0099R04-EICS-for-XDM

		WAY FORWARD - Discussion of future work and closer support from PAG technical group.		N/A
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PoC Issues

		Issue to Discuss		Applicable Specifications		Comments		Conclusion

		Information used by UE - Is it assumed by PoC WG that the UE must at any time connect to XDMS and download all required XML documents, as oposed to storing all the data locally in UE and never contacting XDMS? If the UE stores data locally, the XDMS needs to be preconfigured with all the needed information for the calls to be executed (groups, contacts, etc). Is such situation allowed currently?		All specifications with emphezis on: 
* OMA-RD-XDM-V1_0-20050317-C		XDM-RD, section 6.1.1, point 8 states:
"Data consistency of information stored in the XDM enabler SHALL be ensured, particularly if simultaneous access
by multiple authorised end-users and/or multiple devices is allowed."

		Information used by UE - Is it mandated by PoC WG when the UE should download all required data from XDMS. Is it mandated that the UE shall contact the XDMS during the handset power up, user's first selection of any list/group, etc.?

		Contact Lists - Is it assumed by PoC WG that the Contact List can be stored only in Shared XDMS? Can it be stored in any other place than in the UE itself?

		Shared XDMS - Is it assumed by PoC WG that Shared XDMS usage is mandatory? If the Contact List must be stored in Shared XDMS, then Shared XDMS is mandatory (Contact List seems to be mandatory for PoC - see comments besides).		All specifications with emphezis on: 
* OMA-RD-PoC-V1_0-20050329-C
* OMA-RD-XDM-V1_0-20050317-C		PoC RD, section 6.1.9: "PoC subscribers SHALL have the following minimum set of capabilities for all PoC sessions, [...] 
- Generate and manage a PoC subscriber’s own contact list."
XDM RD, section 6.1.1: "The end-user SHALL be able to store his per-user information (e.g., URI Lists) in the network."

		CP Spec, Additional Call Flows Needed - The CP specs have no flows in appendix F for the "Add user to a session" and "rejoin an ongoing session" for the various types of sessions. This appendix although not normative, does prove a valuable reference for test fests when trying to debug issues. If we are going to include test cases which include these functionality in the recommended cases for a test fest, it would be great to have the corresponding flow information that would be provided in appendix F.		* OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V1_0-20050317-C






