Doc# OMA-CD-PUSH-2010-0020-INP_PushREST_Comments_[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance



TSBaseline
Input Contribution

Doc# OMA-CD-PUSH-2010-0020-INP_PushREST_Comments_TSBaseline
Input Contribution



Input Contribution

	Title:
	OMA CD PUSH, PushREST 1.0 TS Baseline comments.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	OMA CD PUSH(WA)

	Submission Date:
	18 Aug 2010

	Source:
	Brian McColgan, RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com 

	Attachments:
	n/a
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	N/A


1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution provides comments toward the OMA PushREST V1.0 TS Baseline as submitted in OMA-CD-PUSH-2010-0018R01-INP_PushREST_TS_Baseline and the subsequent follow-up comments to this document in OMA-CD-PUSH-2010-0019-INP_Comments_on_PushREST_TS_Baseline.
2 Summary of Contribution

This document includes detailed comments in the following sub-section (i.e. ‘Detailed Proposal’) directly below.
3 Detailed Proposal

The PushREST V1.0 TS baseline (noted in sub-section 1) is a very good start on the work-item.  After careful review, Research In Motion has the following comments:
Informative vs. Normative.  While it has been clarified in sub-section 3, what sections are normative vs. informative, as a convention (and for further clarity to the reader) it would also be useful (to add) in the respective headings (e.g. Heading 1/Heading 2 levels) at the far right margin whether the section/sub-section is informative or normative.

3.2 Definitions.  It would be preferrable to itemize the definitions in this sub-section (and where applicable) to refer to the specific terminology taken from respective documents (e.g. in the OMA Dictionary).  Referring to the OMA Dictionary as a whole, does not provide any ‘limitation of scope’ toward the reader of the TS.

5. Push API Definition

· (paragraph #3): It would be preferrable to make use of specific references to [REST_TS_Common] citing the actual/applicable sub-section.  Referring to this document in a general manner makes it difficult or impossible for implementers to properly follow the specification.  See OMA PAL V1.0 TS for specific examples.
· (paragraph #5): It would be more technically correct to refer to resources as ‘and their request URIs’, as opposed to ‘and their URL’ – unless you meant to say ‘base URI’ for the PushREST service.  We may want to reword this sentence to ‘A table listing PushREST resources and their corresponding request URIs exposed by this API is described in section 5.x.y “section name”’.  We can also make this a x-reference so online readers can click/link to this.  We may also want to define these as terms in 3.2.

· (paragraph #7): Can we also specify or refer to XML Schema SUPport files in the first sentence?

· (paragraph #8): Why don’t we utilize a definition to clarify that (or refer to one from the PAP TS)?

· 5.1 (paragraph #1): This sentence may be misleading, as simplicity/reuse is a goal of RESTful services in general, and not specifically of PushREST (i.e. we get that benefit for having chosen to pursue a RESTful service interface).  Perhaps we should move this to the introduction (and slightly reword) the 2nd sentence, i.e. RESTful services (in general) are defined to provide generalized interfaces (whether the consumer is a final-final client or a service exposing a completely different service API).  
· 5.1 (Figure 1): Why does the TS NOT define or establish a base URI?  Is the baseURI for PushREST not the top level line in the figure in bold?  Also what are conventions planned for the version (does it stay consistent with the version of PAP, or does it assume it’s own numbering)?
· push-id – (includes reference to OMA-CD-PUSH-2010-0019) the concept of utilizing a push-Id should always be generated from the client in order to maintain compatability with existing enablers acting in the role of Push Initiator (e.g. a PAL 1.0 Server is one such example, I believe DCD and/or MobAd servers may have similar roles).
· Push request delivery status – the data structure indicates an address, what PAP operation does this correspond to?  Does this invoke the later notification (i.e. from PPG->PI) to deliver the result notification (for an indicated address(es))?  The ResultNotification structure does not appear to be defined.
App D. JSON Examples
If we are showing how content may be processed utilizing JSON, would it not make sense to show an example in XML, annotated with a JAXB (Java Architecture for XML Binding) or with a stand-alone JAXB XML binding?  After all, it would seem ‘plausible’ that a PI will be an AS (running as a trusted server in a network, alongside or connected to) a PPG, rather than a device/UE which hosts a scripting language.  As noted during today’s CD-Plenary, we can also enhance this with some useful examples.  XMLBeans (formerly BEA, now part of Apache) may also be another alternative ‘mapping’ for service side components.
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 CD PUSH (WA) is kindly requested to review the following comments and hopefully we may move forward to subsequent CRs which fully address and incorporate the proposed solutions as it pertains to the PushREST V1.0 TS.
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